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LORDS,  MONDAY,  MAY  11,  1868.  Pa 

COUKTT  AKB   BUBGH   PoUCE  (SoOTLAITD) — MoTION  FOR  A  SELECT   CoHlCITTEB-— 

Moved,  *'  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Connty 

and  Bargh  Police  Systems  of  Scotland/''— (  The  Earl  of  Uinto) 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 
And,  on  May  18,  Select  Committee  nominated : — List  of  the  Committee 

Judgment  Debtors  Bill  (No.  76) 

Bankruptcy  Bill  (No.  75) 

Bankruptcy  Acts  Bepeal  Bill  (No.  74) 

Orders  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  a  Committee  (on  Re'OommiU 
mmt)  read :  —After  short  debate,  Orders  ducharged, 

Begrulation  of  Bailways  Bill  (No.  88)— 

House  in  Committee  {on  B&^ommitm$nt)  according  to  Order 
After  short  time  spent  therein,  the  Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  be  roceired 
on  Monday  next ;  and  Bill  to  h^  printed  as  amended  (No.  95.) 

Capital  Puniflliment  within  Prisons  Bill  (No.  83)— 

Bill  read  S*  (according  to  Order)  , .  • .  •  •       1 

Amendment  moved, 

'*  To  profide  that  all  pritonen  who  might  be  within  the  wallf  of  the  priion  at  the  time 

when  an  exeeation  took  pUoe,  ihoald  be  present  when  the  pnnlthment  was  inflicted,"— 

( The  Lord  Havenevoorth.) 

After  short  debate,  Amendment  negatived: — Bill  passed. 

Duchy  of  Cornwall  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.}— IVMeiK^i  ( The  Lord  Portman)  i  read  1* 
(No.  04)  .,  ..  ..  .,  ..        ] 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  MAY  11. 

Pabuakent — Ponrr  ov  Obdsr — Comicittebs — Question,  Colonel  French; 

Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  . ,  , .  . .  •  •       1 

AnifT— Malt  Liqvob  fob  the  T^ps  nr  Ikdia— Questions,  Mr.  M.  T.  Bass, 

Mr.  Greene  ;  Answers,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  • .      1 

Ibbland — Cabdikal  CuLLEir — Questions,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith;  Answers,  Mr. 
Disraeli,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  . .  , .  . .       1 

MniTiA  (SooxLAvn)  —  QuestUm,  Sir  Bobert  Anstruther  $  Answer,  Sir  John 
Pakington  ..  ..  ••       1 
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Thb   Hudson  Bat  Cohpant  —  Question,  Sir  Charles  Lanyon ;   Ans^vor,  Mr. 

Adderley         •  • 
IiCFORTATioN  OP  FOREIGN  Cattle  —  QuestioD,  Mr.  Russell  Gurney  ;   Answer, 

Lord  Robert  Montagu 

Representation   of  the  People  (Scotland)  Bill  —  Questions,  Sir   Andrew 
Agnew,  Mr.  Moncreiff  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli 

Supply — Order  for  Committeo  read;    Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'•  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair : " — 

Natt — The  Iron  Clad  Fleet— Observations,  Captain  Mackinnon 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put, 
and  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY — Navy  Estimates — considered  in  Committee 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,036,034,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  of  Wages  to  Seamen  and  Marines,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slstday  of  March,  1869," 
'^Mr.  Carry.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Item  of  £525,725,  for  Wages,  <$:o.,  to 
Marines, be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £60,000,"— {3fr.  Childert) 

After  debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  ;  Ayes  73,  Noes  127 ;  Majority  54. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,016  634,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  of  W.iges  to  Seamen  and  Marines,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1869," 
(Colcnel  Syket) 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn  : — Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
(a.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  d5 1,335,842.  be 

5 anted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  of  Victuals  and  Clothing  for  Seamen  and 
arines,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day 
of  March  1869  " 

Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,*'-— (iV/r.  Lusk. ) 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn  : — Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Besolations  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon  TFed- 
neiday, 

JuneHSNTs  ExTEirsioN  Bill — ^Nomination  of  Committee — 

Moved,  ''  That  Mr.  Craufnrd  be  one  Member  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the 

Judgments  Extension  Biir' 
JTovmZ,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Colonel  Frenchy) -^^wi,  and 

negatived  : — Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Kuddleston  be  one  other  Member  of  the  said  Committee/' 
Debate  arising;  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Sir  George 

Bowyer,) — put,  and  negatived  : — Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DuKLOP,  Mr.  Moncrbipf,  The  Loan  Adtocatb,  Mr.  Attornkt  Gkxbral  for  Irbland. 
Mr.  I^wiON,  Colonel  Prbnch,  Sir  Charlbs  Lanton,  Mr.  Graybb,  and  Mr.  Mcrpht, 
nominated  other  Members  of  the  said  Committeo. 

Coxtnty  Financial  Abbanobments — Select  Committee  nominated  .'—List  of  the 
Committee 

Exchequer  Bonds  (£1,600,000)  BHH—PreeenUd,  vad  read  the  arst  time  [Bill  112] 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  MAY  12. 

New  National  Qallebt — Question,  Viscount  Hardinge  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Malmesbury 

FoobLaw — ^Vagbants — The  Quildfobd  Union — Motion  fobCobbespondence— 

Moved,  *•  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Hoose,  Copy  of  Correspondence  which  has  recently 
pasted  between  the  Poor  Law  Board  and  the  Guildford  Board  of  Guardians  in  reference 
to  the  Relief  of  Vagrants,"— { The  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 

After  short  debate,  Motion  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Copy  of  Correspondence  which  has  recently 
taken  place  with  the  Poor  Law  Board  in  reference  to  the  Relief  of  Vagrants  in  the  Guild- 
.  ford  Union,— ( The  Earl  of  Carnarvon,) 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
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Thb  Nbw  Cotjbts  of  JusncE— Obsenrations,  Lord  Denman ;  Eeply,  The  Lord 
Chanoellor  ,  •  •  •  •  •  .  • 

MoirSTABT   CONFBRESCE   (FaBIS) — AdDKF^S  FOB   JL   PaPEB— 

Movf^d,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Iler  Majesty  for,  Proceedings  of  the 
Interaatioual  Monetarj  Conference  held  in  Paris,  June  18G7,"— -( The  Earl  Fortescue) 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Endowed  Schools  Bill  [B.h,}^PreietUed  ( The  Lard  PretidetU)  I  road  1*    (No.  98)     . , 


COMMONS.  TUESDAY,  MAY  12. 
CoLOViAL  Bishops — Qaestioiii  Mr.  Gladstone  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderiey 
I  Ibbland — The    Catholic    Dnitebsity — Question,    Sir    Colman    O'Loghlen; 

i  '  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 

?  Thb  Ritual  Coioirssioif — Secoxd  Eepobt— Question,  Mr.  "Waldegrare- Leslie  ; 

\  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 

'  Abict — FoBTiFiCATiONs — DocKTABDS   AND   Naval    Abseitals — Questiou,  Mr. 

-  .  0*Beirne ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 

T  ESTABLISHBD     ChUBCH     (IeeLAKD) — HeB    MaJ£STY*8    BeFLT     TO     THE  AdDBBSS 

t  OF  Mat  7      . .  . .  .  •  •  •  •  • 

^  India — Ancient  Monuxents — Question,  Mr.  Layard ;  Answer,  Sir  S.  Northcote 

i  Cape  of  Good  Hope— Basuto-Land — Question,   Mr.  Cardwell;   Answer,  Mr. 

I  Adderiey         . .  .  •  • .  . .  .  • 

[  Impobtation  of  Cattle— Question,  Mr.  Corrance ;  Answer,  Lord  R.  Montagu 

\  RoTAL    ComfissioN    ON    Railways — Question,  Mr.  Horsfall ;   Answer,  Mr. 

I  Stephen  Cave  « . 

Public  Accounts — RE80LunoN-^i/bvtf(^, 

<*  That  those  who  conduct  the  audit  of  Public  Accounts  on  behalf  of  the  House  of  Oommons 

ought  to  be  independent  of  the  Ezecutire  GoTerament  and  directlj  responsible  to  this 

House ;  and  that,  inasmuch  as  the  appointment,  salaries,  and  pensions  of  the  offloers 

entrusted  with  the  conduct  of  such  audit  are  mora  or  less  under  the  control  of  the  Trea- 

f  turj,  the  present  system  is  one  which  imperatiToIy  oalli  for  reTision,"—  ( Ifi*.  Dillwifn) 

J  After  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

i  Local  Charges  on  Real  Property — Resolution — Moved, 

I  *'  That,  inasmuch  as  the  Local  Charges  on  Real  Property  have  of  late  years  much  increased 

{  and  are  annually  increasing,  it  is  neither  just  nor  politic  that  all  these  burdens  should  be 

T  leried  excIusiTely  from  this  description  of  property,"— (iStr  Money  Lopes)                   , , 

\  After  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

\  Oounty  Ooorts    (Admiralty   JuriBdiotion)    (recommitted)  Bill 

I  .         [Bill  941— 

(Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved^  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair" 
Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  (^estion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months,  resolre  itself  into  the  said  Committee/' — 
(i^.  (?or#f,)*instead  thereof. 

After  short  debate,  Qneetioo,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 

part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 

agreed  to. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 

upon  Thursday. 

.    Military  at  Elections  (Ireland)  Bill  [BUI  95]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (ifr.  Serjeant  Barry) 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
I  Question  to  add  the  words,  "upon  this  day  six  months," — (The  Earl  ^f 

\  ifayo  :)— Question  proposed,  *'That  the  word  'now'  stand  part  of  the 

i  Question." 

i 
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MtUutry  at  EUai&m  (Ireiand)  Bill  [Bill  ^Sy-eontinued. 

Moved^  "  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned," — [Ur.  Bagwell ;)— The  Houfie 

divided ;  Ayes  37,  Noes  57 ;  Majority  20. 
Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  word  'now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 
Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Sir  Patrick  O'Brien :) — 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Question  again  proposed, ''  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :" 

— ^Debate  arising  ;  Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

Bbistol  Election — Petition  of  Electors  of  the  City  of  Bristol,  complaining  of 
that  Election  [App.  1];  referred  to  the  General  Committee  of  Elections 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MAY  13. 

Weights  and  Measures  (Metario  Sjnitem)  Bill  [BiU  44]— 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Mr.  JEwart)  •  • 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leaTC  out  the  word  '*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this  day  six  months," — {Mr.  Beresford 
Mope  :) — ^After  debate,  Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now'  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :" — The  House  divided;  Ayes  217,  Noes  65 ;  Majority  152  : 
— Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  :^Billread  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday  1st  July. 

Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universities  Bill  [Bill  so]— 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Coleridge)  • . 

Amendment  proposed,  to  lea^e  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end 
of  tlie  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six  months," — 
{Mr.  J^//w)fe;)— Question  proposed,  "That  the  word  'now'  stand  part 
of  the  Question :" — After  short  debate.  Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

Established  Ohnroh  (Ireland)  Bill— 

Moved,"  That  leaTO  be  giren  to  bring  io  a  Bill  to  preyent,  for  a  limited  time,  new  appoint- 
mente  in  the  Gharoh  of  Ireland,  and  to  restrain,  for  the  same  period,  in  certain  respects, 
the  proceedings  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for  Ireland,"-— (^.  Gladstone)      . , 

Objected  to,  on  point  of  Form  {Mr.  Newdegate) ;  and  not  proceeded  with. 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  MAY  14. 
Beligioos,  &c.  Buildings  (Sites)  Bill  (No.  77)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (Zoref  Cranworth) 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2^  accordingly,  and  com- 

mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole   House    on    Tueeday,   the   22m^ 

instant. 

Sea  Fisheries  Bill  (No.  96)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)  (on  Re-commitment) 
After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  be  again  in 
Committee  on  Friday ,  the  22nd  Instant, 

^ITrftll   Act  ContiXLUailce  Bill  \yLJ».y~PresewUd  ( The  Duke  of  Richmond) ;   read  1* 
(No.  99) 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  MAY  14. 

Metbopoiis  —  Ieok   Gates  iw   Detonshibe   Place  and   "Wimpole  Street — 
Question,  Mr.  €K)ldney ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tite 

LiBBABT  AND  MusEUK  OF  THE  PATENT  Office— Question,  Mr.  Layard  ;  Answer, 
Lord  John  Manners  •  • 

Metbopolis-— Impbotehents  in  Pabk  Lane — Question,   Viscount  Hamilton; 
Answer,  Colonel  Hogg 

Legislation  fob  Scotland— Questioni  Sir  Bobert  Anstruther ;   Answer,  The 
Lord  Adyooate 


t  •  •  • 
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Established  Church  (Ireland)  Bill- 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  loETO  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  prevent,  for  a  limited  time,  new  appointments  in 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  to  restrain,  for  the  same  period,  in  certain  respects,  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for  Ireland,"— (3fr.  Gladstone) 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (Cofetw/  Stiiart  Knox  :) — 

After  short  debate,  Qaestion  pot,  and  negatived. 
After  further  short  debate,  Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  :— Bill  ordered 

{Mr,  Oladstons,  Sir  George  Grey,  Mr,  Lawson.) 
Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr,  Verner) 
After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Established  Church  (Ireland)  Bill 

Bill  presented 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  first  time," — {Mr,  Gladstone,) 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  "  to  prevent,  for  a  limited  time,  new  appointments  in  the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  to 
restrain,  for  the  same  period,  in  certain  respects,  the  proceedings  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  for  Ireland,"  read  the  first  time. 

After  further  short  debate.  Bill  ordered  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Friday 
next,  and  to  he  printed,    [Bill  117.] 

ITnclailXiOd  Prize  Koney  (India)  Bill — Ordered  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Sir  James 
Ferguisbn) 


, , 


L0KD8,  FEIDAY,  MAY  15. 

New    Peer— Sir   John  Benn  Walsh,  Baronet,  having  been  created  Baron 
Ormathwaite  of  Ormathwaite  in  the  County  of  Cumberland,  was  introduced. 

CoKTAoious  Diseases  Act,  1866 — Question,  Viscount  Lifford  ;   Answer,  The 

Duke  of  Marlborough : — Short  debate  thereon 
EoYPiiAK  Slave  TKADE^Question,  The  Duke  of  St.  Albans  ;  Answer,  The  Earl 

of  Malmesbury 
Bepohts  of  the  Commission  on  Ritual— Question,  The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury  ; 

Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury : — Debate  thereon 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  MAY  15. 

ESTABLISHED  Chubch  (Ireland)  Bill — Personal  Explanation  ( Colonel  S.  Knox) 
Metbopolis  —  Thames    Embankment — Question,    Mr.    Alderman    Lawrence; 

Answer,  Mr.  Tite 
Post  Office— Amebican  Mails— Question,  Mr.  Baxter  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 

Booth  •  •  . .  . .  . .  .  I 

JuDiaAL  Patronage — Question,  Mr.  Hayter ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
Ireland — The  Reoium  Donxtm — Question,  Mr.  Hadfield ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 

Booth  .  •  . . 

Lectures  on  Relioion — Question,  Mr.  Rearden ;  Answer,  Mr.  G.  Hardy 
Representation   of   the    People   (Scotland)  Bill — Question,   ]Mr.  Baxter  j 

Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read  ;    Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  ** — 

Royal  Residence  in  Ireland — Motion  for  an  Address — 
Amendment  proposed, 

To  leareout  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  humbly  representing  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty that  it  would  eonduce  to  the  advantage  of  the  Grown  and  the  good  Government 
of  Ireland,  and  tend  to  allay  jealousy  and  discontent  in  that  country,  if  llcr  Majesty 
had  a  permanent  residence  in  Ireland,  and  that  this  House,  feeling  deeply  its  iin* 
portanoe,  will  cordially  co-operate  with  Her  Majesty  in  any  steps  Slie  may  be  graciously 
pleased  to  take  to  carry  out  so  desirable  an  object," — (5i'r  Colman  O'Loglthn,) — 
instead  thereof 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  bo  left  out  stand  put  t  c  t 
the  Question.:  **— After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  wiihdraun. 


t 

! 


1 


i 

I 

} 


•t  , 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 
[May  15.] 

S  UPPLY— Committee — ewUinvted. 
Thb   Nbw  Covets  of  Justicb — Obsenratioiis,  Mr.  Denman ;  Reply,  The 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer : — Short  debate  thereon 


■  • 


EE0I9TEATIOK  OF  V0TFE8  AcT — DissoLUTioK  OP  PARLIAMENT — Observations, 
Mr.  Bouverie  ;  Beplji  The  Solicitor  General : — Debate  thereon 

LoTTEET  Act — Question,  Lord  Edward  Howard;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  , .  . , 

Vain  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"   put,   and 
agreed  to, 

SUPPLY — CiYiL  SfiBTiCB  'EsnukT^^eoneidered  in  Committee. 

(i.)  £82,760,  to  complete  the  lam  for  Pablic  Offloes'  Site.— After  short  debate.  Vote 
(Zffrced  to  ••  .*  •*  ••  •• 

(2.)  £11,764,  to  oomplete  the  sum  for  Probate  Court  and  Registries. 

(3.)  £33,000,  to  oomplete  the  sum  for  Pnblio  Record  Repository. 

(4.)  £44,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  National  Gallery  Enlargement. — After  short  debate, 

Vote  agreed  to        ,• 

(5.)  £22,000,  to  oomplete  the  sum  for  Uniyersity  of  London,  Buildings.— After  short  debate, 

Vote  agreed  to       ,,  .  •  • .  . .  • . 

(6.)  £8,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Chapter  House,  Westminster. — After  short  debate. 

Vote  agreed  to        .»  *  •  *  •  .  •  • « 

(7.)  £25,400,  to  complete  the  sum  for  New  Palace  at  Westminster,  Acquisition  of  Land. 

— After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  ... 

(8.)  £51,000.  to  complete  the  sum  for  Burlington  House. — After  short  debate.  Vote 
agreed  to  ••  ••  •■  ••  •• 

(9.)  £28,905,  to  oomplete  the  sum  for  Sheriff  Court  Houses,  Scotland. — After  short 
debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  .  •  .  • 

(10.)  £31,252,  to  oomplete  the  sum  for  Rates  for  Gorernment  Property. 
(II.)  £77.470,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Post  Office  and  Inland  Rerenue  Buildings. 
;  (I a.)  £10,000,  New  Home  and  Colonial  Offices. 

i  (13.)  Ibfotion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £20,000,  be 

f  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  wiU  come  in  course  of  payment 

(  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1869,  of  a  grant  in  aid  of  the  New 

[  Buildings  for  the  University  of  Glasgow  " 

t  Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  the  Chairman  do  report 

i  ProgrcM,  and  ask  leaTC  to  sit  again,"--( Sir  Colman  (yLoghlen :)— After  short  debate, 

f  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

\  (14.)  £3,200,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Wellington  Monument. — ^After  short  debate, 

Yotti  agreed  to        ..  ••  ••  ..  ,. 

(15.)  £1,000,  to  complete  the  sum  fbr  the  Palmerston  MonnmtDt. — After  short  debate, 

Vote  agreed  to        ,,  •  •  . .  •  •  , . 

(16.)  £133.259,  to  oomplete  the  sum  for  the  Pnblio  Buildings,  Ireland. — After  short 

debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(17.)  £6.000,  to  oomplete  the  sum  for  the  Queen's  University,  Ireland 

!(i8.)  £4,300,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Ulster  Canal. — After  short  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  ••  ••  ..  ..  ,, 

I  (19.)  £7,500,  to  oomplete  the  sum  for  the  Portland  Harbour 

I  Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 

*  Monday  next. 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation,  ftc.  BUI— R«eolntion  eomidered  in  Com* 

mittee  '^—Resolution  reporUd  .'—Bill  ordered  (Mr,  Stephen  Cave,  Mir,  SeUOer'Booth)    • . 


LOBDS,  MONDAY,  MAY  18. 

Edacatton  Bill  (No.  53)— 

After  short  debate.  Order  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  Committee  on  Friday 
next,  ducharged 


•  •  •  •  •  • 


Begulatioxi  of  Bailways  Bill  (No.  95)— 

Amendments  reported  (aeoording  to  Order) 

After  short  debate.  Bill  to  be  r^  8*  on  Friday  next ;  and  to  be  printed^  as 
amended  (No.  101.) 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  MAT  18. 

Ibelakd— &ELIGIOK  07  Comnois — Qaestion,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ;  Answer,  The 
Earl  of  Mayo 

IxPOBTinov  or  Fobbcgn  Cittu— Qaestions,  Sir  Robert  Collier ;  Answers,  Lord 
Bobert  Montagu 

Ihfbcxioits  Diseases — Qaestion,  Sir  J.  Clarke  Jervoise ;  Answer,  Mr.  G.  Hardy 

IXDiA— East  Ln)U  Ibbigation  aio)  Cakal  Coicpakt— Question,  Mr.  Smollett; 
Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote 

India — ^EDucAiioirAL  Sebticb  nr  Boxbat— Question,  Mr.  Grant  Duff;  Answer, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote 

Iexlakd— Customs  DiPABTicEirT,  Boaxd  ov  Trade— Question,  Mr.  G.  Morris; 
Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth 

Obdebs  of  the  Day— 

Ordered,  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  postponed  till  after  the  Notice  of 
Motion  relative  to  Boundaries  of  Boroughs,— -(i/r.  Disraeli) 

BOITVDABIES  OF  BOBOUGHS — ^MOTIOIT  FOB  A  SELECT  CoMMITTEB — 

After  ibort  debate,  OrderedtThMi  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  the  Bonnda- 
riei  of  the  following  Boroughi,  ai  laid  down  bj  the  Boundary  Commissioners,  and  to 
report  what,  if  any,  alterations  iboold  be  made  therein.   [List  of  the  Boroughs] 

After  further  short  debate.  Committee  nominated  :^^lk\si  of  the  Committee 

Parliamentary  Beform— Bepresentation  of  the  People  (Scot- 
land) BiU  [BiU  29]~ 
Order  for  Committee  read 

Moved,  **  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  that,  instead  of  adding  to  the  numbers 
of  the  House,  tbejr  have  power  to  disfranchise  Boroughs  in  England  hating,  hj  the 
Census  returns  of  1861,  less  than  5,000  inhabitants,'* — {Mr,  Baxter.) 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  Power"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 

"  to  take  one  seat  from  Boroughs  In  England  returning  two  Members,  and  having,  by 

the  Census  returns  of  1861,  less  than  12,000  inhabitants,"— {5tr  Rainald  Knigktley,}^ 

instead  thereof. 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 

stand  part  of  the  Question :"— The  House  divided;  Ayes  217,  Noes  196 ; 

Majority  21. 

Bivision  List,  Ayes  and  Noes 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Aiiiendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words,  "  no  arrangement  respecting  additional  Members  can  be  just  or  satisfactory  wliich 
does  not  treat  Scotland,  as  respects  the  number  of  its  representatives  in  Parliament,  as 
an  integral  portion  of  the  United  Kingdom,  entitled  to  be  placed  on  a  footing  of  perfect 
equality  witn  England  and  Ireland,  in  proportion  to  its  present  population  and  the  Re- 
▼enue  which  it  yields  to  the  National  Richequer,as  compared  with  the  present  population 
and  Reyenue  of  England  and  Ireland ;  and  that  to  establish  this  equality  at  least 
fifteen  additional  Members  should  now  be  provided  for  Scotland,'' — {Mr,  M'Laren,) — 
instead  thereof 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tho 
Question :  " — After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair/'  put,   and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee 

After  long  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;   to  sit  again  upon 
Monday  next. 

PABLtAJCKHT— Pbogbsss  OV  Busivzss— Quostiou,  Mr.  Gladstone;   Answer,  Mr. 
Disraeli 
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Alkali  Act  Continuance  BiU  (No.  114)— 

Mor>ed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— ( Th^  Duke  of  Richmond) 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2\  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Friday-  next. 

CONSTBUCTION   OF  THE   HoUSE — SeLECT  COMMITTEE  APPOINTED  AND  NOMINATED— 

Moved,  That  the  Select  Committee  appointed  on  28th  June  1867,  to  consider  whether  any 
and  what  Arrangements  can  be  made  to  remedy  the  present  defective  Construction 
of  the  House  in  reference  to  Ilearlng,  be  re-appointed — ( The  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 

Motion  agreed  to  : — List  of  the  Committee. 

CoNTAoious  Diseases  Act,  1866 — 

Moved,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  the  Contagious  Diseases  Act, 
1866 : — Motion  agreed  to  : — List  of  the  Committee     . . 

Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Act  Amendment  Bill  [n.L.]^Presented  (The 

Earl  OrafwiUe);  read  1*  (No.  103) 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  MAT  19. 

Established    Chxtbch    (Iheland)   Bill — Question.  Mr.  Gladstone;   Answer, 
Mr.  Disraeli  •  •  •  •  . . 

Illegal  Publications — Qaestion,  Mr.  Percy  Wyndham ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorno 
Hardy  . .  .  •  . . 

Abmt  Eeserye  and   Militia  Besebye— Question,  Major  Walker;   Answer, 
Sir  John  Pakington 

MoNUiCENT  TO  THE  DxTXE  OP  WELLINGTON — Qucstion,  Mr.  Goldsmid ;   Answer, 
Lord  John  Manners 

Offioebs  of  Customs — Question,  Mr.  Locke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth 

Mebchant  Shipping  Acrs-^Question,  Mr.  0*Beirne;  Answer,  Mr.  S.  Cave 

Bepbbsentation  of  the  People   (Scotland)    Bill — Question,  Mr.  Dalglish; 
Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

Abht— (Sale  and  Pubchasb  op  Commissions) — Resolutions — 

Moved,  "  That  the  Purchase  and  Sale  of  Military  Commissions  be  discontinued  afler  a 
date  fixed  for  that  purpose,"— (ifr.  Trevelffan) 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  ground  of  complaint  against  the  operation  of  the 
Purchase  System  in  the  Army  would  be  greatly  diminished,  and  the  eflBciency  of  the 
Service  improved,  by  the  abolition  of  Purchase  above  the  rank  of  Captain  in  the  Cavalry 
and  the  Infantry  of  the  Line," — (Captain  Vivian,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question :  "—After  long  debate.  Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  %cith' 
drawn* 

Agbicultubb — Motion  fob  a  Select  Committee^ 

Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
functions  of  various  Government  0£Bces  so  &r  as  they  affect  questions  relating  to  agri- 
culture, with  a  view  to  provide  for  the  due  consideration  ot  such  questions  by  one 
department  responsible  to  Parliament," — (Mr,  Acland) 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Fairs  Bill — Ordered  (Mr.DiUwyn,  Mr,  Euisey  Vivian,  Mr,  Denman) ;  presented,  and 
read  the  first  time  [BiU  126]; 

West  Indies  Bill — Ordered  (Mr,  Adderley,  Mr,  Selater»Boo1h) ;  presented,  and  read  the 
first  time  [BU1124] 

Queen  Annb's  Bountt  Boabd — 

Select  Committee  appointed  "  to  inquire  into  the  management  and  constitution  of  Queen 
Anne's  Bounty  Boird," — (Mr,  Bouverie) 

And,  on  May  28,  Committee  nominated : — ^List  of  the  Committee. 
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Thames  Embanlmieiit  and  Metropolis  Improvem^t  (Loans)  Act  Amendment 

'Sill'-Ordered  (Mr.  SckUer-Boath^  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  ;  preicnted,  and 
read  the  first  time  [Bill  133] 

Cnrragll  of  Kildare  Bill— t)«for«i  ( The  Earlof  Mayo,  Mir.  AtUfrney  Oeneralfcr  Ireland); 
preienUd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  134]  . .  •  • 

^LORDS,  FRIDAY,  MAT  22. 

Thk  Abtssiniak  Expedition — The  Despatches — Question,  The  Earl  of  Ellen- 
borough  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  . .  . .     i 

New  Fobest — Deer  Rshoyal,  &c.,  Act,  1851 — Motion  fob  a  Select  Com- 


Movedt  **That  a  Seleot  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Operation  of  the  14th 
and  15th  Yiot.  Cap.,  79.,  intituled  **  An  Aot  to  extinguish  the  right  of  the  Crown 
to  Deer  in  the  New  Forest,  and  to  give  Compensation  in  lieu  thereof;  and  for  other 
Purposes  relating  to  the  said  Forest," — (  The  VucourU  Eversley) 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — And,  on  May  26,  Committee  nomi- 
nated : — List  of  the  Committee 

Newpounblanb — Gbants  of  Land  on  "  The  Fbbnch  Coast  " — 
Petition  presented  {Lord  Soughton) 
After  short  debate,  Petition  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

BegulatiLon  of  Bailways  Bill  (No.  101)— 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order) 

After  short  debate,  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Cotton  Statistics  BiU  (No.  102)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\"— (7%«  Marquess  of  Salishury) 
After  short  debate.  Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  ("  now '')  and  insert 

(*'  this  Day  Six  Months.") 
On  Question,   That  ("now")  stand  Part  of  the  Motion?   their  Lordships 

divided;  Contents  13,  Not«Contents  6;  Majority  7. 
List  of  Contents  and  Not- Contents 
Resolved  in  the  Affirmative  ;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a 

Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  MAY  22. 

Heb  Majesty  the  Queen — Notice,  Mr.  Eearden ;  Beply,  Mr.  Speaker 
Abxt — Militabt  TJnifobm— Question,  Mr.  0*Eeilly ;  Answer,  Sir  J.  Pakington     * 
Ibbland — Kail  WATS — Question,  Mr.  Monsell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  . .     ' 

CvsTOvs'  ExTBA  Clebxs— Qucstion,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 

Booth  . .  • '        ♦  •  •  •  •  . .     * 

CoNDinoK  OF  THE  MAiTBiTms— Qucstion,  Mr.   J.  A,   Smith;   Answer,   Mr. 

Adderley         . .  •  •  . ,  . ,  . .     1 

India  —  Choleba  at  Fobt  William  —  Question,   Mr.   Neate ;    Answer,    Sir 
Stafford  Northcote  . .  . .  . .  . .     ^ 

Ibbland  —  The  Roican  Cathoug  XJnitebsitt  —  Question,  Sir  Qeorge  Grey ; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  . .  . .  . .     'S 

Sib  Bobeet  Napieb  and  Ex-Qoyebnob  Eybe— Question,  Captain  Archdall  1 

Thb  Abtssinian  Expedition — Questions,  Mr.  Stansfeld,  Captain  Yivian,  Mr. 
Layard  ;  Answers,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote    . .  . .  . .     1 

The  Pbosecution  op  Ex-Goyebnob   Etbb — Questions,  Colonel  Stuart  Enox, 
Major  Jerris ;  Reply,  Mr.  Speaker  . ,  • .     7 

Telsobaphic  CoHinTNiGATioN  WITH  Abtssinia — Questiou,  Mr.  Otway ;  Answer, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote  ..  ..  ..  ..7 


* .     i 
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LORDS,  TXIESDAT,  MAT  26. 
Abtssikia— Thanks  to  the  Abhy — Observations,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury 

Consecration  of  Churchyards  Act  (1867)  Amendment  Bill 

(No.  16)— 
House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order) 
After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported ;  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday 

next,  and  to  be  printed.    (No.  124.) 

Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Bill  (No.  93)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  BQl  be  now  read  2*,"- (  The  Lord  Chelmsford) 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee," — {Lord  PorimanJ) 
Motion  {agreed  to : — Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

And,  on  Friday,  May  29,  Committee  nominated  : — List  of  the  Committee 

Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  96)— 

House  in  Committee  {on  Re-commitment) 

Amendments  made ;  The  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Friday  next ;  and 
Bill  to  h^  printed  as  amended.    (No.  125.) 

Cotton  Statistics  BiU  (No.  102)— 
House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order) 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Amendments  made ;  The  Report  thereof  to  be 
received  on  Thursday  next ;  and  Bill  to  hQ  printed  as  amended.  (No.  126.) 

PooB  Bate  (Scotland) — Motion  for  ▲  Papeb — 

Moved,  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Copy  of  any  Letter  or  iDftructions  addressed 
by  the  Grown  Agent  to  the  Inspeetors  of  Poor  in  reference  to  a  Return  made  to  an 
Order  of  this  House,  dated  27th  March,  showing  the  Deductions  allowed  to  Occupiers 
before  assessing  for  Poor  Rate  in  Tarions  Scotch  Parishes,  and  the  Amount  of  gross 
Rental  required  to  giye  a  rateable  Value  of  £12  in  those  Parishes  respectively,^  The 
Earl  of  Airlie)         •• 

Motion  agreed  to. 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  MAT  26. 

Fbattds  upon  Bxtbial  Societies— Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor;  Answer,  Mr. 
Oathorne  Hardy 

Bepbesentatiok    07   the    People    (Ibelakd)    Bill  —  Question,   Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlen  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 

Outbaoes  in  Japak — Question,  Colonel  Sykes ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 

Post  Office — The  Cape  Mail— Question,  Mr.  Candlish ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  •  •  •  •  . .  . . 

Egypt — Claims   ok  the   Vicebot — Question,  Mr.  Freville-Surtees ;  Answer, 
Lord  Stanley 

Pabliakekt — The   Genebal   Electioi^ — Question,    Mr.    Sandford;    Answer, 
Mr.  Disraeli 

Despatches  fbom  Victobii — Question,   Sir  Boundell  Palmer;    Answer,  Mr. 
Adderley         . .  . ,  . . 

The  Debet  Day — AnjouBinfENT — Moved,  "  That  the  House,  at  its  rising,  do 
adjourn  till  Thursday," — {Mr.  Disraeli) 
Vote  of  Thakeb  to  the  Abhy  ik  Abyssinia — Observations,  Mr.  Disraeli, 
Mr.  Gladstone  • . 

Metbopolitan  Police — Question,  Mr.  Ayrton ;  Answer,  Mr.  G.  Hardy 

Whitsuntide  Becess — Question,  Mr.  Bouverie;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

BioTB  at  Ashton,  Staley  Bbidoe,  Bibminoham,  &c. — Personal  Explanation, 
Mr.  Newdegate 
Motion  agreed  to  : — House,  at  rising,  to  adjourn  till  Thursday  next. 


TABUS  OP  CONTENTS. 
[Mojf  28.1  J 

BOTTNDABIES  OF  BOBOUGH8— IkSTBUCTION   TO  SSLECT  COMKITTEE — 

Moved,  **  That  it  be  an  Instruetion  to  the  Seleet  Committee  on  Boundaries  of  Boroughs  that 
thej  have  power  to  oonsider  the  Petitions  presented  to  this  House  on  the  subject  of  the 
places  of  nomination  for  County  Elections ;  that  the  Petitions  from  South  Melton.  Barn- 
staple, Torrington,  and  Ilfracombe,  relative  to  the  place  of  nomination  for  the  Northern 
Division  of  theoountj  of  Devon,  be  referred  to  the  Committee/'— (<St>  S.Norihcote)     .  ,    l^ 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Banlmiptcy  Act  Amendment  Bill--t>r<for«*(lfr:  Moffatt,  Mr,  Crawford,  Mr.  Ayrton, 
Mr,  CharUi  ForHer) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  145]       . .  .  .    1 

Courts  of  Chancery  and  Exchequer  (Ireland)  Fee  Funds  BiJl— Ordered  (Mr.  Sdaur- 

Booth,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  146]        1 

Assignees  of  Marine  Policies  'BOl-^Ordered  {Mr.  CandlUh,  Sir  Colman  (yLophlen, 
Mr.  Norwood) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  147]  . .  . .   l* 

LORDS,  FRIDAY,  MAY  29. 

Fkivebsitt  Tests — Petitions  presented  ( The  Earl  of  Kimherley)  . .   V 

After  debate,  Petitions  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Vhitsuhtide  Recess — Vote  of   Thaitks  to  the  Ajlmt  ik  Abyssinia  —  State 

OP  Public  Aefairs — 
Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  adjourn  to  Monday,  the  8th  of  June  nozt,'' — 

{The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  ,.  ..  ..  , .    K 

After  debate,  Motion  agreed  io. 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  MAY  29. 

CoBBUPT  Praoticbs  AT   ELECTioirs  BiLL  •— Questiod,  Mr.  Schreiber;    Answer, 
Mr.  Disraeli  . .  . .  . .  . .   K 

TuBSST — BBiGA2n>AeB  KBAR  Smtbka — Questiou,  Mr.  Wyld;  Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  . ,  . .  . .  . .  . .   1< 

Ceyloit — XJnaitthobized  Ptoucatiok  of  a  Despatch— Question,  Mr.  Watkin; 
Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  . .  . .  . .  . .   1< 

iBBLAim— -Uniyebsitt  EnucATioir  —  Question,   Mr.  Fawcett;   Answer,    Mr. 
Disraeli  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1< 

Loss  OF  THE  ''Gabonkb  *' — Quostion,  Admiral  Erskine;  Answer,  Mr.  S.  Cave    l< 

Riots  at  Ashton,  Staley  Bridge,  Bibmikghaic,  &c. — Question,  Mr.  Whalley  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  . .  . .  . .   V 

Mbtbopolis — OBSTBUCTioir  OF  Thoroughfabes — Question,  Mr.  Otway  ;  Answer, 
Lord  John  Manners  . .  . .  . .  . .   1< 

Established  Chubch  (Ibelakd)  Bnj. — Question,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Disraeli  ..  ..  ..  ..  •.   1' 

iBELAim  —  Uniyebstfy  of   DuBLm  —  Question,   Sir  Henry  Winston-Barron  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  . .  . .  . .  . .   1 

BouNDABiEs  OF  BoROVGHS — Report  OF  THE  Select  Cohhittee  —  Observations, 
Mr.  Walpole  . .  . .  . .  . .   1< 

Report  read ;  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table,  and  to  \iQ  printed,     (No.  811.) 
Minute  of  the  Proceedings  of  the  Committee  to  be  jmnted,    (No.  311.) 

Whitsuntide  Recess— 

Moved,  "  That  the  House,  at  rising,  do  adjourn  till  Thursday  next''  . .   1< 

New  Courts  of  Justice — Observations,  Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane ;    Reply,  Mr. 
Cowper:— Short  debate  thereon  ..  ..  . .   L 

Dissolution  of  Parliament — Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  ;    Answer,  Mr. 
Disraeli: — Debate  thereon  ..  ..  ..   1< 

Motion  agreed  to ;— House,  at  rising,  to  adjourn  till  Thursday  nezt. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
IMdi/  29.]  f 

Courts  of  Law  (Scotland)  [Fees,  Ac.]   Bill^ Resolution  reported,  and  agreed  to: 
—Bill  ordered  (Mr,  Dodson,  The  Lord  Advocate^  Sir  Oraham  MorUgomery)  . .   X 1 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill— Resolution  considered  in 

Committee  : — Resolution  reported  : — Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Dodton,  Mr,  Stephen  Cave^  Mr. 
SckUer-Booth) ;  pruented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  148]  ..11 

Turnpike  Acts  Continnance,  ftc.  Bill— ^M^^^  {Sir  Jamet  Fergusson,  Mr  Secretary 
GathoTM  Hardy) ;  preiented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  H9]  *  •   1 1 


COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  JUNE  4. 

LfDU — Postal    CoionnnECATioir    with    Pbnakg  —  Question,  Mr.  T.  Baring; 
Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth 

Mb.    Gladstoite  akd    the    East  Wobcestehshibe    Election — Qaestion,   Sir 
Thomas  Bateson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 

Abht — Tbakspobt  of  Tboofs  to  India — Question,  Sir  G^rge  Stuclej  ;  Answer, 
Sir  John  Pakington 

Abxt — Cayalbt  UiriPOBics-^Question,  Sir  George  Stucley;   Answer,  Sir  John 
Pakington       • .  •  •  •  •  • .  . . 

SuFPLT — Order  for  Committee  read ;    Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair : " — 

The  East  Wobcestehshibe  Election — Ohservations,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  Keplj, 
Mr.  Disraeli : — Debate  thereon  . .  , , 

Abmt — Clbbes  in  the  Enoineeb  Defarthent — Question,  General  Dunne; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington : — Short  debate  thereon 

Sittplt — The   Dissolution — Questions,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr.  Lowe ;  Answers, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


•  • 


Pabllucent  —  Public    Business — Question,   Mr.   Torrens  ;    Answer,    Mr. 
Disraeli 


•  • 


Slate  Bounties  —  Observations,  Question,  Colonel  Sykes ;    Answer,   Mr. 
Sclater-Booth 

Motion,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  agreed  U. 

SUPPLY — Cthl  Ssbvicb  EvnxA'nB^cofmd^ed  in  Committee 

Page 


(i.)  £7,800,  to  complete  the  torn  for 
Grants  to  Learned  Societies,  Great 
BriUin.— Ailer  short  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to 

(a.)  £1,580,  Dr.  Petrie's  Antiquarian 
Collection.— After  short  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  •  •  .  • 

(3.)  £2,265,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Queen's  Colleges,  Ireland. 

(4.)  £1,784,  Royal  Irish  Academy. 

(5.)  £1,050,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Theological  Professors  and  General 
Assembly's  College,  Bel&st. 

(6.)  £11,949,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
^  Grants  to  Scottish  Uoiyersities. — 
'  After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

(7.)  £2,200,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Board  of  Manufitctures,  Scotland, 
Ac. 

(8.)  £51 1,824,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Public  Education,  Great  Britain. — 
After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  • . 


1182 


1188 


1184 


1184 


(9.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£141,890,  be  granted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, to  complete  the  sum  necessary 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1869,  of  the  Salaries  and  Expenses 
of  the  Department  of  Soionce  and 
Art,  and  of  the  Establishments  con- 
'  nected  therewith 

After  short  debate,  Motion  made,  and 
Question  put,  *'That  the  Item  of 
£2,500,  for  Preparation,  Illustration, 
and  Printing  of  Catalogues  and  In* 
Tcntories  of  the  Museum,  and  Uni- 
Tersal  Art  Catalogue  and  Inventories, 
be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £1,000," 
— (Mr,  Gregory  :) — The  Committee 
divided;  Ayes  84,  Noes  54;  Ma- 
jority 20. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
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[June  6.] 

Post   Office  —  The   Cape   Mail — Qaestioni  Mr.  Morrison  ;    Answer,   Mr. 
Sdater-Booth 


1 


Abxt — Officebs  in  Cokmakd  of  Depots— Question,  Colonel  French  ;  Answer, 
Sir  John  Fakington  . .  . .  . .  . .   1 

BouNDABT  CouKissioNEEs'  Rbport — Quostion,  Mr.  Stopfbrd  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Disraeli  . .  , .  . .  . .  . .   1 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Schreiher  ;  Answer,  Mr.  MacEvoy  1 

Abmy — Wab  Depabtmekt — Question,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington ;  Answer, 
Sir  John  Fakington  . .  . .  . .  . .   1 

Supply— Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair:  "— 

Mbtbopolis — ^Bublutgton  House — Ohservations,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope ;  Reply, 
Lord  John  Manners  . .  . .  . .  . .   1 

Natt — Gbeenwich  Hospital — Ohseryations,  Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane ;  Reply, 
Mr,  Corry        . .  , ,  . .  . .  . .   1 

EsTABLissED  Chubch  (Ibeland)  Bill — Quostion,  Lord  Claud  John  Hamilton ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  .  •  . .  1 

Navy — Gbeekwioh  Hospital — Question,  Mr.  Seely ;  Answer,  Mr.  Corry  1 

Established  Ohuroh  (Ireland)  BiU  [BiU  117]- 

Order  for  Committee  read  . .  . .  . .  . .   1 

Moved,  "  That  it  be  an  Instmotion  to  the  Committee,  that  thej  hare  power  to  provide 
in  the  said  Bill,  that  the  tenure  of  oTerj  office  connected  with  the  College  of  Maynooth 
be  aabject  to  like  conditions  with  those  to  which  official  tenures  connected  with  the 
Established  Chareh  in  Ireland  will  be  subject  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  that 
no  money  shall  be  payable  under  the  Act  8  and  9  Vic.  o.  25,  to  the  Trustees  of  the 
College  of  Maynooth  for  or  for  the  use  of  any  senior  student  or  other  student  to  be 
admitted  after  the  passing  of  this  Act," — {Mr,  Sinclair  Aytoun)       . .  . .    X 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaye  out  from  the  words  "  Bill,  that ''  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "every  person  who  shall  be  appointed  to  any  office  in  the  College  of  Maynooth, 
afler  the  passing  of  this  Act,  shall  hold  the  said  office  subject  to  the  pleasure  of 
Parliament," — (Colonel  OrevilU'Nuffentty-inBie&d  thereof. 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  '*That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question:  " — The  House  divided;  Ayes  109,  Noes  185; 
Majority  76. 

Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  words  *  erery  person  who  shall  be  appointed  to  any  office  in  the  College  of 
Maynooth,  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  shall  hold  the  said  office  subject   to  the 
pleasure  of  Parliament,"  be  added,"  instead  thereof  . .  . ,    1 

After  further  short  debate,  Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  inserting  after  the  word  ''  Maynooth  "  the  words — 

"  And  likewise  every  l*resbyterian  Minister  hereafter  to  be  appointed  to  receive  a  share  of 
the  Regium  Donum," — {Sir  George  Grey)  . .  . .  . .    1 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question, 
'That  the  words  *  every  person  who  shall  be  appointed  to  any  office  in  the  College  of 
Maynooth,  and  likewise  every  Presbyterian  Minister  hereafter  to  bo  appointed  to 
receive  a  share  of  the  Regium  Donum,  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  shall  hold  the  said 
office  subject  to  the  pleasure  of  Parliament,'  be  added  to  the  words '  Bill,  that '  in  the 
Original  Question,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair"  .,  ..  .,  ..   1 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  this  House  will,  ppon  this  da/  six  months,  resolve  itself  into  the  said  Com- 
mittee,"—(Jfr.  Newdeg(ae,)r-\DMieud  thereof. 

After  short  debate.  Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 
[Jun$  8.] 

PriflonB  (Sootlaad)  Administration  Acts  Amendment  Bm— Ordered  (Sir  Edward 

CoMfrooke,  Mr,  Dalgliih) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  155] 

Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  4)  Wl— Ordered  {Sir  Jamee  Fergunon,  Mr. 
Secretary  Oathome  Hardy) ;  yresenUd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  150] 

Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  6)  'SSI— Ordered  {Sir  Jamee  Fergmson,  Mr, 
Secretary  Gathome  Bardy)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  160] 

New  Zealand  Company  Bm—Ordered  {Mr,  Adderley,  Mr,  SelaUr-Booth) ;  presented, 
and  read  the  first  tTme[Bill  156] 

Larceinr  and  Embezzlement  Bill — Ordered  {Mr,  RusseU  Gumey,  Mr,  Coleridge)  ;  pre- 
uiuStd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  157] 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  9. 

Army  Chaplains  Bill  (No.  116)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— (TAtf  Earl  of  Longford)  . .  li 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordiDgly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 


COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  9. 

Electric  Telegraphs  Bill  [Bill  82]^ 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)      . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  "  That ''  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
«« the  question  of  the  expediencj  of  purohasiug  the  Telegraphs  b/  the  State  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee/'-^lfr.  X^dman,)— instead  thereof. 

Question   proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question."    After  long  debate,  Debate  adjourned  till  Tomorrow. 

QvAEANTiNE  AT  SuEZ  — Quostiou,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley        1 

Case  ojp   Mb.    Etbe  —  Questions,   Mr.   Lamont,   Colonel  Brownlow    Knox; 
Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli  . .  . .  . .  . .   1 

Metbopolis — The  Colonnade  of  Burlinotoit  House — Question,  Mr.  Bentinck ; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  . .  . .  . .   1 

AssisTAHT  BoxTNDABT  CoMMiSBioKBBs — Quostion,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .  . .   1 

Lake  Sxtfebiob  and  tke  Pacipic,  &c.— Motion  for  an  Address — 

Mcved,  *'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  prajing  that  She  will  be 
graoiousl/  pleased  to  issue  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
capability  for  settlement  and  the  best  means  of  settling  Her  Majesty's  Territory  lying 
between  Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacific,  especially  as  to  the  provision  for  Telegraphic 
and  other  Oommunication  through  Her  Majesty's  Dominions  from  the  Atlantic  to  the 
Pacific  Ocean," — {Sir  Harry  Vemey)  . .  . .  ,  ,    1 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Adulteration  of  Food  or  Drink  Act  Amendment  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leaye  [Mr*  Dixon)  ,,  . .  . .  1 
Motion  agreed  to :— Bill  to  amend  the  *'  Act  for  preventing  the  Adulteration 

of  articles  of  Food  or  Drink,  I860,"  ordered  {Mr.   Dixon,    Sir  Joseph 

IPEenna,  Mr.  Goldney.) 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  10. 

Bevenue  OfELcers;  Disabilities  Bemoval  Bill  [Bill  76]— 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,'' — {Mr.  Monk)  . .   1 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Friday, 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
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BeglBtratlon  BUI— 

Motion  fbr  Leare  {Mr.  Gathome  Hardy)        •  •  . .  II 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  to  amend  the  Law  of  Registration 

80  far  as  relates  to  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty- eight ; 

and  for  other  purposes  relating  thereto,  ordered  {Mr.  Secretary  Oathome 

Hardy,  Sir  James  Feryueaon);  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  167.] 

Boundary  Bill  [Bill  78]— 

Bill  eamidered  in  Committee    [Proyrese  June  8]  . .  . .  1< 

After  l<Hig  time  spent  therein,  BUI  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed,   [Bill  165.] 

Parliamentary  Befbrm— Bepresentation  of  the  People  (Scot- 
land) BiU  [Bill  164]- 
Bill,  as  amended,  eamidered      .  •  . .  . .  . .   1' 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Thursday  next,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  166.] 

Ecclesiastical  Conunissioners   Bill — Ordered  (Mr,  Secretary  Gathorne  Bardy,  Mr. 
Mowhray,  Sir  James  Ferytiston)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  168]  . .    |< 

Drainage  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Wl-^Ordered  (Sir  James  Feryuston,  Mr, 

Secretary  Oaihorne  Hiody) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  169]  . .    1^ 

LORDS,  FEIDAT,  JDNE  12. 
Swih  JBastam  and  London,  Briyhton,  and  South    Coast  Railway  Companies 

ifiH^tfi^  «*ThattheBillbenowread2%"  ..  . .   1< 

Amendment  moved   to  leave   ont   ("now'')  and  insert  ("this  Day  Six 

Months,'') — {The  Marquess  of  Clanriearde,) 
After  short  debate,  Amendment  (by  Leave  of  the  Honse)  withdrawn  ;  then  the 

original  Motion  was  ayreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed ; 

the  Committee  to  be  proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

BntSF  OF  THB  Fooa— -Addbbss  fob  ▲  Eotal  Cohhissiok — 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  to  request  that  Her  Majestj 
will  be  graciously  pleased  to  issue  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  Operation  and 
AdmiDistration  of  the  Laws  for  the  Relief  of  the  Poor  in  England  and  Wales,— <7^e 
Marquets  Townshend)  ••  ..  ..  ••    1< 

After  short  debate.  Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  mthdrawn. 

Army  Chaplains  Bill  (No.  116)— 

Adjonrned  Debate  on  Motion,  "  That  the  Honse  do  now  resolve  itself  |into  a 
Committee," — {The  Earl  of  I/rngford ;)— Debate  resumed  . .  . .   I- 

After  short  debate.  Motion  ayreed  "to;  House  in  Committee  accordingly; 
Amendments  made  :  The  Keport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Tuesday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  146.)  * 

Fine  Arts  Copyright  Consolidation  and  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.]— Prf^^n^i  (The 

Xorrf  TTM/Swy);  readl*(No.  145)  ..  .,    i- 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  JUNE  12. 

Mbtropolttak  Fobeion  Cattle  Maeket  Bill — Resolution — 
Standing  Orders  Committee, — Resolution  reported ; 

''That,  in  the  oaie  of  the  Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market  Bill,  the  Standing  Orders 
ought  to  be  dispensed  with  : — That  the  Bill  be  permitted  to  proceed  "  .  .    L 

Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

Moted,  ''That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  said 
Resolution." 


TlBLlE  OF  CONTENTS. 
[Jun€  12.]  Pa^ 

Court  of  Session  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  46]— 

Moved  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {The  Lord  Advocate)  . .   151 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted  for  Monday  next. 

Land  Writs  Kegistration  (Scotland)  {re-eommitted)  Bill  [Bill  56]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee      .  •  • .  . .  . .   152 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;   to  sit  again  upon 
Thursday  next. 

Established  Church  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  117]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered       . .  . .  . .  . .   152i 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Tuesday  next. 

Revenue  Officers'  Disabilities  Removal  Bill  [Bill  76]— 

Order  for  Committee  read  : — Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

ChBir:''-'{Jifr,  Monk)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1585 

After  short  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  ''That  the  Debate  be 

now  adjourned," — (  Mr,  Sclater-Booth :)— The  House  divided;   Ayes  36, 

Noes  52  ;  Majority  16. 
Question  ac;ain  proposed,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 
Moved,  *•  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Lord  Edwin  HilUTrevor :)  — 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Question  again  proposed,  '^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 
Movedf  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Powell:) — The  House 

divided;   Ayes  83,  Noes  42;    Majority  9: — Main  Question,  ''That  Mr. 

Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  negatived : — Committee  deferred 

till  Monday  next. 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  15. 
Pttblic  Schools — Obsebvationb— Addekss  fob  Papebs— 

Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Addreii  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for,  Copies  of  any 
Petitions  or  Memorials  on  the  Subject  of  Public  Schools  which  have  been  receired  by 
Her  Majesty's  OoTernment  since  the  1st  of  July,  1866,"— ( The  Earl  Stanhope)  .  .    1538 

After  short  debate.  Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

County  Courts  Admiralty  Jurisdiction  Bill  (No.  108)— 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (JSVir/  Granville)  ..   1563 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly. 

Sale    of   Poisons    and    Pharmacy   Act   Amendment    Bill 

(No.  103)— 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Honse  to  be  pnt  into  Committee  read  . .    1554 

Moved,  "That  the   House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee," — {Earl 

Ch'anville.) 
After  short  debate,  House  in  Committee ;   Amendments  made  ;   The  Eeport 

thereof  to  be  received  To-morrow  ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended. 

(No.  148.) 

Abict — VoLTTNTEER  Revibw  AT  WiKDSOH— Question,  Lord  Truro  ;  Answer,  The 

Earl  of  Malmesbury  . .  . .  . .  . .   1557 

Ketropolitan    BegulationB    Bill  inx.']^  Presented    {The  Marquess    Toumshetid) ; 

read  !•  (No.  149)     ..  ..  ..  ..  ,^    I557 

Ketropolitan  Roads    Bill    [h.l.]  —  Presented  ( The  Marquess  Townshend) ;   read  1* 

(No.  150)  ..  ..  ..  ..  .,    1557 

Industrial  Sohools  Act  (1866)  Amendment  Bill  [^.^.^-^Presented  ( The  Marquess 

Townshend);  read  1*  (No.  151)       ..  ,.  ..  ,,    1557 
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Supply — Repobt— Resolutions  [June  4]  repwrted : — Short  debate  thereon       . .   160! 

Vote  8  (£511,324,  Public  Education  in  Great  Britain).— After  short  debate, 
Eesolution  agreed  to  .  •  • .  . .  . .   160' 

Yote  25  (£19,377,  MisoellaneouB  Expenses) : — Eesolution  read  a  second 
time  . .  , ,  . .  . .  . .   1601 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  "£19,377,"  and  insert  "£14,877," — 
{Mr,  Zusk,) — ^instead  thereof. 

After  short  debate.  Question,  "That  '£19,377*  stand  part  of  the  Eesolu- 
tion,'' put,  and  agreed  to: — Eesolution  agreed  to. 

Registration  Bill  [Bill  167]— 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Gathorne  Hardy)  160( 
After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 

to  a  Select  Committee. 
And,  on  June  23,  Select  Committee  nominated  : — List  of  the  Committee      . .   161C 

Petroleum  Act  Amendment  {re-committed)  Bill  [Bill  141]— 

Order  for  Committee  read  I'-^Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair"  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1618 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  ont  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select  Committee/'->( Jfr.  Jf' jLo^an,)— instead 
thereof. 

After  short  debate,  Question,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 

part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question,   ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the  Chair,"  put,  and 

agreed  to. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and  reported;   as  amended,  to  be  considered 

upon  Monday  next,  and  to  \iQ  printed.   [Bill  171.] 

Curragh  of  Kildare  Bill  [BiU  134]— 

Moved,  •*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (I%d  Earl  of  Mayo)     . .   1620 
After  short  debate.  Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Lord 

Otho  Fitz Gerald:) — Motion,  by  leave,  toithdraum. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee  of  Eleven 

Members,  Six  to  be  nominated  by  the  House  and  Five  by  the  Committee 

of  Selection. 
Select  Committee  nominated: — List  of  the  Committee  . .  . .   1620 

Local  Gtovemment  Supplemental  (No.  6)  BUI— Ordered  (Sir  Jatnes  Fergusson,  Mr, 

Secretary  Gathorne  Bardy) ;  pretenUd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  176]  •  •  •    1621 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  16. 

Nbw  Peek  Intboduced — William  O'Neill,  Clerk,  having  been  created  Baron 
O'Neill  of  Shanes  Castle  in  the  County  of  Antrim — Was  (in  the  usual 
Manner)  introduced  ..  ..  ..  ..1621 


Poor  Belief  Bill  (No.  132)— 

House  again  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)  [^Progress  May  28]  . .   1621 

Moved,  "To  leave  out  Clause  9,"— (7%^  Lord  Portman,) 

After  short  debate,  on  Question,  That  the  said  Clause  stand  Part  of  the  Bill  ? 

their  Lordships  divided;  Contents  26,  Not-Contents  61 ;  Majority  Z5, 

Division  List,  Contents  and  Not-Contents  . .  . .    1627 

Further  Amendments  made ;   the  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Thursday 

next;  and  Bill  to  he  printed  as  amended.  (No.  155.) 

Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  142)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2',"— (2%^  Duke  of  Richmond)  . .    1628 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com^ 
mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 
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Turnpike  Tnurt0  BUI  [BiU  9]— 

JfevMf.  ''That  the  BUI  be  now  read  a  seoond  time/'— (JTr.  JTiM^AitJ^ 
HttgesHH)  ..  ,.  ..I 

Amendment  propoeed,  to  leave  oat  the  word  **  now/'  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Qaestion  to  add  the  words  *'  npon  this  day  three  months,"— (ifr.  Km^ht :) 
— Question  proposed.  **  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Qaestion." 

After  long  debate,  Ainendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn: — Bill 
wUkirmm. 

Hunioipal  Oorporatloiui  (MetxopoUB)  Bill  [Bill  105]— 

Mmi,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seeond  time,"— (JU^.  J.  Stuart  If  ill)       I 

Amendment  proposed,   to  leave  oat  the  word   **  now,"  and  at  the  end 

of  the  Qaestion  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  three  months," — 

(Jfr.  ^mMidb:)— Qaestion  proposed,  ''lliat  the  word  'now'  stand  part 

of  the  Qaestion :" — After  short  debate,  Debate  adfowmed  till  To-morrow. 

Bbibxol  Euboiiov — Select  Committee  tuminatod : — ^List  of  the  Committee      . .  1 
BaOwaj  Companies  (Ireland)  Advances  Wl—Ordered  (Mir.  Sdaur-Bouh,  Mr. 

CikiiiMttpri/fi^JSM«9iMr);  fwvMNfAl^  [BiU177]  ..    1 

Lands  CUniieB  OoPSoHdatian  Act  (IMS)  Amendment  Wl— Ordered  ( Jfr.  Sdcaer- 

Bocth,  Mr.  AUrnntjf  Qttntnd^  Lord  M»  Maam&n) ;  presented,  and  read  the  flrtt  time 
[BUI  176]  .•  ..  ..  .•  ..    I 

fimnV  0f  Bombay  WL—Ordered  (Sir  Skferd  Nortkcoie,  SirJamsi  Fergueton) ;  pretented, 
and  x«ad  the  first  time  [BiU  178]       ..  ..   1 

LORDS,  THUBSDAT,  TOSE  18. 
BMaUlshed  COiiiroh  (Ireland)  BiU- 

JfiM^, «' That  the  Bin  be  now  read  1V'--(2X«  f«r/ 0/ CWMk^)  ..  1' 

Bill  read  1*;  to  be  read  2*  on  Thursday  next,  and  to  he  printed.  (No.  167.) 

BeligioaB,  fto.  BaildlngB  (Sitee)  BiU  (No.  128)— 

Hoase  in  Committee  (on  Be^^ammthnmt)  aooording  to  Order  . ,   1' 

After  diort  time  spent  therein,  Amendments  made ;  The  Beport  thereof  to 

be  reoelred   on   Ifandajf  next ;   and  Bill  to  be  prifUed,  as  amended. 

(No.  161.) 

Poor  BeUef  BiU  (No.  155}— 

Amendments  reported  (aooording  to  Order)  . .   1 

After  short  debate,  Amendments  made ;  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow ;  and 
to  hejMrMedt  as  amended.  (No.  162.) 

Bale   of    PoisoBB    and   Pharmacy   Act   Amendment   BiU 

(No.  148)— 
BiU  read  8*  (aooording  to  Order)  ..   1 

After  short  debate,  "Billpatsed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

NoTA  SooTZA  — Fcmioir — 

Postponement  of  Motion  {Lord  Campbell :)— Short  debate  thereon  . .   1 

EsiABLiSHXD  Church  (IsnAiri))  Bill*- 

Notice  of  Motion  (The  Lord  Chmwettor)  . .   1 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  JUNE  18. 

Pablxakxhx — ^Public  PEnnovs — Bbieach  of  Pbtvileoe — 

Mowd.  ''That  the  Special  Beport  of  the  Committee  [28^A  May]  be  read,"— 

(Mr.  Charles  Farster)  ..   1 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 

Order,  That^  in  the  case  of  the  Petitions  to  which  the  Report  refers,  thoy 
•   do  lie  npon  the  Tables  read,  and  Osehargid. 
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Electric  Telegraphs  BiU  [BiU  82]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjoamed  Debate  •!!  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [9th  June],  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time; ''  and 
which  Amendment  was — 

To  leave  out  from  the  words  **  That  the  "  to  the  end  of  the  QuestioD,  in  order  to  add  the 
wordn  "question  of  the  expediency  of  purchasing  the  Telegraphs  by  the  State  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Gommittee/' — (Jfr.  Leeman,) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :" — Debate  resumed  . .  . .  . .  1 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
Maguire,) — put,  and  negatived  : — Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;-^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

And,  on  June  23,  Committee  nominated :  —  List  of  the  Committee  . .  1 

LOBDS,  FEIDAY,  JUNE  19. 

Abyssinia — Betttbit  of  the  Abut— Observations,  The  Earl  of  EUenborough ; 
Beply,  The  Earl  of  If almesbury  : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  1 

FoBESHOBE  AJSTD  Bed  OF  THE  Sba — The  Boabo  OF  Tbade-> Observations,  The 
Duke  of  Argyll ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Bichmond :  —  Short  debate 
thereon  . .  .  •  . .  . ,  . .   1 

New  Coubts  of  Justice— Question,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Chancellor  :«-Short  debate  thereon      . .  . .  . .   1 

COMMONS,  FBIDAY,  JUNE  19. 
House  counted,  and  40  Members  not  being  present,  House  adjourned. 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  22. 
Ketropolis  Local  Management  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [ux.'}^Prts€tued  {The 

Mdr^[uee$  Townehend) ;  read  1*  (No.  169)  . .  . .  , .    X 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  22. 

CoiNAOE  —  Half-Cbowi7s  —  Questiou,  Sir  Frederick  Heygate  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .    li 

Tenttbe  of  Laih)  (Ibeland)— Question,  Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen  ;  Answer,  The 
Earl  of  Mayo  . .  . .  ..  . .   II 

Ez-GovERNOB  ETRB-*FsTinoK — Quostion,  Mr.  Grenfell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Lament : 
— Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .  . .   1  i 

The  Cattle  Plaque— Question,  Sir  J.  Clarke  Jervoise;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley   1) 

Mebchant  Shipping  Acts — Question,  Mr.  Candlish  ;  Answer,  Mr.  S.  Cave    . .   1) 

Metbopolis — The  Riveb  Thames  at  Babkino— Question,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .   1  < 

Post  Officb — Lokdok  Letteb  Cabbibbs  —  Question,  Mr.  Bathurst;  Answer, 

Mr.  Sclater*  Booth  . .  . .  . .  « .   1  ( 

The  Neutbalitt  Commibsiow  —  Question,  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre ;   Answer,   Lord 

Stanley  , .  , ,  , .  , ,  . .   1( 

Metbopoutak  PoucE-^Question,  Mn  Grove  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy       U 

Abxt  —  NoN-PuRCHASE  CoBPS  —  Questiou,  Mr.  Childers ;  Answer,  Sir  John 
Pakington       . .  . .  . .  . .  .  •  •   ^^ 

Abmy — Case  of  Captain  Bbooice — Questions,  Mr.  Stacpoole,  Captain  Yivian; 
Answers,  Sir  John  Pakington  . .  « .  . .  IS 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill — Question,  Mr.  MacEvoy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli      18 

Feveb  in  the  Maitbitius — QuestioUi  Mr.  J.  A.  Smith;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  18 
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PubUo  Schools  (re-commiUed)  BiU  [BiU  136]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee     . .  . .  • .  . ,  ] 

After  long  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 

Abmt  Bbsebyb— lloTiON  FOB  ▲  CoxKissiON — Moved, 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  graoionsly 
pleased  to  appoint  a  Royal  Commission  to  inqnire  into  and  report  upon  our  Military 
Organiiation,  in  so  £ir  as  it  relates  to  the  establishment  of  a  snffloient  and  econpmicjid 
Army  of  Reserre,  and  the  means  it  offers  of  speedy  and  efkient  expansion  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  war,  more  especially  for  home  defenoe,"— {£ord  Eleho)  .  •   ] 

After  long  debate,  Motion,  by  leare,  mthdraum. 

EinOHTS  OF  WnTDSOB — ^MOTION  FOB  AIT   AdDBESS— iK)ftfe?, 

'*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  humbly  representing  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  should  not  be  obligatory  on  any  Nayal  or  Military  Knight  of 
Windsor,  not  being  a  member  of  the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  to  attend 
Divine  Service  in  Saint  George's  Chapel,  Windsor,  daily  or  at  all,  and  praying  that  Her 
Majesty  may  be  graciously  pleased  to  direct  such  alterations  to  be  made  in  the  Statutes 
regulating  the  Navsl  and  Military  Knights  of  Windsor  as  shall  exempt  from  attending 
Divine  Service  in  Saint  Oeorge's  Chapel,  Windsor,  all  Naval  and  Military  Knights  of 
Windsor  who  shall  not  be  members  of  the  United  Church  of  England  and  IreUmd," — 
{SxrCoUnanO'Loffhien)  ••  ..  ••  ..   1 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''not  being  a  member  of  the 

United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,'' — {Mr,  Zahouchere.) 
After  short  debate.  Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 

part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and  negatived. 
Another  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  who  shall  not  be 

members  of  the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland," — {Mr,  Zahouchere.) 
Question,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 

put,  and  negatived. 
Main  Question,  as  amended^  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  89,  Noes  83  ; 

Majority  44. 

Electric  Telegraphs  Bill  [Bill  82]- 

Movedt  "  To  nominate  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Electric  Telegraphs  Bill," 
— {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  . .  . .  . .  ] 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Select  Committee  nominated  ;  List  of  the  Committee        . .  . .  ] 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  it  be  an  Initmotion  to  the  Select  Oommittee  on  the  Electric  Telegraphs  Bill  to 
inquire,— 

"  1.  Whether  it  is  desirable  that  the  transsdssion  of  messages  for  the  public  should  become 
a  legal  monopoly  in  the  Post  OfBoe : 

*'  2.  Whether  it  should  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  Postmaster  General  to  make  special 
agreements  for  the  trannnission  of  messages  or  news  at  reduced  rates : 

"8.  What  securities  should  be  taken  for  insuring  the  secrecy  of  messages  transmitted 
through  the  Post  Office : 

**  4.  What  arrangements  should  be  made  for  the  working  of  submarine  cables  to  foreign 
countries;  and, 

"  5.  To  hear  such  Telegraph  and  Railway  Companies  and  Proprietors  as  shall  by  petition, 
on  or  before  the  26th  instant,  have  prayed  to  be  heard  by  themselves,  their  counsel  or 
agents,  against  such  of  the  matters  referred  to  the  Committee  as  affoct  their  particular 
interests  f "— (ifr. ' Chancellor  of  the  'Exchequer,) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  last  paragraph, 

To  leave  out  the  words  "  such  of  the  matters  referred  to  the  Committee  as  afiPect  their 
particular  interests/'  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  the  Preamble  and  Clauses  of  the 
Bill," — {Mr.  Bcuverie,) — instead  thereof. 

After  short  debate.  Question,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 

part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Answers,  Lord  Johm  Manners  .  •  •  •  • .  2 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read;    Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  tiie  Chair : " — 

The  Peel  Statue— Resolution — Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  Ike  end  of  the  QueitioD,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Peel  Statue  ouffht  to  be  remoyed  from  its 
present  site  in  New  Palace  Tard," — {Lord  £^A«,)^instead  thereof  , .    2 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  he  left  out 

stand  part  of  the  Question:" — The  House  divided;   Ayes  71,  Noes  182; 
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Besolvsd,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  tiiis  House,  the  Peel  Statue  ought  to  be 

remoyed  from  its  present  site  in  New  Palaoe  Yard. 

Metbopolis — St.   Mary  Somerset,  Upper    Thames  Street — Question,  Mr. 
Bentinck ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners      . .  . .  . .  21 

Mr.  Disraeli's  Speech  at  Merohakt  Taylors'  Hall — Question,  Mr.  Grant 
Duff;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli :— Debate  therecm  . .  . .  2 

Sttnday  Labottr  nr  the  Post  Office — Obseryations,  Mr.  McLaren ;  Reply, 
Mr.  Solater-Booth  . .  . .  . .  . .  2 

JR$sohed,  That  this  Honio  will  immodiatelj  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  Supply. 

SUPPLY— CiYiL  Sertiob  Estmates— «>ii»itof «f  in  Committee. 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £21,386,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  Trhich 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  dlst  day  of  March  1869, 
for  Nonconforming,  Seceding,  and  Protestant  Dissenting  Ministers  in  Ireland  "  . .     2 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £366, 
&er'-{A&,  Hcu^ld)  »  ~D 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn: — Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £3,701,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Treasury  Chest. 

(3.)  £19,656,  to  oomplete  the  sum  for  Bounties  on  Slaves  and  Tonnage  Bounties,  dsc. — 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .     2 

(4.)  £200,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Coolie  Emigration  to  French  Colonies. 

(5.)  £4,360,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Mixed  Commissions  (Slave  Trade). 

(6.)  £126,178,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Consular  Establishments  Abroad.— After  short 
debate,  Vote  agreed  to.  . .  . .  . .  . .     2 

(7.)  £300,000,  Post  OfEloe  Packet  Service  (on  account.) 

BetolutionB  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 
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Police  {Scotland), 


in  the  House  of  Commons  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  a  representation  of  the  Scotch 
Memhers,  he  had  resolved  to  give  up  that 
portion  of  the  Bill.  A  more  unfortunate 
resolution  could  not  have  been  arrived  at. 
The  Inspector  General  of  Constabulary  in 
Scotland,  speaking  in  his  last  year's  Report 
on  this  subject,  said — 

*'  I  must  urge  strongly  the  establishment  of  a 
luperannnation.such  as  exists  amongst  the  London, 
Ikianohester,  and  other  large  police  forces.  It  is 
the  one  thing  most  urgently  called  for,  and  it  is 
necessary  to  the  efficiency  of  the  police  in  Scot- 
land." 

Two  English  Inspectors  speak  of  a  super- 
annuation fund  as  an  all-important  and  vital 
subject;  as  the  only  means  of  making  the 
police  force   efficient.      As  to  the  other 
question,  whether  there  ought  to  be  a  sepa- 
rate police  in  burghs  distinct  from  that  in 
the  counties  ?    he  was  informed,  and  he 
believed  that  this  arrangement  did  not  work 
harmoniously ;  that  it  very  often  happened 
that  there  was  a  conflict  between  the  opera- 
tions of  the  county  police  and  those  of  the 
burgh  police,  the  result  of  which  was  that 
the  detection  of  offenders  was  rather  hin- 
dered than  promoted.     In  England,  what- 
ever local  power  exists  is  in  the  hands  of 
the   magistrates.      But  in    Scotland,  the 
police   received   commands  from    four,  or 
perhaps  five,  different  sets  of  people — the 
Commissioners  of  Supply,  the  Police  Com- 
mittee, the  Justices  of  Peace  in  General 
or  Quarter  Sessions  assembled,  and  finally, 
the  Sheriff — and  this  want  of  concentration 
of  authority  produced  an  unfortunate  effect 
on  the  constabulary.  There  was  a  universal 
system  of  Procurators  Fiscal  in  Scotland. 
The  Procurators  Fiscal  made  inquiries  into 
alleged  offences,  and  the  Chief  Constables 
made  inquiries  into  the  same  offences,  and 
through   this  double  inquiry  justice  often 
failed.  The  interference  of  the  Procurator 
Fiscal  in  the  operations  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable  did    more   harm   than  good.      He 
thought  the  proposed  Committee  ought  to 
inquire  by  which  of  those  two  parties  the 
investigation  of  an  alleged  offence  ought 
to    be  conducted.     The   functions  of   the 
Procurator  Fiscal  were  not  the  product  of 
any   recent   Police  Act,   but  dated  from 
times  when  such  a  force  as  that  of  our 
new  police  had  never  been  thought  of.     It 
was  their  business  to  receive  and  procure 
tlie   earliest    information   of    any   offence 
having  been  committed,  to  take  immediate 
steps  for  obtaining  evidence  thereupon,  and 
to  perform,  in  fact,  many  of  the  duties  which 
were  now  supposed  to  devolve  upon  a  well. 

The  Farl  of  Mi'nto 


constituted  police  force.  When  the  Qen^ 
Police  Act  was  passed  in  1857,  the  p* 
tion  ond  functions  of  the  Procurators  Fii 
were  left  untouched  and  undefined,  and 
consequence  was  that  great  misundcrsta: 
ing   and   heart-burning  were  of  consti 
occurrence  between    themselves   and   i 
Chief    Constable,  and  that   it   sometin 
happened  that  the  Chief    Constable   s 
Procurator  Fiscal  were  each   engaged 
making   investigations    into    the   circu 
stances  connected   with    some   offence 
crime  independently.     Of  course,  the  er 
of  justice  were  thus  liable  to  be  defeoti 
Moreover,    the    Procuratocs    Fiscal    w< 
entitled,  or  thought  themselves  entitled, 
give  orders  to  the  constables,  and   thus 
had  happened  that,  in  large  counties,  t 
Chief  Constable  was  for  days  ignorant 
the  employment  in  which  his  men  were  c 
gaged.  Nothing  could  be  more  unsatisfacto 
than  the  indefiniteness  of  the  relation  I 
tween  the  Chief  Constable  and  the   Pi 
curator  Fiscal,  and  an  inquiry  into  tlu 
functions  was  most  necessary,  with  a  vie 
to  a  proper  understanding  of  the  positi* 
of  each  of  those  officials.     An  inquiry  in 
the  working  of  the  police  system  of  See 
land  would   not   be  complete   without  i 
eluding  in  it  the  case  of  the  Border  counti* 
in  relation  to  the  enforcement  of  the  Salnu 
Laws.    The  noble  Earl  concluded  by  mo 
ing  for  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Con 
mittee. 

Lord    CLINTON    said,   there  was   n 
objection  on  the  part  of    Her  Majesty 
Government  to  the  proposition  of  the  nob! 
Earl,  that  a  Select  Committee  should  b 
appointed   to    inquire    into    this   subject 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  subject  ha 
excited   much    interest    in    Scotland,    an* 
that,  owing  to  an  occasional  division  an* 
conflict  of  authority  among  those  who  ha< 
the  management  of  these  matters,  a  goot 
deal   of    inconvenience    had    arisen,   am 
might  again  arise,  unless  some  alteratioi 
were  made.     It  was,   therefore,  desirabh 
that  the  whole  subject  should  be  referrec 
to  a  Select  Committee,  who  could  investi- 
gate the  matter,  and  suggest  any  improve- 
ments which  they  minrht  deoni  requisite. 

The  Earl  op  DALHOUSIE  said,  he 
was  glad  to  hear  there  were  to  be  no  ob- 
jections offered  to  tlie  Motion  of  his  noble 
Friend.  The  present  Acts  stood  in  need  of 
amendment.  He  did  not,  however,  concur 
with  the  noble  Earl  in  his  view  respecting 
one  clause  of  the  present  Act,  providing 
for  the  appointment  of  additional  police- 
men ;    and  he  should  bo  sorry  to  see  the 
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glanoo  at  the  extraordinary  complication 
of  the  accounts  required  to  be  produced  by 
the  Bill.  There  were  statements  of  ac- 
counts, and  balance  sheet  for  the  preced- 
ing half-year,  and  estimates  of  expenditure 
on  capital  account  for  the  next  half-year, 
for  lines  in  the  course  of  construction, 
rolling  stock,  works  not  commenced,  &c., 
and  if  there  was  a  single  error  in  any  of 
these,  unless  the  officer  of  the  company 
who  had  signed  these  accounts  could  prove 
that  he  was  ignorant  of  it,  he  would  be 
liable  to  all  the  penalties  of  the  clause. 
Two  practical  evils  would  arise  from  such 
legislation.  First,  if  they  attached  dis- 
graceful penalties  to  the  ordinary  perform- 
ance of  any  particular  duty  they  would  not 
find  respectable  people  to  perform  it.  But, 
in  the  second  place,  if  such  a  power  were 
placed  in  the  hands  of  some  particular 
Judges,  it  might  be  attended  with  the 
greatest  oppression.  No  one  had  greater 
respect  than  he  had  for  the  general  cha- 
racter and  ability  of  the  Judges  of  the 
English  Bench  ;  but  they  were  fallible,  and 
might  have  crotchets.  It  was  just  possible 
that  a  Judge  might  be  appointed  who  might 
have  a  crotchet  against  railway  officials, 
and  might  have  a  notion  that  all  railway 
directors  were  rogues  and  ought  to  be  sent 
to  prison  on  the  slightest  grounds.  He 
put  the  question  to-day  to  one  who  was 
perfectly  conversant  with  the  subject — 
*'  What  should  be  done  if  this  clause  were 
carried  ?  "  and  the  answer  was  —  *•  We 
must  appoint  officers  who  know  nothing  of 
the  accounts,  and  they  can  always  prove 
that  they  are  ignorant,  and  always  sign." 
It  would  be  much  bettor  to  proceed  on  the 
ordinary  rules  of  law,  and  unless  a  man 
was  shown  to  be  guilty  of  wilful  falsifica- 
tion ho  should  not  be  punished.  He  should 
move  the  insertion  of  some  such  words  as 
•*  if  he  be  cognizant  thereof." 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  the 
noble  Marquess  had  drawn  such  a  picture 
of  the  consequences  which,  in  his  own  case, 
might  result  from  the  enactment  of  the 
clause  as  it  stood  that  he  feared  it  would 
be  impossible  to  persevere  with  it  without 
some  alteration.  His  noble  Friend  had 
also  suggested  the  mode  by  which  a  rail- 
way company  might  escape  the  operation 
of  the  clause  in  a  manner  reflecting  credit 
upon  the  ingenuity  of  those  bodies  gene- 
rally, and  of  his  noble  Friend  in  particular. 
If  the  noble  Marquess  would  allow  him 
(the  Lord  Chancellor)  to  suggest  an 
Amendment  in  the  Clause  he  thought  it 
would  meet  the  object  which  they  all  had 

JTie  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


in  view.     He,  therefore,  proposed  to  alter 
the  clause  thus — 

"That  if  any  statement,  balance-sheet,  esti- 
mate, or  report,  which  is  required  by  this  Act,  bo 
false  in  any  particular  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
auditor  or  officer  of  the  Company  who  signs  the 
same  for  the  Company,  such  auditor  or  officer 
shall  be  liable,  upon  conviction  thereof  on  indict- 
ment to  fine  or  imprisonment." 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  was  entirely  satisfied  with  that. 

Lord  EOMILLY  hoped  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  would,  during  the  vaca- 
tion, adopt  the  views  which  had  been  so 
clearly  stated  by  the  noble  Marquess,  and 
would  not  throw  upon  persons  accused  the 
onus  of  proving  their  innocence. 

Clause  amended  and  agreed  to. 

Clauses  6  to  13,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Carriers'  Act.  Rate  of  In- 
surance). 

The  Duke  of  DEVONSHIRE  opposed 
the  clause,  not  with  a  view  to  its  ultimate 
rejection,  but  to  give  time  for  further  con- 
sideration, so  that  an  amended  clause 
might  be  inserted. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  thought 
that  the  suggestion  was  perfectly  reason- 
able, especially  as  the  clause  in  its  present 
shape  was  acceptable  to  neither  party  in- 
terested. He  therefore  proposed  on  the 
Report  to  bring  up  an  amended  Clause, 
lie  thought  that  the  best  plan  would  be 
that  the  words  which  had  reference  to  silk 
should  be  withdrawn  altogether  from  the 
Bill,  and  that  next  Session  a  Select 
Committee  should  be  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  Carriers'  Act.  Persons  who 
dealt  largely  in  silk  complaiued  that  the 
Carriers'  Act  affected  them  very  in- 
juriously. It  was  said  that  Railway  Com- 
panies refused  in  some  cases  to  carry  silk 
at  all  ;  whilst,  on  the  other  hand,  it  was 
said  that  the  claims  received  from  silk 
people  were  exorbitantly  high.  lie  would 
on  the  Report  bring  up  an  amended  clause, 
and  then  it  could  be  considered  whether  it 
should  form  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  negatived. 

Clause  15  (Fares  to  be  posted  in  Sta- 
tions). 

The  Duke  of  DEVONSHIRE  sug- 
gested the  insertion  of  the  word  "  ordi- 
nary "  before  the  word  "  fares." 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  thought  it 
would  be  better,  instead  of  adopting  the 
noble  Duke's  Amendment,  to  insert  after 
the   words    "fares    of    passengers"   the 
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commnnioation "  ihould  be  provided.  Snp- 
poio  it  turned  out  that  there  were  no  effi- 
cient meana  of  coianiuniijiiting  between  tho 
pusengert  nnd  drivert  of  the  train — woulii 
all  the  companies  be  liable  to  the  penalty 
unleaa  the  meana  were  efficient}  He  re- 
commended ihe  noble  Duke  to  re-ooDstruct 
the  olauao  in  a  more  detailed  form,  beeauae 
at  present  it  might  enlail  fsrj  oODaiderable 
litigation. 

Trb  Ddeb  of  RICHMOND  said,  Iho 
noble  Uarqueas  would  find  io  tlie  aeoonti 
line  of  the  clauae  the  worda  "  shall  pro- 
vide," and  thia,  he  thought,  would  dispone 
of  the  firal  queation  raised.  The  noble 
HarqiiesB  would  doubtless  remember  that 
tho  subject  of  the  clause  had  been  undet- 1 
consideration  for  iipwardaoFa  yearat  least, 
and  that  hat  Seaaion  a  Bill  specially  deaU  < 
ing  with  it  had  passed  through  the  Com~  I 
mons  and  rerj  nenrtj  through  this  House,  | 
The  matter  hnd  occupied  hia  serious  atten-  ' 
tion  during  the  Recess,  eiperimenls  had  | 
been  made,  and  lie  hod  every  reason  to  bo- 
lieve  that,  if  the  clause  were  inserted  ai  I 
it  stood,  the  company  would  be  obliged  to  | 
provide  means  of  communicalion  between 
the  passengera  and  the  acrvanta  of  (he  ! 
company  while  the  train  was  in  motion,  | 
and  to  provide  auoh  communiealioo  to  the 
aatisfaetioD  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  [Arbitration  of  Damagea], 
agreed  to. 

Earl  QREY  aaid,  that  nn  eiisting  law  | 
required  railway  companies  to  use  engines  I 
consuming  their  anioke  ;  but  it  had  become 
a  dead  letter,  because  there  was  no  one  to  I 
enforce  it.  Ho  tlierefore  deeircd  to  insert 
n  clause  in  tliis  Bill  to  enact  that  all  rail-  ! 
way  companlea  required  by  !ew  to  use  | 
engines  consuming  their  own  smolie  shonlJ 
be  guilty  of  nn  offence  every  time  their 
engines  should  be  found  emitting  opaque  . 
Btnoke,  and  that  the  police,  borough  and  I 
county,  ahould  be  required  to  summon  the  ' 
offender.  As  long  as  only  a  general  law 
stood  on  the  stntuie  boolf  without  any  i 
provisions  for  enforcing  it,  railwnja  would  : 
transgress  the  Act  with  impunity,  becnuse  j 
no  private  person  would  take  the  trouble 
to  prosecute.  He  had  framed  his  Clauses 
on  the  precedent  of  the  Act  of  1854,  by 
which  it  was  provided  that  steam  engines 
should  eonsumo  their  own  smoke  ;  and  effi- 
ciency was  sought  to  be  given  to  that  lavr, ' 
making  it  the  duty  of  the  police  to  lay  | 
TA»  Marquett  of  SaHeiurj/ 


ioformations  against  the  owners  of  ever 
ateam  engine  in  cases  where  Ihe  lav  wa 
not  obaerved.  He  would  begin  by  movin) 
Ihe  first  of  the  aeries  of  clauses,  of  whicl 
ho  had  given  Notice,  and  if  this  wer 
adapted,  ho  would  then  move  the  other 
which  would  be  required  to  give  it  effect. 

Moved,  after  Clause  17,  to  insert  tin 
following  ctanse  :  — 

"  ir  a  LocomatiTB  Engine  aud  bf  an;  Railwa] 
Compsn;  whicb  is  required  bj  Liw  to  use  Enginei 
,  consuming  tbsir  own  Smoke  ebtll  be  seea  Co  cmii 
opaqae  Smoko,  it  ahsll  b*  lawHil  for  anj  Penoi 
I  to  Isj  a  Gotnplaiat  againit  suoh  Compiinj  bsfon 
■nj  Justiofl  of  tbe  Feua  Bating  for  Che  Diiieioi 
,  of  the  County  or  for  Che   Borough  wbsrein  sacb 

Cause  of  Couiplatnt  shall  arise." — (£arJ  Orey.) 
I  The  Ddkb  of  RICHMOND  said,  he 
.  must  admit  that  he  had  not  given  sufficient 
j  attention  to  the  noble  Earl'a  Amendmentj 
I  for  although  it  had  been  placed  on  the 
I  table  before  Easter  it  had  escaped  hia  no- 
I  tice  ;  hut  if  the  noble  Earl  would  postpone 
I  his  Uotiou  until  the  Report  of  Amendments 
.  was  brought  up,  which  it  wob  proposed  lo 
fix  for  thia  day  week,  he  would  see  what 
I  could  be  done  to  meet  the  noble  Earl'a 
wishes.  lie  thought  the  clause  of  the 
oublo  Earl  required  amendment. 

EanL  OREY  said,  he  would  be  content 
to  leave  the  matter  in  hit  hands  entirely. 
Clause  negatived. 
Clause  18  agreed  to. 

Clause  19  (Arbitrator  appointed  by  Board 
of  Trode),  agreed  to. 

The  Uarqdbss  of  CLANRICARDE 
moved  the  addition  of  a  clause  to  provide 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  should  have  power 
to  enforce  the  recommendations  of  its  ofG- 
cera  regarding  the  oonslruetion  aud  main- 
tenance in  repair  of  railways.  Ilia  object 
was  to  prevent  acciilcnta  through  neglect 
to  repair  tlic  bridges  of  a  line  or  the  per- 
manent nay  generally. 

The  Docb  of  RICHMOND  thought 
the  effect  of  the  clause  proposed  by  the 
noble  Marquess  would  be  to  shift  the  re- 
Bponsibility  in  the  cose  of  acciJenta  from 
the  shouldors  of  the  railway  conipnniea  lo 
those  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  a  change 
which  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  very  dis- 
aatroua  to  the  interests  of  tiie  public.  An 
inspector  was  invariably  sent  down  to  in- 
quire into  the  cauaea  of  accidents;  aud 
ihough  Ihe  Board  of  Trade  could  not  oom- 
pol  the  railway  companies  to  pay  implicit 
attention  lo  his  dircctiona,  the  refusal  lo 
afford  him  any  facilities  he  might  require 
in  the  performance  uf  his  duties  or  inat- 
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DUCHT  OF  COBNWALL  AlTEKDMSirr  BILL 

[h.l.] 

A  Bill  to  extend  the  Provision  in  *<  The  Duchy 
of  Cornwall  Management  Act,  1863/'  relating  to 
permanent  Improvements — Was  presented  by  The 
Lord  PoBTMAN  ;  read  l\    (No.  94.) 

Hoose  adjourned  at  half  past  Seven 

o'olook,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  May  11,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  — Sblbot  CoMMinn— On  County 
Financial  Arrangements  nominaUd ;  on  Judg- 
ments Extension  appoinJted. 

Supply — considered  in  CommitUe — Navt  Esix- 

MATX8. 

Wats  and  Means — Resolutions  [May  8]  reported, 
PoBuo  Bills — First  /Zecufui^— Exchequer  Bonds 

(£1,600,000)  •[112]. 
Committee—lAnd  Writs  Registration  (Scotland)* 

[66]. 

Report ^Lsaxd  Writs  Registration  (Scotland)* 
[56-111], 

PARLIAMENT— POINT  OF  ORDER. 

QUESTION. 

Colonel  FBENCH  said,  he  would  beg; 
to  ask  Mr.  Speaker,  Whether  it  is  compe- 
tent to  a  Member  to  give  notice  of  the 
names  of  hon.  Members  to  serve  upon  a 
Committee,  when  the  House  has  not  even 
decided  that  the  Bill  which  was  the  sub- 
ject of  his  notice  should  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Such  a  notice  as  that 
would  be  of  no  effect. 

ARMY  — MALT    LIQUOR    FOR    THE 
TROOPS  IN  INDIA.— QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  M.  T.  BASS  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Indio,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  prac- 
tice, said  to  have  been  adopted  in  India,  for 
restoring  unsound  Malt  Liquor  supplied  to  I  whether,  on  that  occasion,  precedence  was 


the  Troops ;  and.  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  any  Correspondence 
on  the  subject  ? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
in  reply,  that  his  attention  was  drawn  to 
this  question  last  autumn ;  and,  after  re- 
ceiving from  the  Government  in  India  an 
explanation  of  the  practice  pursued,  it 
was  thought  advisable  to  refer  the  ques- 
tion to  high  chemical  authority  in  this 


country.  The  result  of  such  referei 
went  to  show  that  to  treat  beer  in  1 
manner  described,  was  attended  with  c 
advantage  to  the  troops,  and  an  order  t 
sent  out  that  the  practice  should  be  c 
continued.  He  had  no  objection  to  lay  1 
Papers  on  the  table. 

Afterwards — 

Mb.  GREENE  said,  he  would  beg 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Wl 
ther  he  considers  that  the  habit  of  taki 
the  lowest  tender  for  beer  for  the  supp 
of  the  Troops  in  India  is  calculated  to  gi 
the  Troops  a  sound,  wholesome  beverag 
and,  whether  he  has  thought  it  desiral 
to  ascertain  if  at  the  price  accepted  f 
last  season's  supply  it  was  possible  to  pi 
duce  beer  calculated  to  travel  eight  tho 
sand  miles  by  sea  and  a  thousand  or  t^ 
thousand  miles  by  land  and  be  fit  for  tl 
Soldiers  to  drink  r 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE,  i 
reply,  said,  it  was  not  the  case  that  tl 
lowest  tender  for  beer  was  taken  as  a  ma 
ter  of  course.  Specified  particulars  wei 
sent  to  the  brewers,  the  brewing  wi 
effected  under  the  inspection  of  officen 
and  chemical  tests  were  subsequently  ap 
plied.  More  than  that,  the  brewers  wei 
bound  to  furnish  the  Inland  Revenue  wit 
certificates  in  respect  of  the  brewing.  Thi 
system  had  hitherto  worked  very  satisfac 
torily,  no  complaints  having  been  made  o 
the  quality  of  the  beer  supplied  to  th 
troops. 

IRELAND— CARDINAL  CULLEN. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  on  the  occasion  of  the  reception 
of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  made  inquiry  of 
the  Government  by  what  style  and  title  he 
was  to  invite  and  receive  Cardinal  CuUen; 
whether  he  was  instructed  to  address  him 
in  the  invitation  by  the  title  of  "  His 
Eminence  the  Cardinal  Archbishop  of 
Dublin ;  "   if   not,  by  what  title  ;   and, 


granted  to  Cardinal  Cullen  immediately 
after  the  Royal  Family,  and  before  the 
Archbishops  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland,  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland, 
and  the  whole  of  the  English  and  Irish 
NobiHty  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  no  communica- 
tion of  any  kind  whatever  took  place  be- 
tween the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  on  account  of 
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state  when  he  really  intended  to  bring  on  had  an  earnest  desire  to  see  the  navj 

the  Scotch  Reform  Bill.     As  it  was  more  the  future   holding  the  same  position 

than  two  months  since  the  Bill  had  been  efficiency    and   imperishable    renown 

read  a  secoDd  time,  he  hoped  the  right  that  of  bygone  days.     This  was  his  i 

hon.  Gentleman  would  see  the  importance  son  for  drawing  attention  to  the  fan) 

— indeed,  the  propriety — of  fixing  with-  inferior,  and  retrograde  construction  o 

out  further  delay  a  day  for  the  Committee,  large  portion  of  our  iron -clad  fleet.     ] 

Ms.  DISKAEU  :  I  beg,  Sir,  in  answer  information  had  been  obtained  mainly  fr 

to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the  records  of  the  public  Press,  papers  re 

to  say  that  I  think  he  must  allow  me  to  and  pamphlets  published  at  various  tic 

judge  myself  of  the  propriety  of  my  con-  by  naval  officers,  as  well  as  from  Par] 

duct  in  endeavouring  to  bring  about,  as  I  mentary  Returns.     These  soui*ces  of  inf 

wish  anxiously  to  do,  the  earliest  possible  mation  had  created  an  impression  in 

dissolution  of  this  House.     With  a  view  mind  that,  during  the  last  five  years,  lai 

to  that  result  I  am  as  desirous  as  he  can  sums  of  money  had  been  wasted  in  1 

be  that  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  should  bo  Construction  Department  of  the  Navj 

discussed  in  Committee  without  any  un-  owing,  apparently,  to  a  want  of  skill  a 

necessary  delay  ;  but  I  must  take  every-  experience  in  that  Department.     He  h 

thing  into  consideration  when  arranging  not,  however,  arrived  at  this  conclusi 

the  course  of  Business,  and  I  do  not  think  without  giving  due  consideration  to  t 

I  am  open  to  the  charge  of  having  been  counter  opinions  and  apologies  in   the 

guilty  of  any  neglect  in  respect  of  this  organs  of  the  Press  which  were  suppos 

Bill.      Propositions  which  interfered  with  to  convey  the  opinions  of  the  Control; 

the  Government  Business  were   brought  of  tho  Navy's  Department.     He  referr 

forward  by  other  persons,  but  I  could  not  to  naval  articles  and  naval  intelligence 

prevent  that.     It  is  of  great  importance  certain  daily  and  weekly  papers,  and  co 

that  the  Boundary  Bill  should  be  proceeded  eluded  that  he  should  not  be  contradict 

with,  on   Thursday,    add,   therefore,   the  when  he  assumed  that  those  writings  we 

Scotch  Reform  Bill  cannot  be  placed  first  the  inspirations  of  that  Department,  ai 

on  that  day.     I  believe  it  would  not  be  that  a  system  of  official  oommunicatii 

satisfactory  to  have  it  put  down  as  the  had  been  carried  on  during  the  last  fi 

second  Order  on  the  day  when  it  is  inten-  years  on  naval  matters  in  the  Press  to 

ded  to  discuss  it,  but  I  will  give  it  the  greater  extent  than  had  ever  been  knovf 

first  evening  I  can  after  Thursday.  before.     In  illustration  of  his  meaning  1 

might  mention  that  an  article  in  the  Am 

SUPPLY.  and  Navy   Oazette  of  the  14th  of  Marc 

Order  for  Committee  read.  forestalled  the  usual  statement  of  the  Fir 

«^A. 1  J  rk      *•  1  I^rd  of  the  Admiralty  in  the  introductic 

..  K  W,    J  '  l^  ^        "     r^t'  of  the  Navy  Estimates,  and  conveyed  i. 

"Inat   Mr.    Speaker   do  now  leave  tho  .  n-  i  r    i    j        *       "V  i 

Chair  "  telligence  of  a  peculiarly  departmental  ar 

Mr.   COREY  eaid,   it  was    very  im-  oonMential  character  which  marked  i 

portant  to  go  on  with   Supply  without  official  ongtn ;  and  jts  object  appeared  i 

delay,  as  only  a  very  small  portion  of  the  have  been  to  commit  the  present  Board  , 

Estimates  h/d  at  present  been  agreed  to.  Admiralty,  by  tho  evidence  of  their  presei 

Tinder  these  circumstances  he  appealed  to  "»tentions,  to  an  approval  of  the  past,  at 

the    hon.    Member,    for    Eye    (Captain  f'»P™°'«o  them  so  as  to  secure  their  d 

Mackinnon)  and  Tavistock  (Mr.  Samuda)  f*""^^  oo-operaUon  with  the  present  Coi 

to  postpone  the   Motions  of  which  they  trolkr  s  Department.    1  ho  most  impor  ai 

had  ffiven  notice  feature,  however,  was  the  indication  thi 

^  '  article  afforded  of  the  purpose  for  whic 

THE  IRON-CLAD  FLEET.  the  monies  proposed  to  be  voted  in  U 

Estimates  for  building  purposes  was  to  I 

OBSBBVATiONs.  appropriated— namely,  for  another  Ee 

CiLPXiiiN  MACKINNON  said,  that  his  cules,  for  another  Invincible,  for  anoth 

Motion  was  of  such  importance  that  he  Monarchy  and  for  a  Mo^ntor,  all  on  M 

must  decline  to  postpone  it.     He  received  Keed's  designs.     A  Hcturn  of  the  state 

his  early  training  in  the  old  wooden  walls  the  iron* clad  fleet  was  laid  upon  the  tab 

of  the   navy   of  England,    and    retained  of  the  House  each  year.     He  held  a  coj 

vivid  impressions  of  the  strict,  but  just,  of  such  Returns  for  1866  and  1867  in  h 

discipline  of  that  magnificent  fleet.     He  hand ;  but  was  compelled  to  complain  of  i 

Mr,  Moncreiff' 
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impose  any  practical  impediment  to  the 
production  of  good  sea-going  yessels.  While 
the  Warrior  class  fulfilled  the  require- 
ments of  their  day  of  progress,  the  vessels 
of  Mr.  Reed  had  not  done  so.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  not  one  vessel  designed  by  Mr. 
Heed  had  been  a  type  for  another  which 
should  follow.     His  first  frigate,  corvette, 
and    gunboat    were    now   obsolete  ;    his 
''  plough-bow  "  was  discarded  as  a  blun- 
der.   His  great  love — the  broadside  system 
—was  in  its  last  agonies ;  and  the  Estimates 
for  building  for  the  last  Rtq  years  had 
been  wasted  to  a  great  extent  in  endea- 
vouring to  drive  a  smaller  class  of  broad- 
side vessels,  with  forms  at  variance  with 
science  and  experience,  at  a  great  speed 
by  dint  of  enormous  horse  power.    With- 
out entering  into  particulars,  he  main- 
tained that,  in  the  designs  of  Mr.  Watts, 
the  broad  rules  of  science  and  experience 
in  naval  architecture  were  not  departed 
from,  and  they  afforded  sufficient  evidence 
of  the  direction  which  in  the  future  should 
have  guided  wise  and  teachable  men,  or 
unprejudiced  minds,  in  the  pathway  of 
improvement.     Sir  Baldwin  Walker  and 
Mr.  Watts  were  of  opinion  that  to  carry 
heavy  armour  combined  with  great  speed, 
at  the  same  time  insuring  good  sea-going 
qualities  in  broadside  vessels,  the  large 
proportions,  like  those  of  the  first  six  ves- 
sels, were  a  necessity ;  if  iron-clad  broad- 
side vessels  of  a  smaller  class  were  desirable 
a  reduction  of  speed  was  a  necessity.  Tet, 
the  present    Chief   Constructor    thought 
differently,  and  undertook  to  prove  the 
contrary,  although  totally  without  experi- 
ence,  never  having  built  a  ship.     The 
turret  principle  was  urged  upon  him  as  a 
means  of  assistance,  but  he  discarded  it. 
So  we  had  broadside  ships  of  the  JBelle- 
rophon  type,  which  carried  one-third  less 
weight  per  indicated  horse  power,  at  a  less 
speed  than  the  Achilles,  and  in  every  re- 
spect a  most  inferior  sea-going  vessel.  The 
Chief  Constructor  had  lately  held  out  at  a 
public  meeting  of  engineers  that  he  was 
prepared  to  design  a  turret- vessel  superior 
to  ail  that  the  world  had  yet  produced.  He 
(Captain  Mackinnon)  had  no  confidence  in 
Mr.  Beed's  ability  to  do  so  ;    and  it  was 
for  this  reason  he  had  brought  this  subject 
before  the  House,  hoping  that  he  should 
at  least  obtain  from  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  some  assurance  that  the  adop- 
tion of  the  turret  principle  would  not  be 
left  to  be  carried  out  by  those  who  had  for 
years  past    ignored  its    advantages    and 
opposed  even  a  fair  trial.     The  total  want 
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of  system  evinced  in  the  character  of 
iron-clads  resulted  in  the  most  lamei 
fact  that  no  fleet  of  the  line  coo! 
formed  to  cruize  and  manosuvre  tog 
unless  constantly  under  steam ;   and 
as  gun  platforms  they  were    mostl 
unsteady  that  their  artillery  power  i 
be  almost  ineffective  even  in   mod 
weather.     He  believed  if  they  we 
take  aim  at  that  House   100   yard 
in  a  fresh  breeze,  they  would  not  b 
The  corvettes  intended  as  cruizers  fo 
protection  of  our  trade  were  equall; 
suitable  for  the  purpose  for  which 
were  designed,  having  proved  heavy  ro 
with  a  speed  of  barely  thirteen  knots  a 
measured  mile,   which,  judging  by 
Bdlerophon,  meant  eleven  knots  as 
liable  speed  at  sea  ;    therefore,  they  < 
neither  capture  privateers  nor  escape 
ture  themselves  from  a  similar  cla 
vessels  building  by  other  countries, 
best  evidence  that  these  vessels  wer 
adequate  for  the  purpose  they  were  desi 
was  that,  after  expensive  alterations 
the  original  designs,  in  some  cases  in 
ing  almost  an  entire  re-constructio] 
with  the  Banae,  we  were  now  buildi 
new  type  of  corvette,  the  Inconstant  < 
for  a  greater  speed,  after  more  than  tv 
failures  of  this  class  had  been  added  t< 
fleet  at  the  cost  of  a  large  sum  of  mc 
With  regard  to  the  gunboats,  there  x 
was  such  a  blunder  made  in  the  w 
We  had  built  three  armour-plated 
boats,  equipped  in  every  respect  as 
going  vessels,  and  costing  a  large  sui 
money,  which  had  turned  out  uselcsi 
any  purpose  whatever,  and,  therefoi 
dead  loss  to  the  country.     As  proof  of 
he  need  only  name  two  of  these  vessc 
the   Vixen  and    Waterwitch.     In  ma 
an  attempt  to  go  from  one  port  to 
ther  in   this  country  they  proved  tl 
selves  unseaworthy,   rolling    50    deg 
each    way,  though   there  was  not  v 
seamen   would  call   "  a  gale  of  wii 
Such  a  fact  was  unknown  in  our  n 
history,   and    most    discreditable   to 
national   character    as    naval    archiU 
The  crews  of  these  two  men-of-war  "v 
aft  in  a  body  and  protested  against  b< 
sent  to  sea  in  such  unseaworthy  ves^ 
The  Eoglish  naval  authorities  had  n 
themselves  the  laughing-stock  of  the  w! 
world.      They  had   put  on  the  fron 
each  vessel  a  snout  called  a  plough-l 
up  which  the  water  ran,  and  which, 
sufficiently  high  rate  of  speed   could 
'  obtained,  would  cause  the  vessel  to 


27 


Thlran-Clad 


ICOMMONS) 


Fleet-^  OhiervcUioni. 


and  it  was  left  entirely  open  to  the  firms 
whether  they  would  propose  a  turret  ship 
or  whether  they  would  suggest  a  broad- 
side. It  was  understood  that  the  construc- 
tion of  the  vessel  would  be  entrusted  to 
the  hands  of  the  firm  whose  plan  was 
most  approved,  if  satisfactory  terms  could 
be  arranged.  Designs  were  sent  in,  and 
on  the  8th  of  October  following  the  Ad- 
miralty came  to  their  decision ;  but  though 
in  every  case  the  competing  firms  were 
thanked  and  praised  the  whole  of  the  de- 
signs were  rejected.  That  at  first  sight 
might  appear  to  be  a  very  curious  result ; 
but  a  study  of  Papers  for  which  he  had 
moved  would  do  away  with  any  such 
impression.  It  appeared  that  on  previ- 
ous occasions  similar  designs  had  been 
applied  for,  and  in  every  case  the  same 
result  had  followed.  And  not  only  were 
the  designs  rejected,  but  somehow  they 
were  supplanted  by  official  plans.  He 
would  give  one  or  two  notable  instances. 
In  1859  or  1860  a  similar  proposal  was 
made  in  the  well-known  case  of  the 
TTarHor.  The  firms  applied  to  all  re- 
sponded, and  the  expense  to  which  they 
went  might  reasonably  be  represented  by 
a  sum  of  £300,  and  in  many  cases  £500. 
But  when  the  plans  were  sent  in  a  very 
early  opportunity  was  taken  of  discredit- 
ing them  in  that  House,  and  those  who 
had  sent  in  designs  were  first  made  ac- 
quainted with  the  fact  that  they  were 
not  accepted  by  beiug  asked  to  tender 
at  the  Admiralty  on  the  official  plans 
of  that  very  vessel  for  which  they  had 
competed.  How  the  official  plans  had 
been  formed  had  never  been  satisfac- 
torily explained,  but  somehow  they  bore 
an  extraordinary  resemblance  to  many  of 
the  plans  which  had  been  sent  in  as  well 
in  dimensions  as  in  some  extraordinary 
points  of  construction  which  were  new. 
There  were  undoubtedly  variations  from 
the  private  plans  sufficient  to  enable  one 
t9  say  that  the  designs  were  not  actually 
copied.  There  was  another  curious  in- 
stance. Soon  after  the  introduction  of  iron- 
plated  and  iron-built  ships  it  was  proposed 
in  that  House  that  they  should  have 
wooden  hulls  for  carrying  armour  instead 
of  iron  hulls.  Such  work  ought  to  have 
been  thrown  open  to  private  yards  ;  but  a 
Minute  was  prepared  by  the  Admiralty 
with  the  evident  object  of  throwing  dis- 
credit on  them.  It  represented  that  work 
done  in  private  yards  was  slovenly,  im- 
perfect, and  more  costly  than  that  done  in 
the  dockyards.    Experience,  however,  had 
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shown  that  what  had  been  repre8ent< 
the  cheaper  production  of  tho  dock} 
was  at  least  50  per  cent  dearer  than 
of  the  private  yards.     The  plea  of 
nomy,  indeed,  was  now  given  up,  aft 
had  served  its  purpose  of  throwing  ' 
out  of  other  hands  into  the  dockyards 
it  was  argued  instead  that  it  was  necei 
to  preserve  the  dockyards  for  purpos 
war.     This  was   an  altogether  difi^i 
question,  with  which  he  would  not 
on   the  present  occasion.     Again,  oi 
being  proposed  to  build  some  large  ti 
ships  for  the  Indian  service,  it  was 
gested  that  the  Admiralty  would  do 
not  to  confine  themselves  to  the   det 
of  their  officials ;  and  his  hon.  Friend 
Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Laird) 
gested  that  as  the  best  engines  had  beei 
tained  by  requesting  proposals  from  f 
of  reputation,  the  same  plan  shoulc 
tried  with  ships.    The  Admiralty  assei 
and  it  was  accordingly  agreed  that 
▼ate  firms   should  be  asked  to  senc 
designs  for  these  vessels.    Their  desi 
however,  were  no   sooner  sent   in   t 
they    were    discredited.     Lord    Clan 
Paget,  then  Secretary  of  the  Admirs 
informing  the  House  that  the  only  cht 
of  obtaining  a   satisfactory  ship    wat 
cast   aside  their  plans  and  adopt    tl 
of  the  Admiralty,  as  the  private  buih 
could  not  rise  to  the  level  of  the  Ad  mi 
ty's  requirements.   The  result  was  anol 
failure.      The  same  thing  had  happe 
with  regard  to  the  turret  and  broadi 
ships.     He  now  came  to  the  present  st 
of  things.     He  found  that  the  same  rei 
had  occurred,  but  in  an  aggravated  fo 
Knowing  what  had  occurred  on  previ 
occasions,  he  had  deemed  it  his  duty 
the  part  of  the  private  firms  to  point 
to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  t 
the  only  way  in  which  a  satisfactory 
suit  was  likely  to  be  obtained  was  to  mi 
it  imperative  on  the  Chief  Construe toi 
the  Navy  that  he  should  not  compete  w 
the  private  firms,  and  should  not  exerc 
any  infiuence  on  tho  decision  of  the  Boai 
and  he  understood  the  right  hon.  Gent 
man  to  assent  to   tho   suggestion.     I 
what  did  the  Papers  reveal  on  the  sv 
ject?     First,  that  the  Chief  Construci 
had  actually  put  forward  plans  to  coi 
pete   with,  the   proposals  of  the   privi 
firms,  and,  not  content  with  one  desi^ 
he  made  use   of  two — one   for   a   tun 
ship  and  the  other  for  a  broadside.     £ 
what    was   still   more   strange  was,  tl 
he    acted    practically  as   the   arbitrate 
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one  bailt,  and  had  obtained  another  by 
converBioDy  whioh  was  tried  under  diffioolt 
circumstances,  and  reported  to  the  House 
as  having  achieved  in  every  respect  a 
perfect  and  unequalled  success.  The  Ad- 
miralty had  also  two  more  building,  one 
in  their  own  dockyard,  and  one  by  the 
Messrs.  Laird  of  Birkenhead.  He  did 
not  wish  to  say  a  word  in  disparagement 
of  the  Constructive  or  any  other  Depart- 
ment, whose  head  was  not  present  to  de- 
fend himself ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
there  appeared  tobe  too  much  ground  for  the 
observations  which  were  made  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite  before  he  became  a 
Member  of  the  Government.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  said  that  asking  a  man  like  Mr.  Reed, 
who  was  the  advocate  of  a  totally  oppo- 
site system  of  his  own,  to  build  a  tunret 
ship,  was  something  like  calling  on  an 
allopathic  doctor  to  treat  a  patient  on  the 
homoeopathic  plan.  He  believed  his  right 
hon.  Friend  sincerely  wished  to  give  the 
turret  principle  a  fair  trial,  and  holding 
such  views  it  would  have  been  right  and 
reasonable  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
should  have  investigated  the  matter  a 
little  further,  in  order  to  see  whether 
persons  who  had,  by  experience  and  as- 
siduity, attained  a  prominent  position, 
could  be  so  entirely  wrong  as  to  render 
it  necessary  that  all  their  plans  should  be 
thrown  over,  in  order  to  introduce  those 
of  the  Chief  Constructor.  But  he  knew 
the  obstacles  which  a  man  in  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  position  must  have  to  en- 
counter from  professional  advisers.  He 
thought  he  was  justified  in  the  criticisms 
he  had  made  on  the  action  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  in  saying  that  the  private 
firms  had  not  been  treated  fairly  in  the 
attempt  which  had  been  made  to  show 
that  their  calculations  were  deficient. 
Everybody  seemed  to  be  wrong  but  the 
Chief  Constructor  himself.  To  show 
what  had  been  done  by  private  firms, 
he  might  refer  to  the  Prince  Henry, 
built  for  the  Dutch  Government,  and  to 
the  Crown  Prince,  built  for  the  Prussian 
Government,  both  of  which  had  given 
the  greatest  satisfaction.  The  Prince 
JSenry  had  the  draught  of  water  to  an 
inch  that  was  promised,  and  the  Crown 
Prince  had  the  draught  of  water  to  an 
inch,  and  considerably  more  than  the  speed 
promised.  He  considered  it  a  matter  of 
the  greatest  importance  to  the  country, 
especially  as  regarded  a  reduction  in  the 
Navy  Estimates,  that  the  Admiralty  should 
take  counsel  with  the  private  firms.    He 
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believed  that  if  the  matter  were  thoroug] 
looked  into  the  House  would  find  that  i 
frequent  re-constructions  were  due,  to  1 
fact  that  the  Admiralty  placed  an  absol 
reliance  on  their  own  Department,  insti 
of  availing  themselves  of  the  experiei 
to  be  found  outside. 

Mb.  COREY  said,  he  was  quite  ret 
to  acknowledge  that  he  had  never  foi 
greater  difficulty  in  deciding  on  any  qv 
tion   than  on   that  to  which   the    h 
Member  for  Tavistock  had  called  att 
tion.     There  was  much  to  be  said  on  b 
sides.     His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Samuda)  1 
stated  the  case  in  relation  to  the  comp4 
tive  designs  very  fairly,  except  in 
remarks  about  the  reference  to  the  C 
troller  of  the  Navy.      His  hon.   Fric 
could  not   suppose    that  an  unscient 
Board  like  that  of  the  Admiralty  coi 
decide  on  the  design  of  a  ship  until  it  1 
been  submitted  to  an  examination  by  tl 
scientific  advisers.     It  always  had  been ' 
practice  to  refer  to  the  Controller  desii 
sent  in  by  private  builders  for  ships  of  w 
He  would  not  say  that  the  Admiralty  w* 
bound  by  the  opinion  of  that  officer ;  1 
undoubtedly  they  must  be  very  much 
fluenced  by  it ;  and  he  must  express  '. 
opinion  that  the  Board  would  undertak 
very  great  responsibility  if  they  decid 
upon  building  a  ship,  the  design  of  wh: 
the   Controller  did  not  approve.      Mu 
fault  had  been  found  with  all  the  < 
signs  in  matters  of  detail,  except,  perha 
that  of  the  Messrs.  Laird,  which  had  be 
highly  praised  by  the  Controller  and  1 
Chief  Constructor ;  but  he  would  state  p 
sently  why  he  and  his  Colleagues  had  i 
thought  it  inadvisable  to  adopt  it,  thou 
from  the  first  he  had  entertained  a  sec: 
hope  that  a  design  for  a  turret  ship  mig 
be  accepted.  His  hon.  Friend  was  not  c 
rect  in  supposing  that  Mr.  Reed  had  be 
allowed  to  compete.     He  had  sent  in 
plan,  and  there  was  nothing  to  prevc 
the  Controller  or  the  Chief  Constructor  fr< 
submitting  a  plan  for  a  ship  at  any  tii 
he  might  think  proper ;    but  he  had  i 
been  asked  to  compete,  nor  was  his  .desi 
taken  into  consideration   in   competiti 
with  that  of  Messrs.  Laird  and  the  otl 
competitors.     If  Mr.    Reed  had  prais 
his  own  ship  and   found   fault  with  t 
ships   of   other   people,  he  (Mr.    Con 
had  nothing  to  do  with  that.     His  he 
Friend  had  quoted  remarks  of  his  soi 
years   ago  in  favour   of  building  a   ti 
ret  ship;    but  those  remarks  were   ma 
before  the  experiment  of  building  a  s( 
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as  re-payment  will  be  made  into  the  Ex- 
chequer,  no  additional  charge  falls  on  the 
Revenue  on  that  account.  In  order  to 
institute  a  proper  comparison  between 
the  Votes  for  the  two  years,  the  sum  of 
£203,292  must  be  deducted  from  the 
gross  amount,  and  the  result  is  as  fol- 
lows:—The  Votes  for  1868-9  amount 
to  £11,177,290;  deduct  the  re-payment 
to  the  Exchequer  of  £203.292,  and  there 
remains  £10,973,998,  as  compared  with 
£10,976,253,  the  amount  of  the  Votes  for 
1867-8.  There  is,  therefore,  an  actual 
decrease  in  the  sum  to  be  voted  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  naval  service  for 
1868-9  of  £2,255,  as  compared  with  the 
sum  required  for  the  naval  service  last 
year.  On  the  other  hand,  some  trifling 
charges  which  are  specified  in  the  first 
page  of  the  abstract  have  been  removed 
from  the  Navy  to  the  Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates, and  the  general  result  is  an  in- 
crease on  the  Estimates  for  the  present 
year,  as  regards  the  naval  service,  of 
£9,480.  Under  these  circumstances,  the 
amounts  of  the  two  Estimates  may  be  said 
to  bo  practically  the  same.  It  was  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  in  the 
present  financial  situation,  affected  as  it 
was,  and  still  is,  by  the  cost  of  the  Abys- 
sinian War,  that  it  would  have  been  in- 
admissible to  have  proposed  a  larger  sum 
than  was  voted  last  year  for  the  navy. 
The  Admiralty,  therefore,  had  to  consider 
in  what  manner  they  could  appropriate  the 
amount  at  their  disposal,  thus  limited,  to  the 
greatest  advantage,  and  in  considering  this 
question  it  was  the  unanimous  opinion  of 
my  Colleagues  and  myself  that  as  large  an 
amount  as  could  possibly  be  spared  from 
the  other  departments  of  the  naval  ser- 
vice, without  disregard  to  their  proper 
efficiency,  ought  to  be  appropriated  to  the 
construction  of  armour-plated  ships.  In 
view  of  the  progress  made  and  still  being 
made  by  other  navies,  that  .was,  in  our 
opinion,  essential  to  the  maintenance  of 
our  naval  power ;  and  that  has  been  the 
principle  on  which  these  Estimates  have 
been  prepared.  The  question  therefore 
whether  any  redaction,  and,  if  so,  what 
reduction  could  be  made,  under  other 
heads  of  expenditure,  arose  upon  the 
first  Vote — the  Vote  for  wages  to  seamen 
and  marines — the  first  not  only  in  order, 
but  also  in  importance,  because,  whatever 
importance  we  may  attach  to  our  fleet  of 
ironclads,  it  is,  after  all,  subordinate  to 
tho  maintenance  of  an  adequate  establish- 
ment of  well-trained  officers  and  seamen, 
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without  which  our  ships  would  be  oi 
avail.   The  possibility  of  effecting  any 
terial  reduction  in  the  number  of  sea 
to  be  voted  for  the   service  of  the  ; 
depended   in  a  great   measure   upon 
strength  at  which  the  foreign  squad 
ought  to  be  maintained.    This  is  a  mc 
in  respect  of  which  the  gravest  censure 
been  passed  on  the  Admiralty,  not  < 
on   the   present,   but  also  on    precc< 
Boards,  and  1  may  remark  that  the  n 
ber  of  our  ships  on  foreign  stations 
less  last  year  than  it  had  been  during 
period  when  our  immediate  predeces 
were  in  Office.    It  is  asserted  by  some 
sons  that  we  are  guilty  of  supreme  foil 
maintaining   these    squadrons,   and  t 
maintenance  may  be  said  to  be  the  pi  vol 
which  our  whole  naval  policy  turns.   I 
quite  ready  to  admit  that,  if  these  squadi 
are  useless,  if  they  are  kept  up  merely 
the  sake  of  giving  patronage  to  the  Ad 
ralty,  as  some  insinuate,  or  for  any  ot 
such  unworthy  motive,  then  they  ou 
to  be   at  once  suppressed ;  and,  if  i\ 
were  so  repressed,  millions  of  public  mo; 
would  be   saved.     You  would  save 
wages  of  10,000  or  15,000  seamen,  an 
large  proportion  of  the  cost  of  build 
and    repairing   ships,   and   various    ot' 
charges.     The  question,  however,  is,  w 
ther  it  would  be  wise  to  reverse  our  pol 
in  this  respect?     I   am   not  contend; 
that  the  stations  ought  to  be  maintaii 
on  an  extravagant  scale;  but,  on  tho  ot) 
hand,  ought  we  to  deal  with  them  in  1 
wholesale  manner  which  some  have  si 
gested  ?     Ought  we  to  withdraw  our  sh 
altogether,  or  to  such  an  extent  as  wot 
make  a  serious  impression  on    the  Es 
mates  ?  It  has  been  stated  that  the  vess* 
constituting  the  squadrons  on  our  forei, 
stations  are  useless  for  fighting  purpose 
There  would  be  some  truth  in  that  asserti 
if  the  squadrons  of  other  nations  consist 
exclusively  of  armour-clads;  but,  so  far  frc 
that  being  the  case,  the  foreign  squadro 
of  other  navies  are  even  to  a  greater  e 
tent  than  our  own  un armoured.  Therefo 
our  unarmoured  vessels  would,  in  the  evei 
of  war,  be  as  able  as  ever  to  protect  oi 
colonies  and  commerce  against  the  una 
moured  vessels  of  an  enemy.     The  Unite 
States*   Government  is   building   a  grei 
number  of  unarmoured  cruizers,  and  wit 
an  object  that  we  can  very  well  undei 
stand.     If  ever  America  were  at  war  wit 
us,  she  would  try  to  cripple  our  commerce 
and  lumbering  armour-clads  would  be  com 
paratively  useless  for  that  purpose.  Again 
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of  the  country  in  time  of  peace.  There 
is  another  consideration  which  has  great 
weight  with  my  mind.  It  is  expressed 
in  very  few  words  in  the  French  "pre- 
liminary note,"  from  which  I  have  already 
quoted — 

"  Besides  supporting  the  political  and  com- 
mercial relations  of  a  nation,  the  foreign  squad- 
rons are  excellent  schools  for  making  sailors." 

I  entirely  concur  in  that  opinion.  It  is  our 
foreign  squadrons  which,  in  a  great  mea- 
sure, make  our  sailors,  and  if  you  were  to 
recall  or  unduly  reduce  those  squadrons, 
although  you  might  have  a  large  additional 
amount  to  expend  on  armour-clads,  you 
would  he  left  without  officers  and  men  capa- 
ble of  handling  them  and  of  maintaining 
the  honour  of  the  flag  in  the  presence  of  an 
enemy.  A  pamphlet  was  recently  pub- 
lished, which  is  attributed  to  a  late  First 
Lord  [of  the  Admiralty,  and  I  find  in  it 
these  words,  in  which  I  also  concur — 


"  Although,  if  our  naval  forces  were  withdrawn 
from  distant  stations,  a  reduction  could  easilj  be 
made  in  the  number  of  ships  in  commission,  the 
work  in  our  dockyards  would  be  diminished,  the 
demand  for  naval  stores  lessened,  and  the  estab- 
lishments abroad  abolished,  such  a  policy  would 
be  seriously  detrimental  to  the  future  eflSciency  of 
the  British  navy,  would  disor^nlze  the  whole 
system,  and  leave  this  country  in  a  few  years 
without  experienced  ofiScers  and  well -trained 
aeamen." 

I  believe  this  is  the  opinion  of  the  Duke 
of  Somerset.  At  all  events,  it  is  the 
opinion  of  a  sensible  man,  and  I  agree 
with  him  that,  whether  as  regards  the 
efficiency  of  the  navy  or  the  protection  of 
British  and  colonial  interests,  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  that,  within  reasonable 
bounds,  our  foreign  squadrons  should  bo 
maintained.  But,  though  I  am  of  that 
opinion,  I  quite  admit  that  they  should 
be  kept  up  on  as  economical  a  scale  as 
circumstances  admit ;  and  I  undertook 
last  year,  in  answer  to  observations  made 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  to  inquire 
during  the  Recess,  whether  it  would  be 
possible  to  make  reductions  in  our  foreign 
squadrons  without  detriment  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  public  service.  I  will  state 
the  result ;  but  I  wish  first  to  correct 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ponte- 
fract  in  a  comparison  he  made  last  year 
between  the  strength  of  the  foreign  squad- 
rons in  1846  and  1867.  He  said  that, 
exclusive  of  the  Mediterranean,  the  foreign 
squadrons  in  1846  had  12,068  men,  but 
he  omitted  the  squadron  on  the  West  Coast 
of  Africa.  The  actual  number  in  1846 
was  15,588  men,  and  in  1867  17,893,  be- 
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ing  a  difference  of  2,305,  and  not,  as  1 

had  stated,  of  nearly  5,400  men.     Thei 

had  been  in  the  meantime  a  great  develo] 

ment  of  trade   with   Japan,   China,   ar 

elsewhere,   and    important    colonies    hf 

grown   up  in    the   Pacific.     Considerii 

these,  and  other  circumstances,  1  do  n* 

think   the   increase  could  be  considen 

unreasonable.     But,  as  I  have  stated, 

promised  last  year  to  inquire  whether  ai 

reduction   could    be  safely  effected.      ] 

carrying  on  that  investigation  I  have  bei 

singularly  fortunate,  because  the  officers  : 

command  have  returned  home  during  tl 

year  from  a  great  number  of  foreign  st 

tions,  and   I  have  thus  been  enabled 

communicate  with  them  personally  upc 

the  subject.     In  this  way  I  have  had  tl 

advantage  of   consulting    with    Admin 

Denman,   from  the  Pacific  station  ;    S 

James  Hope,  from  the  West  Indies  ;  Con 

modore  Hornby,  from  the  West  Coast  < 

Africa ;  Commodore  Caldwell,  whose  lo 

the  service  has  since  had  to  deplore,  froi 

the    Cape  of    Good    Hope ;    Commodoi 

Hilly  ar,  from  the  East  Indies  ;  and  Adm 

ral  King,  from  China.     In  fact,  the  Ac 

mirals  and  Commodores  on  nearly  ever 

foreign  station  were  relieved  during  th 

year,  and  I  was  thus  able  to  have  pei 

Bonal  communications  with  the  very  bet 

authorities.     I  had  the    advantage    ah 

of  the  advice  of  my  able  Colleague,  Si 

Alexander  Milne,  Sir  James  Hope's  pn 

decessor  in  command  on  the  Korth  Amc 

rican   and  West  India  station.     I   hav< 

therefore,  had  opportunities  of  getting  th 

best  information  upon  the  subject,  and 

can  assure  the  Committee  that  the  inquir 

we  have  thus  made  has  not  been  a  forme 

inquiry,  instituted  with  a  desire  to  burk 

the    question,    but    that   we   have   bee 

anxious  to  make  any  reduction  which  w 

thought  could  properly  be  effected.     Now 

when  articles  are  written  or  speeches  mad 

upon  this  question.  Gentlemen  often  argu 

as  if  the  Admiralty  were  omnipotent ;  bu 

the  fact  is  that  we  frequently  have  ver 

little  option   in   the   matter.     It  is  th 

Colonial  Office  and  the  Foreign  Office  whicl 

guide  us  with  respect  to  the  strength  o 

the  foreign  squadrons  ;  we  are  not  alway 

free  agents.     The  question  is  one  of  policy 

in   which  the  Admiralty  plays  almost  ( 

subordinate  part.     Well,  in  inquiring  int( 

the  possibility  of  reducing  the  squadror 

on  the  North  American  and  West  Indi« 

station,  I  found  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 

Colonial  Office  it  was  necessary  to  main* 

tain   a   frigate   and    corvette  in   the  St, 
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amounting  to  the  annual  value  of  more 
than  £40,000,000 — as  well  as  to  the  lives 
of  those  engaged  in  it.     Considering  that 
we  have  nineteen  treaty  ports  in  China  and 
Japan,  our  force  was  not  more  than  enough. 
This  year  there  has  been  an  addition  of 
four  ships  at  Japan.  Of  course,  we  took  the 
opinion  of  the  Foreign  Office  on  this  sub- 
ject,  and  drew   its  attention  to    letters 
which   we    had    received    from  Admiral 
Xeppel,  whose  opinion  we  asked  as  to  the 
strength  at  which  the  squadron  should  be 
kept.     In  his   reply,   Sir  Henry  Keppel 
says,  "  We  have  either  too  few  ships  or 
too  many  open  ports  where  our  Consuls 
require  protection."     Admiral  King  and 
Sir  James   Hopo   also  concur  with   Sir 
Henry  Keppel  that  the  China  seas  require 
the  protection  of  a  large  number  of  ships. 
It   may  serve   as   an   illustration  of  the 
importance  of  having   a  strong  force  on 
that  station  to  state  that  it  so  happened 
that,  during  last  year,  a  revolution  broke 
out  in  Japan  which  ended  in  a  civil  war, 
from  which   the   greatest  danger  to  our 
commercial  interests  was  apprehended.  In 
consequence  of  the  unsettled  state  of  Japan 
and  the  danger  to  our  treaty  rights.  Sir 
Harry  Parkes  wrote  to  Sir  Henry  Keppel 
in  November  last  requesting  him  ''  to  con- 
centrate at  Hiogo  as  many  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ships  as  could  be  spared  from  other 
points  ; "  and  added  that — 

**  A  similar  coarse  had  been  reoommended  by 
the  representatives  of  those  other  Powers  who  had 
naval  forces  in  Japanese  waters." 

Very  possibly  it  was  in  consequence  of  that 
demonstration  that  we  have  been  able  to 
protect  our  commercial  interests,  and  that 
there  has  been  no  violation  of  treaty  en- 
gagements. This  is  another  proof  of  the 
valuable  service  which  is  rendered  by  our 
ships  on  foreign  stations.  It  was  only 
the  other  day  that  we  received  intelli- 
gence that  all  the  foreign  Ministers  had 
left  Osaka,  and  repaired  to  Hiogo,  in 
order  to  seek  the  protection  of  the  ships  of 
war,  and  disastrous  consequences  might 
Jiave  ensued  if  we  had  not  had  a  power- 
ful squadron  on  that  station.  Last  year 
the  squadron  consisted  of  thirty-six  ships 
and  4,082  men;  this  year  it  has  been 
reduced  to  thirty-four  ships  ;  but  the  re- 
duction in  the  number  of  men  is  very 
small  —  namely,  from  4,082  to  4,008. 
The  reason  is  that  it  was  thought  advisable 


arrangement  which  will  not  be  permanent 
required.     I  now  come  to  the  East  Inc 
station,  which  is  the  only  one  on  which  i 
have  an  increase,  but  that  is  owing  to 
cause  which  will  be  readily  understood 
the  Abyssinian  War.  When  the  ezpediti 
was  determined  on,  we  had  no  reserve 
ships  at  home  ready  for  sea,  and  two  shi 
of  war  from  the  Brazils,  and  two  also  fro 
the  China  squadron  were   placed  at  tl 
disposal  of   the  East  India  commodoi 
Here,  again,  we  had  another  instance 
the  advantage  of  having  ships  available  ( 
foreign  stations,  and  Captain  Edye,  of  t) 
Satellite — one  of  the  ships  from  China* 
rendered  such  valuable   services   in  A: 
nesley  Bay,  in  the  landing  of  animals  ai 
stores,  and,  above  all,  in  the  distillation  ( 
water,   that,  but  for  him,  it  is  doubtfi 
whether  the  war  could  have  been  brougl 
to  a  close  in  one  campaign.      In  cons< 
quence    of  the    demands    made    on    ac 
count  of  the  Abyssinian  Expedition,  th 
East  India  squadron  was  increased  froi 
seven  ships  and  1,275  men  to  ten  ship 
and   1,815  men,   being  three   ships  an 
540     men    more    than    last    year.       C 
course,  now  that  the  Abyssinian  War  i 
over,  we  shall  be  able  to  effect  a  reduc 
tion,    and  return  to  the  former  state  o 
things.     The   Cape   of  Good   Hope  is  i 
small  station  with  a  squadron  of  only  thre< 
vessels — the  same  as  last  year — of  whicl 
one  is  stationary,  the  Seringapatam.  Then 
is,  however,  a  small  increase  in  the  num 
ber  of  men — from  446  to  506 — in  conse- 
quence of   a  larger  vessel,  the  Racoon, 
having  succeeded  the  Valorous,     We  nov? 
come  to  the  West  Coast  of  Africa.     And 
here  I  will   confess   that  it   has   always 
been  a  very  great  source  of  regret  to  me 
that  we  should  be  under  the  necessity  of 
maintaining  a    large   force   on    that   un- 
healthy station,  and  one  of  the  first  things 
I  did  on  my  appointment  to  my  present 
OflSce  was  to  recall  the  BHstolf  a  frigate 
of  the  first-class,  and  to  replace  her  with 
the  Eattksnake,  a  corvette  of  about  half 
her  tonnage,  and  with  little   more  than 
half  her  complement.     But  here  again  we 
must  act  under  the  direction  of  the  Fo- 
reign Office.    I  had  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sulting Commodore  Hornby,  Commodore 
Edmonstone,  now  at  Woolwich,  Captain 
Wilmot,  and  also  a  gallant  friend  of  mine. 
Colonel  Blackall,  who  had  held  the  office  of 


last  year  to  send  out,  on  a  special  occasion.    Governor  of  Sierra  Leone,  and  it  was  their 


a  large  iron-clad — the  Ocean — and  we  hare 
now  in  the  China  seas  the  Rodney  flag- 
ship as  well  as  the  iron-clad  ;  but  that  is  an 
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opinion  that,  if  the  coast  blockade  was  to 
be  maintained,  it  was  impossible  that  there 
should  be  a  reduction  in  the  number  of 


47 


Supply — Ifavy 


{COMMONS} 


jEsHmaies, 


fered  with.  For  these  reasons  we  could 
not  entertain  the  question  of  a  large  dimi- 
nution in  the  number  of  men ;  but,  after 
due  consideration,  we  have  thought  it  Tif(hi 
to  reduce  them  to  a  certain  extent.  The 
number  of  seamen  voted  for  the  fleet  for 
1867-8  was  37,015;  and  we  propose  for 
1868-9  .35,700,  being  a  reduction  of 
1,315.  There  is  also  a  casual  reduction 
of  18  boys,  making  a  total  reduction  of 
1,333.  This  includes  men  for  Imperial 
troop  ships  for  general  service,  but  not  for 
Indian  troop  ships,  in  which  there  are  1,270 
men.  We  have  not  been  able,  however, 
to  effect  this  reduction  in  its  integrity ; 
for,  per  contra,  there  is  an  increase  of  250 
men  in  the  Coastguard  afloat,  and  of  200 
in  the  Coastguard  ashore — making,  to- 
gether, 450.  There  is,  likewise,  an  in- 
crease of  forty- one  men  in  the  Indian  troop 
ships  on  the  requisition  of  the  India  Office, 
thus  giving  a  total  increase  of  491  ; 
which,  deducted  from  the  decrease  of  1,333, 
leaves  a  net  reduction  of  842  men.  I  may 
explain  that  the  Coastguard  men  afloat  have 
been  increased  by  250  in  consequence 
of  the  establishment  of  an  additional  dis- 
trict ship  on  the  coast  of  Ireland.  The 
Controller  General  represented  to  me  soon 
after  my  appointment  to  the  Admiralty  that 
that  coast  was  too  extensive  to  be  properly 
superintended  by  two  district  captains;  but 
an  increase  involved  additional  expendi- 
ture, and  I  was  not  at  first  prepared  to  en- 
tertain it.  In  consequence,  however,  of 
the  trouble  given  by  the  Fenians  last  year, 
it  became  in  our  opinion  a  matter  of 
necessity  to  have  a  man-of-war  stationed 
on  the  North  coast  of  Ireland ;  and  there- 
fore, after  due  consideration,  we  decided  on 
adopting  the  Controller  General's  recom- 
mendation, and  established  a  third  station 
nt  Lough  S  willy.  I  was  in  hopes  this  addi- 
tion to  the  Coastguard  in  Ireland  might  be 
effected  without  any  additional  expense, 
for  it  was  represented  to  me  that  the 
Coastguard  ship  in  the  Clyde  might  bo 
dispensed  with  if  a  training  ship  for  the 
Royal  Naval  Reserve  were  substituted 
for  her ;  but  there  was  such  an  outcry 
from  my  Scotch  friends  against  this  pro- 
posal, that  I  was  almost  apprehensive  of 
a  renewal  of  the  scenes  of  1745,  and  we 
were  obliged  to  continue  the  ship  in  the 
Clyde,  and  provide  an  additional  ship,  the 
Trafalgar,  for  the  coast  of  Ireland.  With 
regard  to  the  increase  of  200  men  in  the 
Coastguard  ashore,  100  of  them  replace 
civilians,  ninety  -  one  were  accidentally 
omitted  from  the  Estimates  last  year,  and 
nine  have,  on  the  urgent  representations 
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of  the   Duke  of  Buckingham,  been  a 
tioned  at  Heligoland.     Exclusive,  the: 
fore,  of  marines,  the  Estimates  show 
decrease  of  842  men.     These  are  not 
seamen,  but  are  of  all  ratings,  exclusive 
marines.     But  we  propose,  also,  to  rede 
the  number   of  marines.     Last    Augu 
in  consequence  of  a  re- organization  sai 
tioned  by  Order  in    Council,    there  hi 
a  reduction  of  200,   the  object  of    t 
Order  being  to  place  the  marines  on  t 
same  footing  with   regard   to    promoti 
as  other  seniority  corps.     The   staff  w 
augmented    by    120,    and    the   comm: 
sioned  officers  by  16;  but,  as  a  set-off 
this  increase  of  136,  336  men  were  i 
duced,  leaving  the  net  reduction  of  20 
We  now  propose  a  further  reduction- 
in  the  light  infantry,  not  in  the  artille: 
— of  1,500,  making  a  total  of  1,700. 
am  aware  that  I  lay  myself  open  to  tl 
charge  of  inconsistency  in  proposing  thi 
for  some   years  ago  I  opposed  a   simil; 
proposition  made  by  Lord  Clarence  Page 
But  while  confessing  to  some  reluctan( 
in  reducing  so  valuable  a  force,  I  beliei 
there  are  reasons  why,  on  the  whole,  it 
expedient  at  the  present  moment.     Tl: 
reduction   of  the  squadrons  reduces   th 
numbers  to  be  employed  afloat,  and  alread 
the  turn  for  service  afloat  is  not  sufficiei 
to  give  the  men  the  necessary  experienc 
at  sea.     The  barracks,  moreover,  are  al 
ready  overcrowded.      I  think,   therefori 
that  on  the  whole  the  numbers  may  safel; 
be  reduced  within  the  limits  I  propose 
The  diminution  of  842  in  the  number  o 
seamen,  and  that  of  1,700  in  the  marines 
gives  a  total  reduction  of  2,542  men. 

I  now  come  to  the  effect  of  this  reduc 
tion  on  the  Yote,  and  it  is  a  striking  illus 
tration  of  the  tendency  of  the  Estimates 
to  increase  from  causes  over  which  th( 
Admiralty  may  almost  be  said  to  have  nc 
control.  Every  improvement  for  promoting 
the  health  and  efficiency  of  the  men,  and 
adding  to  their  comfort,  must  end  in  in- 
creased expense,  and,  paradoxical  as  it 
may  seem,  with  the  diminished  number  of 
men,  there  is  this  year  a  positive  increase 
in  the  sum  required  for  their  wages. 
The  net  saving  on  the  reduction  of 
2,542  men  is  £56,152;  but,  from  the 
causes  to  which  I  have  adverted,  and 
which  I  will  presently  explain,  there  is 
an  increase  of  £61,592,  and  there  is, 
moreover,  the  wages  to  Imperial  troop- 
ships transferred  from  Vote  17,  and  the 
proportion  of  wages,  payable  out  of  the 
Imperial  Exchequer,  to  the  two  Indian 
troopships  on   this  side  of  the  Isthmus 
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isflue  of  soft  bread  ia  liea  of  biscuits, 
chiefly  on  foreign  stations,  increased  money 
allowances  in  lieu  of  provisions  to  men  on 
ships'  books  but  absent  ashore  and  afloat, 
and  the  gratuitous  issue  of  greatcoats  to 
marines.  These  causes  more  than  coun- 
terbalance the  saving  which  would  other- 
wise have  resulted  from  the  reduction  of 
men  to  the  amount  of  about  £24,000. 

Having  now  explained  the  two  first 
Votes  which  provide  for  wages  and  victuals 
to  seamen  and  marines,  I  think  it  will  be 
more  convenient  if  I  oonflne  my  remarks 
at  present  to  questions  of  great  policy,  and 
postpone  the  explanation  of  the  minor 
Votes  to  a  future  occasion.  It  would  be 
tedious  to  the  Committee  to  hear  reasons 
why  one  Vote  is  increased  and  another 
decreased  by  a  few  thousands.  I  shall  be 
ready  to  give  a  full  explanation  of  these 
details  when  the  Resolutions  are  put  from 
the  Chair.  With  regard  to  one  Vote  of 
large  amount — Vote  11,  for  New  Works 
in  the  Dockyards — I  will  merely  say  that 
there  is  a  decrease  of  £74,351,  notwith- 
standing that  ample  provision  ia  made  for 
the  great  works  at  Portsmouth,  Chatham, 
Malta,  and  Bermuda.  The  Malta  dock, 
though  it  will  not  be  completely  finished, 
will  be  in  readiness  to  receive  ships  in 
the  autumn  of  the  present  year.  In  Vote 
1 7,  for  the  Army  Department,  there  is  a 
decrease  of  £55,376,  which  would  have 
amounted  to  £146,586,  but  for  the  ne- 
cessity of  making  provision  for  the  first 
time  in  this,  as  in  other  Votes,  for  the 
issue  of  stores  to  other  Departments.  I 
now  come  to  the  great  Votes  6  and  10, 
which  provide  for  the  building,  repair,  and 
outfit  of  the  fleet,  and  I  think  it  will  be 
more  convenient  to  consider  the  two  to- 
gether. In  Vote  6  there  is  a  decrease  of 
£151,806  ;  the  Vote  last  year  having  been 
£1,375,368,  and  that  which  I  now  propose, 
£1,223,562.  On  the  other  hand,  there  is 
a  large  increase  on  Vote  10.  Last  year 
the  sum  taken  under  Sections  1  and  2  of 
that  Vote  was  £1,716,070,  and  this  year 
the  sum  asked  is  £1,985,403,  showing 
an  increase  of  £269,338,  of  which  sum 
£231,941  is  for  Section  2,  for  building 
ships  by  contract  and  purchasing  ma- 
chinery. Therefore,  the  balance  of  in- 
crease and  decrease  on  these  two  Votes,  Nos. 
6  and  10,  is  an  excess  of  £117,532  above 
the  Votes  for  last  year.  The  decrease  on 
Vote  6,  for  wages  to  shipwrights  and 
other  artificers,  was  the  inevitable  result 
of  the  policy  on  which,  as  I  have  ex- 
plained, these  Estimates  were  framed. 
Bat  knowing  the  pressure  at  present  exist- 
i/r.  Corry 


ing  in  the  shipbuilding  trade,  I  reduce* 
the  number  of  men  in  the  dockyards  wit! 
great  reluctance.     They  were  all  hired 
in  contradistinction   to  established,    men 
and   were  engaged  on  the  condition  tha 
they  should   leave    when   their    service 
might  no  longer  be  required ;  but  still '. 
could  not  help  feeling  regret  at  the  neces 
sity  of  depriving  so  many  industrious  mei 
of  the  means  of  livelihood.     We  made  th< 
reduction  in    a  way   to   cause   the  leas 
inconvenience,  by  directing  the  men  to  b< 
discharged  gradually,  and  not  in  one  batch 
but  to  retain  them  would  have  been  im 
possible,  without  an  entire  subveraion  o 
our  policy — namely,  to  devote  as  large  i 
sum  as  possible  to  the  building  of  armour 
dads.     There  are  only  two  of  the  dock 
yards  in  which  iron  ships  are  built — Fem 
broke  and  Chatham.   The  reduction  in  th( 
number  of  workmen  in  those  two  dockyardj 
is  very  trifling— only,  150  ;  but  the  total 
number  discharged  in  all  the  yards  is  nc 
less  than  3,049,  all  of  them  being  hired 
and  not  established  men.     The  total  num- 
ber of  workmen  employed  in  1867-8  was 
18,321,  while  the  number  this  year  will 
be  15,272.     If,  therefore,  we  had  retained 
the  number  of  workmen  at  or  nearly  at 
the  standard  of  1867-8,  the  only  mode  in 
which   we  could  give  them  employment 
would  be  in   the   building  of  additional 
wooden  ships,  for  which  the  provision  made 
in  these  Estimates  is  comparatively  small. 
Therefore,  however  much  we  may  regret 
the  necessity  of  depriving  the  men  dis- 
charged of  their  employment  in  the  dock- 
yards, we  have  felt  that  we  should  not 
have  been  justified  in  employing  them  in 
building  ships  which  we  did  not  require. 
I  will  now  very  briefly  advert  to  the  1st 
section  of  Vote  10,  which  provides  for  the 
purchase  of  stores   in  the  Department  of 
the    Storekeeper   General.     There   is   an 
increase  of    £7,160    for   timber,    and  of 
£21,931  for  hemp,  the  quantity  of  that 
article  in  the  yards  being  very  much  be- 
low the  establishment.     There  is  also  an 
increase  of  £17,823  for  the  purchase  of 
coals,  in  consequence  of  the  necessity  of 
providing  for  a  larger  consumption  on  the 
home  station,  and  especially  for  the  Channel 
squadron.     The  total  balance  of  increase 
and  decrease  in  the  Storekeeper  GeneraFs 
Department  is  an  excess  of  £37,397  over 
the  Vote  taken  last  year.     I  must   here 
advert  for  a  moment  to  a  statement  made 
bythe  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Graves), 
in  a  debate  which  took  place  before  Easter. 
My  hon.  Friend  seemed  to  be  under  the 
impression  that  the  stores  in  the  dockyards 
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taiDed  a  large  reserve  of  line-of-battle  ships 
in  the  ports  as  a  matter  of  normal  policy, 
when  I  came  into  Office  I  found,  in  fact, 
no  reserve  in  existence  at  all ;  and  the 
same  state  of  things  existed   when  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
"War  became  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
the  year  before.      I  therefore  wrote  to  the 
Treasury  to  obtain  their  sanction  to  appro- 
priate the  greater  portion  of  this  surplus 
to  hiring  artificers  towards  completing  the 
iron-clads  which  were  being  brought  for- 
ward for  the  reserves,  and  to  appropriate 
the  remainder,  which  could  not  be  so  ap- 
plied, towards  the  building  of  a  second 
fast  corvette,   the  Active,  on  the  lines  of 
the  Volage,  a  class  of  ship  which  I  con- 
sidered was  much  wanted  in  the  Navy. 
It  is  to  be  observed  that  these  two  corvettes 
were   substituted  for  a  frigate  of  nearly 
double  their  size,  and  two  gunboats,  and, 
therefore,    added  notliing  to  the  unarm- 
oured  work  provided  for  by  the  Estimates 
as  I  found  them.    The  Treasury  consented 
to  this  proposition,  and  between  £40,000 
and    £50,000  was   appropriated  towards 
the  completion  of  the  armour-clads  fitting 
for  sea,  and  the   remainder  towards  the 
second  corvette,  the  Active,  which  is  to  be 
built  by  the  same  firm  whose  contract  was 
accepted  for  the  Volage,     At  the  period  of 
the  year  when  this  arrangement  was  sanc- 
tioned it  would  have  defeated  our  object 
if  time  had  been  lost  in  calling  for  fresh 
tenders  for  this  ship.      The  sum  spent  on 
the  Active  during  the  financial  year  1867-8 
is  about  £16,000,  so  that  the  expendi- 
ture on  contract   work,   notwithstanding 
the    alterations    I   have    described,    will 
be   below  that   which   was  estimated  for 
the    financial  year,  and    in  consequence 
there  will  be  a  small  balance  paid  into  the 
Exchequer  out  of  the  savings  on  this  part  of 
Vote  10.    The  same  observation  applies  to 
the  total  cost  of  these  ships.     I  have  stated 
the  total  estimated  cost  of  completing  the 
contract  armoured  and  unannoured  ships 
at  £1,126,300.     The  contract  prices,  how- 
ever, were  very  much    below    the  Esti- 
mate    The  estimate  for  the  armour-clads 
was  £915,500;    the  contract  price  only 
£820,300.      The  estimate  for  unarmoured 
ships  was  £210,800,    the    contract  price 
£174,400;  including,  in  both  cases,  the 
changes  resulting  from  the  alteration  in 
the  scheme  of  contract  work  made  by  me 
in   the  month  of  June.     Thus  the  total 
saving  on  the  amount  sanctioned  by  Par- 
liament was  £131,600  — that  is  to  say, 
the  ships  were  contracted  to  be  built  for 
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that  amount  less  than  the  Estimates 
the  Controller  of  the  Navy.  The  co 
tract  price  for  building  the  second  cc 
vette,  the  Active,  is  £79,000,  whic 
being  deducted  from  £131,600,  leaves 
surplus  of  £52,600.  Thus  it  will  be  se* 
that,  notwithstanding  an  additional  co 
vette  and  other  alterations  made  in  tl 
autumn,  the  total  expenditure  on  the  ne 
armoured  and  unarmoured  ships  was  st 
less  by  £52,600  than  the  amount  specifii 
in  the  Estimates. 

I  now  come  to  the  performance  of  tl 
new  work  last  year,  and  will  tell  the  Cor 
mittee  the  number  of  tons  ordered  to  1 
built  in  dockyards  by  the  programme 
1867-8,  and  the  number  of  tons  actual 
built.  Last  year  my  hon.  Friend  the  Men 
ber  for  Pontefract  complained   that  tl 
quantity  of  work  done  was  much  less  ths 
Parliament  had  sanctioned;  but  this  year  I 
will  admit  the  work  has  been  very  fait! 
fully  performed.     The  amount  of  tonna^ 
of  the  armour-clads  ordered  to  be  built  i 
the   dockyards  was  6,845 ;   the  quantit 
actually  built  was  6,829,  or  only  sixtee 
tons  less  than  the  programme.     The  toi 
nage  of  the  unarmoured  ships  ordered  1 
be  built  was  23,544  tons  ;  the  quantit 
actually  built  was  23,256,  or  288  tonsles. 
So  that  the  total  amount  of  tonnage  bui 
was  only  294  tons  less  than  that  ordered  ( 
be  built.     It  must  be  borne  in  mind  the 
there   were  several  disturbing  causes  i 
operation  during  the  year.    There  was  th 
Portsmouth  Review,  which  took  off  a  grea 
number  of   hands  from    intended  worl 
and  numerous  ships  were  fitted  for  thei 
improved  armament ;  so  that  this  must  b 
considered  a  very  satisfactory  performance 
and  very  creditable  to  the  Department.    S 
much  for  the  tonnage  built  during  the  yeai 
I  now  come  to  the  ships  launched,  and 
still  speak  of  dockyard  work  only.  The  ar 
mour-clads  ordered   to  be  launched  wer 
three — the  Penelope^  the  Hercules,  and  th 
Repulse,     Strictly  speaking,  the  numbe 
launched  was  only  two.     But  the  Repulse 
which    has    since    been    launched,    wa 
completed  ready  for  launching,   ond  wa 
kept  on  the  stocks  only  for  some  reasoi 
of  official   convenience.     The  deficiency 
therefore,  was  only  apparent.      The  un- 
armoured ships  ordered   to  be   launchec 
were  twenty-five,  and  the  number  actuallj 
launched  was  twenty- five.     The  work  ol 
the    dockyards    could,    therefore,   hardlj 
be  more  faithfully  performed,  and  these 
figures  will  show  that  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty, as  well  ns  the  Department  of  the 
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of  keeping  up  the  strength  of  the  squadrons 
abroad,  to  whioh  I  have  already  referred. 
I  now  proceed  to  state  the  work  which 
it  is  proposed  to  accomplish  in  the  course 
of  the  present  financial  year.    In  the  first 
place  there  will  be  the  two  corvettes  to 
which  I  have  just  alluded,  the  Druid  and 
the  Briton,     Both  these  vessels  are  to  be 
built  in  the  dockyards.    One  of  them  is 
building  at  Deptford  ;  but  she  will  be  so 
far  advanced  as  to  be  ready  for  launching 
at  the  end  of  the  financial  year.    By  that 
time  also  we    hope   that   all   the   other 
vessels    now  building   at  Deptford   will 
be  launched,  and  it  is  not  intended  after 
that  to  commence  any  new  ships  in  that 
yard.     The  second  corvette  will  be  built 
at  Sheemess,  and  the  description  of  both 
is   as  follows : — They  will  have  a  ton- 
nage  of  1,322,   with    350-horse  power, 
and    they    will    carry   twelve   guns,    of 
which  two  will  be  6^ton  guns,  and  ten 
64-pounders.     Their  estimated  speed  will 
be  13  knots,  ax;d  they  will  be  single  screw 
ships.     These  vessels  are  to  be  advanced, 
the  Druid  to  6|  eighths,  so  as  to  be  launched 
next  March,  and  the  Briton  to  1|  eighths; 
the  estimated  expenditure  during  the  finan- 
cial year  being,  in  the  case  of  the  Druid, 
£35,995,  and  of  the   Briton,    £8.306  ; 
making  a  total  of  £44,301.     That  is  the 
only  provision  for  additional  unarmoured 
ships  made  by  these  Estimates.  Of  armour- 
plated  vessels,  we  propose  to  build  six — 
three  in    the  dockyards    and    three    by 
contract.       The    first    of   the    dockyard 
ships,  to  be  called  the  Iron  Duh,  will 
be  built  at  Pembroke ;    she  is  to  be  of 
the    second  class,    and    will    be    imme- 
diately taken  in  hand,  and  advanced  2i 
eighths  during  the  year.     The  estimated 
expenditure  on  this  ship  during  the  year 
is  £70,422.     She  will  have  a  tonnage  of 
3,774  ;  and  she  will  be  an  iron-clad  iron 
ship  with  a  double  screw.     Her  armour 
plating  will  be  six  and  eight  inches,  with 
ten  inches  of  teak,  and  an  inner  skin  of 
one-inch  backing.     She  will  be  built  upon 
the  same  principle  as  the  Audacious,  the 
Invincible,  and  the   Vanguard;    and   her 
armament  will  consist  of  ten  12^-ton  guns, 
six  of  which  will  be  on  the  main  deck  and 
four  upon  the  upper  deck,  together  with 
four  64-pounder8  also    upon    the   upper 
deck.      An  addition   to  the  upper   deck 
armament  of  iron -clad  ships  was  adopted 
by  me  with  the  entire  approval  of  my 
naval  Colleagues,  and  will,  I  think,  be 
a  great  improvement  in  the  armament  of 
these  ships,  which  often,  in  heavy  wea- 
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ther,  cannot  keep  their  main  deck  poi 

open.     The  horse- power  of  the  shfp  w 

be  800,  and. her  estimated  speed  is  li 

knots.     All  the  vessels  of  this  class  w 

have  an   armour-plated   battery    on    tl 

upper    deck    armed    with    four    12^t( 

guns,  so  placed  as  to  command  the  who 

horizon.  The  next  vessel  I  have  named  tl 

Sultan,  in  honour  of  the  visit  paid  by  H 

Imperial  Majesty  to  the  fleet  at  Spitheac 

and  His  Majesty  has  been  pleased  to  e: 

press  the  gratification  which  he  derive 

from  the  compliment  thus  paid  to  hii 

This  is  to  be  a  first-class  ship,  very  muc 

resembling  the  Hercules,  which  she  wi 

follow  in  the  Chatham  dockyard.      She 

to  be  advanced  21  eighths  during  the  yea 

and  the  estimated  expenditure  upon  hi 

for  18689  is  £91,113.     Her  tonnage  wi 

be  5,226  ;  she  will  have  a  single  screv 

with  a  power  of  1,200  horses,  and  an  est 

mated  speed  of   nearly  14  knots.      He 

armour  plating  will  be  9,  8,  and  6  inchc 

thick,  with  a  backing  of  10  inches  of  teal 

and   l|-inch  of   inner   iron    skin.      He 

armament  will   consist  of   eij^ht    18-to 

guns  on  the  main  deck,  one  121-ton  gu 

forward,  two  12^.ton  guns  on  the  uppe 

deck  battery,  and  two  Oj^-ton  guns  unde 

the  forecastle  ;  total,  13  guns.   There  wil 

be  a  central  armour-plated  battery  on  th 

upper  deck,    enclosed  completely,  wher 

the  steering-wheel  will  be,  and  where  tW( 

12i-ton  guns  will  fire  round  a  very  larg 

area  of  the  compass,  including  a  fore  an< 

aft    line    astern.       The    third    dockyan 

armour-clad  will  be  built  at  Chatham;  bu 

very  little  advance  will  be  made  with  he: 

this  year,  as  she  cannot  be  commenced  til 

the  Monarch  is  launched.     [Lord  Hexri 

LxKKOX  made  an  observation  to  the  righ 

hon.  Gentleman.]     My  noble  Friend  telL 

me  that  the   Monarch  is  more  advancec 

thon  I  believed  her  to  be.     The  estimated 

expenditure  upon   this  new  armour-clad 

will  be  £18,815.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Hei 

name  ?]     She  will  be  called  the  Triumph, 

the  name  of  the  flagship  of  Admiral  Blake. 

She  will  be  an  iron-clad  broadside  ship,  of 

the  second  class,  similar  to  the  Audacious, 

but  with  a  single  screw,  lifting,  of  which 

the  experimental   trials   have  shown  the 

advantage.     Her  armour  plating  will  be 

8  and  6  inches,  and  her  backing  10  inches 

of  teak,  with  a  l|*inch  inner  iron  skin. 

Her  tonnage  will  bo  about  3,800,  and  her 

armament  will  consist  of  ten  121-ton  guns 

— six  on  the  main  and  four  on  the  upper 

deck — and  two  64-pounders  on  the  upper 

deck,  making  a  total  of  twelve  guns.     Her 
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gines  provided  for  ships  building  by 
contract  amounts  to  £680,000.  The 
total  proyision  for  hullsi  engines,  and 
equipments  for  new  ships,  including 
both  the  dockyard  and  contract  built,  is 
j61, 996,9 14.  That  is  in  round  numbers, 
£2.000,000,  exclusive  of  £50,000  for  the 
Cerberui  armour-clad  Monitor  building 
for  the  Colony  of  Victoria,  for  which  pro- 
vision is  made  under  Yote  14.  Including 
the  latter  vessel,  the  total  taken  in  these 
Estimates  for  building  new  ships  is 
£2,046,914.  There  are  in  the  dockyards, 
to  be  launched  this  year,  two  armoured 
frigates,  the  Monarch,  and  the  BepuUe,  or 
rather  the  J£<march  only,  as  the  Repuhe 
has  been  launched  since  the  beginning  of 
the  financial  year,  and  one  unarmoured,  the 
Inconstant ;  two  sloops,  the  Spartan  and 
the  Sirius ;  and  two  gun-vessels,  the  Cur- 
lew and  the  Swallow — giving  a  total  of 
seven.  Of  contract  vessels  there  are  to 
be  launched  one  armoured,  the  Captain; 
two  unarmoured  corvettes,  the  Volage  and 
the  Active;  and  eight  gun  vessels  due 
last  year,  which  will  shortly  be  delivered, 
giving  a  total  of  eleven  contract  and  of 
eighteen  dockyard  and  contract  vessels  to 
be  launched,  exclusive  of  the  Cerherue, 
which  will  also  be  launched  during  the 
year. 

I  will  now  state  to  the  Committee  the 
sums  spent  on  the  hulls,  engines,  and  first 
equipment  of  new  ships  in  the  last  three 
years,  and  compare  the  expenditure  in  each 
of  these  years  with  that  which  is  proposed 
for  the  year  1 868-9.  For  armoured  ships 
the  expenditure  stands  thus : — In  1865-6, 
£792,090;  in  1866-7,£591,686;  in  1867-8, 
£824,526  ;  while  we  propose  for  the  year 
1868-9  an  expenditure  of  £1,359,169. 
For  unarmoured  ships,  the  expenditure 
was— in  1865-6,  £360,619;  in  18667, 
£429,819  ;  in  1867-8,  £929,344  ;  for 
1868-9.  we  provide  £637,745.  The  total 
expenditure  for  armoured  and  unarmoured 
ships  stands  thus— In  1865-6,  £1,152.709; 
in  1866-7,  £1,021,505;  in  1867-8, 
£1,753,870;  in  1868-9,  we  intend  to 
spend  £1,996,914.  The  amount  pro- 
vided for  armour-clads  in  the  Estimates 
for  1868-9,  including  hulls,  engines,  and 
equipment,  is  £1,359,169,  in  addition  to 
which  £82,000  will  be  spent  on  the  re- 
equipment  of  armoured  ships,  making  a 
grand  total  for  armour-clads  of  £  1 ,44 1 . 1 69, 
and,  with  the  £50,000  for  the  Cerberus, 
of  £1,491,169.  Complaints  were  made 
in  former  years  that  out  of  the  very 
large   sums  voted  a  comparatively  small 
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portion  of  the  total  amount  was  spent 
building  ships;   but  I  do  not  think  th 
complaint  is  applicable  to  these  Estimate 
which,  as  I  have  stated,  provide  no  less 
sum  than  £2,046,914  for  the  building 
ships  of  war.   I  will  now  state  to  the  Coi 
mittee  the  rate  per  cent  of  expenditu 
on  armoured  and  unarmoured  vessels,  i 
eluding   hulls,  engines,  and  equipment 
for  the  years  1865-6,    1866-7,    and   tl 
estimated  expenditure  for  1868-9,  as  co 
trasted  with  the   sums  included    in  tl 
Estimates  for  effective  services  in   the 
several  years.     In  1865-6,  the  expenditu 
on  armoured  ships  was  9 '14  per  cent,  ai 
on  armoured  and  unarmoured  13*31  p 
cent  on  the  amount  voted  for  Effectr 
Services.     In    1866  7,   it  was   6*89   p 
cent  for  armoured,   and    11*89  per  cei 
for   armoured  and  unarmoured,   where 
this  year  we  propose  an  expenditure 
14*53  per  cent  for  armoured,  and  21  *£ 
per  cent  on  tlie  whole  of  the  effective  Vot 
on  armoured  and  unarmoured  ships.  So  th 
considerably  more  than  one  fifth   of  tl 
whole  money  voted  for  Effective  Servic 
will  be  spent  on  building  ships  of  war. 
find  that  the  Vote  for  Effective  Service 
in  1865-6  was  £8,658,205,  while  that  pr 
posed  for  this  year  is  £9,352,579,  shov 
ing  an  increase  of  £694,374.     The  sui 
expended  on   new  ships  in  1865-6  wi 
£1,152,709,  while  that  provided  for  ne 
ships  in  this  year  is  £1,996,914,  showin 
an  increase  of  £844,205.     That  is  to  sa 
that  while  the  amount  now  asked  for  navt 
effective  services  is  £694,374  more  than  i 
1865-6,  the  amount  to  be  expended  o 
shipbuilding  is  £844,205  more.     In  lik 
manner,  comparing  1866-7  with  1868-$ 
I  find  the  expenditure  on  building  ship 
in  1868-9  will  be  £210,328  more  than  th 
diflference  between  the  Effective  Votes  fc 
the  two  years. 

The  Committee  may  now  like  to  kno\ 
the  actual  strength  of  our  armour-clad  navj 
We  have,  including  the  ships  proposed  t 
be  built  under  these  Estimates,  33  ar 
moured  ships  of  the  first  and  second  classes 
Of  that  number  16  are  in  commission,  i 
fitting  for  reserve,  building,  5  ;  and  4  or 
dered.  Of  smaller  armoured  ships,  and  ves 
sels  intended  for  coast  defence,  there  are  ii 
commission  5 ;  fitting  for  reserve,  4 ;  am 
ordered  2.  Thus  the  grand  total  of  oui 
armour-clad  vessels  of  war,  including  tho8< 
building  and  ordered,  is  44,  exclusive  o: 
the  Cerberus,  In  the  present  Estimates  c 
large  provision  is  made,  not  only  for  the 
buUding  of  ships,   but  also  for   creating 
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and  excellent  results  are  antioipated  under 
the  supervision  of  Captain  Wilson.  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  the  Eetums  give  con- 
tinued proof  of  the  good  conduct  of  the 
petty  officers  and  seamen  serving  in  the 
fleet.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  comparative 
statement  of  the  good  conduct  of  the  petty 
officers  and  seamen,  and  likewise  of  the 
number  of  desertions  in  various  years.  In 
1360-1,  when  the  average  number  of  men 
borne  on  the  ships'  books  was  42,728,  the 
number  wearing  badges  was  9,278,  or 
over  one-fifth;  in  1866-7,  the  average 
borne  was  33,000,  and  the  number  wear- 
ing badges  12,037,  or  over  one-third ;  in 
1865-6  the  average  borne  was  83,650,  and 
the  number  wearing  badges  11,346,  or 
nearly  one-third,  so  that  with  650  men 
less  in  1866-7  than  in  1865-6,  there  were 
691  more  badges  worn.  The  desertions 
among  seamen  have  decreased.  In  the 
last  seven  years  they  have  numbered,  in 
1860-1,  3,296;  in  1861-2,  2,472;  in 
1862.3,  1,935;  in  1863-4,  1,449;  in 
1864-5,  1,325;  in  1865-6,  1,101;  and  in 
1866-7,  1.059.  This  Eeturn  shows  a 
gradual  reduction  every  year.  There  has 
been  a  steady  and  progressive  increase  in 
the  numbers  of  seamen  gunners  and  trained 
men.  In  1860  there  were  1,176  seamen 
gunners,  and  1,462  trained  men,  making 
a  total  of  2,638.  In  1867  there  were 
3,337  seamen  gunners,  and  5,817  trained 
men,  making  a  total  of  9,154.  In  1868 
there  were  3,346  seamen  gunners,  and 
6,056  trained  men,  making  a  total  of  9,402. 
These  figures  furnish  a  striking  proof  of 
improved  efficiency,  and  they  are  confirmed 
by  the  following  extract  from  a  letter 
of  Sir  Henry  Keppel  to  Sir  Alexander 
Milne  :— 

"  Since  I  was  last  employed  tbe  greatest  change 
I  see  in  the  seryioe  is  the  great  improvement  in 
the  appearance  and  conduct  of  the  men  in  the 
ships." 

The  sanitary  state  of  the  navy  is  most 
satisfactory.  The  Medical  Director  Gene- 
ral reports— 

"  During  the  twelve  months  terminating  June, 
18G7,  the  health  of  the  navy  may  be  said  to  have 
been  in  a  most  satisfactory  condition.  Although 
diseases  of  more  or  less  fatal  character  were  epi- 
demic on  many  stations,  the  ratio  of  cases  entered 
on  the  sick-list  of  invaliding  and  of  death  were  the 
lowest  that  had  occurred  during  a  period  of  eleven 
years." 

The  number  of  cases  returned  on  the  sick- 
list  was  1,264,  being  73  per  1,000  below 
the  ratio  of  the  preceding  year.  The  num- 
ber of  persons  invalided  from  the  fleet  was 
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1,447,  or  28  per  1,000 ;  and  the  avers 
rate  in  eleven  years  has  been  34  per  1,0( 
The  deaths  numbered  524 — 10  per  1,0( 
or  I  per  cent,  the  lowest  proportion 
many  years.  The  average  total  mortal 
taken  for  eleven  years  is  over  15  per  1,0( 
and  the  death-rate  from  disease  in  1 
year  ending  June  last  was  8  per  1,0( 
so  that  the  mortality  is  reduced  nea: 
one-half.  The  Medical  Director  Gene 
reports — 

"  The  iron-clad  vessels  continue  to  bold  a 
vourable  position  in  a  sanitary  point  of  view.  ^ 
entry  of  cases  on  their  sick  lists  were  among 
lowest  of  sea-going  vessels." 

This  information  must  be  considered  m* 
satisfactory  in    reference  to  the  progr 
sive  increase  which  must  go   on   in  1 
number  of  armoured  ships.     The  resi 
of   the  operation  of  the  Contagious  ] 
seases  Act  is  equally  satisfactory.      T 
ratio  of  cases  of   the   most    destructi 
form  is  reduced  from  12  to  7  per  cei 
and  the  type  is  materially  modified.  "Wli 
1  visited  the  Naval  Hospital  at  Plymou 
last  year  I  was  informed  that,  when 
before  the  introduction  of  the  Act  70  j 
cent  of  the  cases  were  contagious  disease 
since  it  has  been  in  operation  the  propc 
tion  has  been  reduced  to  30  per  cent, 
short,  the  proportions  have  been  exact 
reversed.    The  failure  of  the  Act,  where 
has  failed,  has  been  solely  attributable 
the  narrow  limits  to  which  its  operatic 
has  been  confined.     It  is  in  operation,  i 
instance,  at  Chatham  and  Eochester,  b 
not  at  Gravesend.   Consequently  Gravesei 
has  become  a  hotbed  for  infection,  ai 
defeats,  to  a  great  extent,  the  salutary  r 
suits  from  its  operation  in  the  neighbou 
ing  towns.      At    Sheerness    the    disea^ 
had  totally  disappeared,  but  it  was  intr 
duccd  by  a  detachment  of  troops  from 
place  where  the  Act  was  not  in  operatic: 
These  facts  seem  to  furnish  strong  argi 
ments  for  the   extension  of  the  Act  t 
places  not  now  subject  to  it.     The  su< 
cessful  working  of  the  Act  in  the  ports  : 
to  be  attributable,  in  a  great  measure,  t 
to  the  tact  and  judgment  of  officers  of  th 
metropolitan  police.,  who  have  the  charg 
of  carrying  it  into  execution.      The  ej 
ercise  of  coercive  powers  has  been  rarel 
required  in  consequence  of  the  kind  treat 
ment  the  patients  receive  in  the  hospital 
where  they  have  the  care  of  a  chaplain 
and  are  also  visited  by  charitable  ladies 
Many  instances  of  reclamation  have  beer 
the  result.  Great  advantage  in  this  respect 
is  also  derived  from  the  Samaritan  Fund  to 
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Lad   now   given  up  that  policy*  and  pro- 
posed to  go  back  to  the  armour-clad  ex- 
penditure of  1865-6»  which  was  in  excess 
of  that  of  subsequent  years,  and  even  to  a 
still  larger  expenditure.     To  that  part  of 
his  proposal  lie  (Mr.  Childers)  would  give 
his  warmest  support.     Last  year  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  protested  against  any  de- 
crease in  the  number  of  mcn»  and  espe- 
cially of   marines*   but   his  prudence  and 
judgment  had  been  stronger  than  his  first 
impressions,  and  he  had  been  able  to  make 
a  reduction  of  2,700  men,  a  large  number 
of  whom  were  marines.     In  these  points, 
with  regard  to  foreign  squadrons,  armour- 
clad  ships,  and  marines,  he  was  glad  that 
the   right  hon.   Gentleman   admitted   the 
justice  of  the  policy  recommended  from  the 
Opposition   Benches   last    year.      At  the 
time  he  (Mr.  Childers)  stated  that,  though 
differing  from  them  on  questions  of  general 
policy,  he  was  a  general  supporter  of  the 
present  Board  of  Admiralty,  and  he  should 
be  still  more  so  when  he  found  his  views 
60  far  carried  out  by  the  Board.     Going 
now  to  the  question  of  finance,  the  original 
Estimates  of  last  year  proposed  an  expen- 
diture of  £40.23*3,000  for  the  two  great 
services,  and  the  Estimates  of  this  year 
proposed  an  expenditure  of  £41,050,000, 
or  an  increase  of  £817,000;  and  if  the 
di^erence  in  the  receipts  in  connection  with 
those    services   last   year   and   this   were 
added,  amounting  to  £217,000,   the   in- 
crease would  be  no  less  than  £1,034,000. 
In  the  naval  expenditure,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  quite  right, 
for  the  purpose  of  comparison,  in  including 
in  the  Estimates  of  last  year  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates.  That  course  was  hardly 
a  safe  one.     It  was  tolerobly  certain  from 
past  experience  that  we  should  have  Sup- 
plementary Estimates  this  year,  and  the 
proper  plan  was  to  compare  the  original 
Estimates.  So  corrected,  the  figures  would 
show  an  increase,  not  of  £9,000,  but  of 
£59,490,  and  in  addition  to  that  there  was 
a  very  serious  difference  to  be  taken  into 
account  in  comparing  the  actual  naval  ex- 
penditure of  this  year  nith  that  of  last 
year.     Vote  17,  for  freight,  had  always 
been  treated  as  a  Yote  apart  from  these 
Estimates,  as  relating  to  the  army  and  not 
to  the  navy.      There  was  a  decrease  of 
£55,376  in  tho  Transport  Vote  No.  17, 
but  the  extra  receipts  in  connection  with  it 
were  £91,210  more  than  last  year,  making 
a  difference  of  £146.000  under  Vote  17. 
From  that  would  have   to  be  subtracted 
£55,000  which  was  last  year  charged  on 
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Vote  17,  but  which  was  this  year  charge 
on  Vote  1.  This  left  an  increase  of  £91,()0( 
and  the  result  was  that  the  actual  Navi 
Votes  this  year  were  £151,000  in  excej 
when  strictly  compared  with  the  Naval  Vote 
of  last  year.  Then  came  the  question  of  ej 
tra  receipts.  The  Admiralty  last  year  bold) 
estimated  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ei 
chequer  would  obtain  no  less  a  sum  tha 
£475,000  from  the  soles  of  iron  and  othc 
old  stores  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentlema 
did  not  get  as  much  as  he  expected  froi 
that  source,  and  the  sum  was  this  year  sc 
down  at  £240,000,  which  made  a  differenc 
of  £235,000.     That  sum  which  the  Es 
chequer  would  not  receive,  added   to  tb 
£151,000  extra  which  it  would  have  t 
pay,  made  a  difference  of  £386,000  be 
tween  the  Navy  Estimates  of  last   yea 
and  this.     This  might  not  be  a  large  sue 
when  yon  were  dealing  with  millions  ;  but  i 
was  a  large  sum  when  the  Committee  re 
membered  that  they  had  now  to  face  a  de 
ficit.     It  was  desirable  to  reduce  this  sur 
of  £386,000,  and  there  was  one  point  c 
dangerous  tendency  to  which  he  entrcate< 
attention — the  constant  increase  of  estab 
lishments.      He  did  not  mean  by  this  th 
number  of  men  employed,  for  the  numbe 
was  to  bo  reduced  ;  but,  whether  you  in 
creased  or  reduced  the  number  of  men,  th< 
rule  appeared  to  be  to  increase  the  numbe 
of  persons  receiving  salaries.     The  righ 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  altogether  a  re 
duction  of  5,591  in  the  number  of  seamen 
marines,  and  dockyard  men,  or  persons  re 
ceiving  wages.    In  the  Civil  establishmenti 
thero  were  tho  following  amounts   of  in* 
crease  on  last  vear.     The  Admiralty  Ofiicc 
from  £176,000  to  £182.000 ;  Establish- 
ments at  the  Dockvards  from  £167,000  t€ 
£169,000  ;  in  the  Victualling  Yards  there 
was  increase  of  £200, Medical  Vote  £1,000, 
and  Marine  Divisions  £3,000.     The  total 
result  was  that,   while  between  last  year 
and  this  there  was  on  the  different  estab- 
lishments an  increase  of   £13,000,  there 
was  a  reduction  in  the  number  of  hands  of 
nearly  5.600.     That  sort   of  increase  to 
which  he   had   called    attention    was   one 
against  which  the  House  ought  to  set  its 
face,  and  which  economists  ought  to  try 
to  put  a  stop  to.     He  did  not  think  thej 
ought  to  cut  down  salaries,  but  they  ought 
to  try  to  keep  down  numbers.  Unless  they 
did  that  the  pressure  put  upon  Departments 
would  become  so  great  that  it  would  be 
found  impossible  to  resist  it.  There  wos  one 
point  which  really  was  so  ludicrous  that  he 
must  call  attention  to  it  in  order  that  his 
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the  original  programme.     He  would  now 
refer  to  one  or  two  of  the  larger  queations 
which  had  been  touched  upon;  and  first* 
as  to  the  proposed  reduction  in  the  foreip:n 
squadrons.     His  right  hon.  Friend   said, 
Tory  riglitlj,  that  upon  this  depended  a 
great  deal  of  our  expenditure  upon  dock- 
yards and  for  other  matters.     His  right 
hon.  Friend  had  dealt  at  some  length  with 
the  proposed  reduction,  but  appeared  to  be 
angry  because   some  one   had   said   that 
many  of  the  vessels  employed  in  the  service 
were  useless,  inasmuch  as  they  would  be 
compelled  to  "  cut  and  run  "  if  any  large 
ships  belonging  to  an  enemy  happened  to 
attack  them.     Ho  believed,  however,  that 
it  was  the  Secretary  for  the  Admiralty  who 
was  the  culprit,  for  in  his  speech  last  year 
he  used  that  expression.     His  right  hon. 
Friend  went  on   to    speak  very   strongly 
against  those  who  proposed  to  abolish  the 
foreign  squadrons;  but  he  seemed  in  so  doing 
to  be  fighting  the  air,  for  no  one  in  the 
House  proposed  to  do  so.  [Mr.  Corrt  said, 
the  plan  was  advocated   almost  daily  in 
leading  articles.]  He  believed  that  the  Com- 
mittee was  wont  to  discuss   rather   what 
emanated    from  Members  of  the    House 
than  to  what  appeared  in  the  newspapers, 
which  could  be  only  cursorily  referred  to 
in   debate.     His   noble  Friend,  when   he 
employed  that  phrase,  distinctly  said  that 
the  question  was  whether  our  expenditure 
in  this   direction  was  not  excessive,  and 
that  really  was  the  question  they  had  to 
consider.     His  right  hon.  Friend  had  ap- 
pealed to  the  example  shown  by  foreign 
nations,  and  had  stated  that  the  vessels 
belonging   to   France  were   mainly  un ar- 
moured.    [Mr.  Corrt  :    I  said  the  ships 
in  commission.]      His   right   hon.  Friend 
had  said  that   out  of  167  ships  in  com- 
mission, including  transports,  France  had 
only  ten  armoured  ships.     Ho  found  that 
we    had   320   ships    in   commission,  and 
out    of    these    300    were    non-armoured. 
These  non-armoured  ships  were  sent  to  all 
parts  of  the  world,  and  the  comparison  em- 
ployed by  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  rather 
in  favour  of  a  reduction   than   of  an  in- 
crease of  that  part  of  our  naval  force.  But 
to  his  surprise  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
stated  that  the   Duke  of  Somerset,  in  a 
pamphlet  which  he  had  published,  had  de- 
nounced any  reduction  in  the  numbers  of 
the  men.     What,  however,  was  stated  in 
the  pamphlet  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
referred  to  was  that  a  reduction  of  12,000 
or  16,000  men  would  seriously  disorganize 
the  navy.    What  he  himself  proposed  was 
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a   reduction  not  of  15,000  but  of  7,000 
men,  and  there  was,  he  believed,  ample 
argument  in  favour  of  that  proposal.     His 
right  hon.  Friend  said  that    that  was  a 
question  for  the  Foreign  and  for  the  Colo- 
nial Office  more  than  for  the  Admiralty. 
Now  that  was  exactly  the  view  which  he 
(Mr.  Childers)  entertained  on  the  subject. 
He  believed  that  expenditure  originated  in 
the  action   of  the  heads  of  the  Foreign 
Office  and  Colonial  Office;   and  until  his 
right  hon.  Friend  impressed  upon  his  Col- 
lea/;ues  the  necessity  of  their  remembering 
their  responsibility  and  relieving  the  Esti- 
mates from  the  serious  charges  which  un- 
necessarily large  foreign  squadrons  entailed, 
there  was,  he  feared,  but  little  chance  of 
the  policy  which  had  been  so  well  initiated 
being  properly  carried  out.    His  right  hon. 
Friend  said  that  the  number  of  men  in  our 
foreign  squadrons  last  year  was  23,100. 
Tho  number  of  men  he  proposed  for  this 
year  was  20,300,  or  a  reduction  of  2,800 
men,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  proposed 
to  increase  that  reduction  to  3,300,  and 
to   lessen    the    number   of    ships   in    the 
foreign  squadrons  by  eighteen  as  soon  as 
the  Abyssinian  War  was  over.     That  fact 
alone  showed  that  they  might  congratulate 
themselves  on  the  efforts  they  had  made. 
Before  going  further  he  desired  to  touch 
upon  a  question  which  bore  strongly  upon 
dockyard  economy,  and    upon   which    he 
thought  the  Committee  was  entitled  to  a 
full  and  clear  explanation.     It  had  been 
stated  last  year  from  the  Treasury  Bench 
that  the  sale  of  pig  iron  in  the  dockyards 
would  during  the  past  year  realize  j6100,000, 
whereas  the  amount  actually  realized  was, 
he  believed,  only  £40.     [Sir  Johk  Hat  : 
£63  only.]    After  having  heard  such  con- 
fident  statements   last  year  he   had   felt 
disappointed  when  his  right  hon.  Friend 
that  evening  passed  the  subject  over  in 
complete   silence.     This   silence   was   the 
more  extraordinary,  inasmuch  as  the  loss 
of  the  money  must  have  been  a  source  of 
grief  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who  could  not  afibrd  to  lose  £100,000, 
and  who  must  have  frequently  complained 
of    the    non-receipt    of   this    sum.       Ho 
trusted  that  the  matter  would  be   satis- 
factorily settled,  and  that  they  would  re- 
ceive an   assurance  that  the  £100,000, 
which  ought  to  have  been  received  in  the 
last  year,  would  during  the  current  twelve- 
months be  increased  to  £150,000,  or  per- 
haps to  £200,000.     He  would  now  turn  to 
the  programme  of  work,  and,  as  far  as  he 
could  understand  the  numerous  figures  re* 
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1 4^,700.  It  seemed,  however,  to  him,  that 
the  reduction  for  the  present  year  had 
hecn  made  without  much  forethought. 
Ho  could  not  understand  how  it  was  that 
while  the  number  of  non-commissioned 
officers  and  priTates  had  been  reduced  by 
1|688,  the  number  of  commissioned  officers 
had  been  increased  by  12. 

Mr.  CORRY  explained,  that  the  re-or- 
ganization of  the  force  involving  this  addi- 
tion, had  for  its  object,  the  placing  of  the 
Marines  on  the  same  footing  with  respect 
to  promotion  as  other  seniority  corps.  It 
was  not  just  that  the  officers  of  the  Marines 
should  be  put  in  a  worse  position  than  those 
in  the  Artillerv  and  Engineers. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  had  no  objection  to 
advancing  promotion  in  the  Marines  by 
a  sound  scheme  of  retirement,  but  cer- 
tainly not  by  increasing  the  establishment. 
A  smaller  number  of  men,  involving  a  re- 
duction from  £362,000  to  £344,000,  could 
not  require  a  larger  number  of  officers,  in- 
volving an  increase  from  £63,000  to 
£67,000.  The  Estimates  lay  on  the  table 
three  weeks  before  they  were  printed;  and 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  during  that 
interval,  a  reduction  having  been  insisted 
on,  the  Admiralty  had  made  it  at  the  last 
moment  in  the  number  of  men  in  the  Ma- 
rines, the  officers  being  inadvertently  left 
untouched.  He  saw  no  reason  why  the 
reduction  should  not  be  carried  to  12«000. 
Even  now  it  was  proposed  to  employ  8,000 
marines  afloat  and  6,700  on  shore.  The 
latter  were  engaged  in  doing  purely  sol- 
diers' duty,  and  were  an  unnecessarily 
large  reserve.  Whatever  the  value  of  Ma- 
rine artillery,  the  Light  Infantry  Marine 
could  not  be  very  highly  estimated  in  these 
days  of  steam,  and  the  reduction  might 
properly  commence  with  them.  He  thought 
a  saving  would  be  effected  by  remedying 
the  oversight  with  regard  to  the  officers, 
and  he  would  move  that  the  Yoto  of 
£525,725  for  the  wages  of  Marines  be 
reduced  by  £60,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  the  Item  of  £525,725,  for  Wages,  Ac, 
to  Marines,  be  reduced  bjr  the  sum  of  £60,000." 
^{Mr.  ChUden,) 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  that 
before  replying  to  the  questions  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  he  wished  to  bear  testimony 
to  the  great  success  which  had  attended 
nearly  all  the  remedial  measures  introduced 
by  Lord  Clarence  Paget.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  expressed  gratification  at  the  efforts 
of  those  now  in  Office,  whom  he  had  been 
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pleased  to  call  his  pupils ;  but  in  one  i 
two  important  particulars  it  was  himsel 
and  not  his   hon.  Friend,  who   first   ai 
nounced  the  policy  in  question.     He  lai 
year  announced  the  assent  of  his  Colleague 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  on  tt 
Dockyards,  from  which  he  anticipated  vei 
beneficial  results,  and  as  soon  as  the  Ri 
ports  of  the  yard  officers  had  been  receive 
and   considered    by   the   Admiralty   the 
would   be    laid    before    Parliament.     H 
hoped  that  in  another  year  more  tangibi 
benefits  would  result  from  that  inquiry  tha 
the  reduction  of  £3,000  which  had  bee 
effected  this  year.    Approaching  first  whs 
might  be  deemed   the  most  disagreeabl 
portion  of  his  subject,  he  would  refer  t 
the  celebrated   iron    "pigs."     His   righ 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Corry)  was  in  no  ws; 
responsible  for  the  amount  expected  to  b* 
derived  from  the  sale  of  them,  it  havinj 
been  his  opinion  all  along  that  they  wen 
used  for  valuable  purposes  in  the  dockyard 
and  that  it  would  take  a  great  deal   o 
money  to  replace  them.     How  far  had  hii 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John  Pakington) 
his  hon.   and   gallant   Friend   (Sir  Johi 
Hay),  and  himself,  been  to  blame  in  this 
matter?      Statements  were  made  by  thf 
hon.  Member    for    Lincoln   (Mr.   Seely), 
and  obtained  credence  in  consequence  of 
the  avidity  with  which  the  public  always 
accepted  anything   tending  to  show  that 
the  Admiralty  authorities  were  blockheads 
or  worse — that  this  iron  was  most  voluable, 
that  the  dockyards  were  paved  with  gold, 
and  that  all  the  benefits  conferred  by  these 
'*  pigs*'  might  be  obtained  at  half  the  cost. 
Other  persons,  however,  and  among  them 
the  ablest  professional  advisers  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, believed  the  hon.  Member  to  be 
mistaken.     In  this  conflict  of  opinion,  an 
eminent    firm    at    Birmingham    (Messrs. 
Ryland)  asked  the  Admiralty  for  permis- 
sion to  test  the  value  of  the  iron,  and  the 
result  was  that  they  reported  it  to  bo  worth 
a  certain  sum  per  ton.      The  Admiralty 
thereupon  offered  to  sell  it,  with  the  pro- 
viso that  they  would  not  take  less  than 
the  sum  required  to  replace  the  use  of  it 
in  the  dockyards  ;  but  up  to  this  time  no 
purchasers  had  been  found.     He  believed 
that,  owing  to  the  state  of  trade,  the  price 
of  iron  had  been  very  low;  but  he  had  not 
very  sanguine  hopes  of  anything  like  the 
sum  expected  by  the  Admiralty  last  year 
being   realized.      As   to   the   increase   in 
Vote  3  for  the  Admiralty,  it  chiefly  arose 
from  the  re-organization  of  the  Department 
of  Dockyard  Accounts,  a  proposal  which 
was  made  two  years  consecutively,  and 


83 


Supplp^Nitvy 


{COMMOKSl 


Ustinuites. 


8' 


number  to  be  built  by  the  present  Board 
of  Admiralty.  He  did  not  think  there 
was  any  other  point  on  which  it  was  neces- 
sary  for  him  to  reply  to  his  hon.  Friend. 
Of  course  the  Admiralty  would  feel  it  their 
duty  to  oppose  the  Motion  for  further 
reduction  moved  by  his  hon.  Friend.  If, 
after  mature  examination  of  the  whole 
circumstances,  and  long  and  anxious  con- 
sideration, they  could  have  assented  to  a 
larger  reduction  they  certainly  would  hare 
done  so,  but  they  did  not  feel  themselves 
bound  to  recommend  more  than  a  reduction  i 
of  1,700  men.  He  hoped,  after  the  very 
general  support  his  hon.  Friend  had  given 
to  these  Estimates,  and  the  decided  advance 
he  described  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty 
as  having  made  in  a  policy  which  he 
approved,  the  hon.  Member  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment  and  enable  them  to 
take  the  Vote  for  the  proposed  number 
of  men. 

The  chairman  called  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  a  point  of  Order.  It 
was  understood  the  other  night  that  the 
general  discussion  on  the  Navy  Estimates 
usually  taken  on  the  number  of  men,  should 
this  year  be  taken  in  the  Vote  for  wages, 
it  being  important  that  the  Vote  for  men 
should  be  obtained  without  delay.  Now, 
they  had  on  the  Vote  for  the  amount  of 
wages  a  Motion  proposed  for  the  reduction 
of  a  particular  item,  and  the  rule  was  that 
when  a  Motion  was  proposed  from  the 
Chair  for  the  reduction  or  omission  of  a 
particular  item  the  discussion  should  be 
confined  to  it. 

Mr.  graves  said,  that  he  would 
strictly  confine  himself  to  the  point  indi- 
cated by  the  Chairman,  and  endeavour  to 
show  the  Committee  why  there  should  be 
no  further  reduction  in  the  present  Vote  ; 
and  one  reason  was  that  inasmuch  as  the 
reduction  in  the  number  of  men  had  been 
attended  with  no  diminution  of  expendi- 
ture ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  with  an  in- 
crease of  something  like  £85,000.  If 
they  should  diminish  the  force  more  than 
was  proposed  by  the  Government,  the  ex- 
pense might  be  still  further  increased. 
That,  therefore,  was  not  the  right  way  to 
reduce  the  Estimates.  With  respect  to 
our  seamen,  year  by  year  there  had  been  a 
gradual  dropping  down  in  their  numbers, 
and  he  thought  they  ought  to  arrest  that 
diminution.  The  Returns  presented  this 
year  showed  that  the  number  of  our  bond 
fide  seamen  had  been  reduced  from  some- 
thing over  30.000  in  1861  to  19,000  in 
1867,  and,  as  appeared  from   the  First 
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Lord's  statement,  they  were  to  be  furthe 
reduced  to  something  over  18,000  in  th< 
course  of  this  year.     Two  years  ago  th( 
noble  Lord  the  then  Chief  Secretary  o 
the   Admiralty,   said   that  after   a  sevei 
years'  experience  of  a  gradual  retrench 
ment,  the  number  of  bond  fide  seamen 
which  then  stood  at  21,000,  had  reochc( 
a  point  below  which  it  would  be  dangeroni 
to  go.     Returns  showed  that  the  annua! 
drain  on  our  bond  fide  seamen  amounted 
to  14  per  cent.     To  fill  up  the  number  ol 
boys  rated  as  seamen  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  throw  into  our  training  ships  from 
boys  to  seamen,  3,900  a  year,  whereas  the 
numbers  actually  entered  was  only  2,200. 
The  diminution  in  the  number  of  seamen 
arose  from  natural  causes,  and  not  in  any 
way  from   the  diminished   Votes  of  the 
House.      He   maintained  that  it  was   of 
the  highest  importance  to  assimilate  the 
supply  to  the  drain,  and  if  we  would  keep 
up  the  number  of  bond  fide  blue-jackels 
we  must  enter  a  much  greater  number  of 
boys  in  the  training  ships.   Considering  the 
small    proportion   of  blue-jackets   to  the 
total  number  of  men  in  the  navy,  it  was 
only  natural  that  they  should  look  at  what 
the  majority  was  composed  of,  and  see  if 
they  could  not  make  a  further  reduction  in 
numbers  without  decreasing  tho  efficiency 
of  the  service.     There  were  4,000  super- 
numeraries in  the  shape  of  bandsmen  and 
personal  servants,  and  this  number  might 
be  reduced  with  advantage.     Of  the  fifty 
or  sixty  old  wooden  ships  lying  in  Ordinary 
which  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
alluded  to,  he  (Mr.  Graves)  would  further 
suggest  that  some  fifteen  or  sixteen  of  the 
best  should  be  selected  for  more  immediate 
service   than  the  others,  and   that   these 
should  be  carefully  looked  after  and  kept 
ready  for  any  sudden  emergency.     In  this 
respect  we  should  only  be  following  the 
example  of  other   nations.      He  thought 
also  that,  probably,  an  equal  number  might 
be  broken  up  with  advantage,  and  expense 
with  regard  to  them  saved  for  the  future  ; 
and  he  would  further  recommend  that  the 
residue  should  be  laid  up  in  tiers,  their 
engines  taken  out,  and  the  ships  placed 
under  the  charge  of  a  few  river  police — 
just  as  hundreds  of  vessels  are  to  be  seen 
daily  lying  up  in  the  docks  of  London  and 
of  Liverpool.     This  would  have  the  cfiect 
of  bringing  about  economy,  without  resort- 
ing to  a  diminution  of  mnrines  or  seamen. 

General  PERCY  HERBERT  said,  he 
thought  that  tho  criticisms  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Pontcfract  (Mr.  Childers)  with 
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right  hon.  Friend  is  inclined  to  reduce  the 
foreign  squadrons.  That  is  a  reduction 
which,  I  believe,  ought  to  be  made  with  a 
very  strong  hand;  the  old  notion  of  arming 
all  over  the  world  being,  as  I  believe,  to- 
tally unsuited  to  the  present  state  of  things, 
and  nothing  more  or  less  than  a  gross  su- 
perstition. There  is  not  a  shadow  of  jus- 
tification for  the  system  in  matters  as  they 
now  stand.  The  consequence  of  passing 
the  Vote  will  be  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
will  have  a  larger  number  of  marines  on 
shore — and  whom  he  will  be  obliged  to  keep 
on  shore — than  at  any  period  during  the 
past  five  years,  although  in  that  period  the 
force  appears  to  have  been  about  2,000 
greater  than  it  was  in  any  previous  five 
years  since  1847.  And  further  than  this, 
I  think  that  if  we  went  back  to  a  period 
before  1847  we  should  probably  find  that 
the  marines  on  shore  were  then  still  less. 
The  question  is,  will  you  consent,  having 
raised  your  reserve  force  of  marines  on 
shore  so  considerably,  to  its  being  raised 
still  higher  ?  That  is  a  very  fair  question 
to  be  put  to  this  Committee,  and  if  my 
hon.  Friend  chooses  to  divide  on  his  Mo- 
tion— partly  on  the  ground  that  this  in- 
crease in  the  force  of  marines  on  shore  is 
totally  unnecessary,  and  partly  on  the 
ground  that  no  reason  has  been  shown  for 
increasing  the  relative  number  of  officers 
in  proportion  to  the  men — I,  for  one,  shall 
vote  with  him. 

Mr.  CORRY  said,  he  did  not  know  up- 
on what  ground  the  right  hon.  Oontleman 
stated  that  the  reserve  force  of  Royal  Ma- 
rines on  shore  was  now  increasing.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  back  to 
1847;  but  since  then  a  large  augmentation 
had  been  made  to  the  force  by  the  recom- 
mendation of  a  Royal  Commission  on  the 
manning  of  the  Navy,  who  looked  on  the 
Marines  as  a  very  effective  addition  to  our 
naval  strength,  and  one  giving  us  a  valu- 
able power  for  meeting  a  time  of  emer- 
gency. When,  however,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  force  was  still  going 
on  increasing,  he  could  hardly  have  read 
the  present  Estimates,  because  they  pro- 
posed a  positive  reduction  of  1,700  men  ; 
and  he  believed  the  reserve  on  shore  would 
this  year  be  at  least  1,200,  and  possibly 
1,300  or  1,400  less  than  it  was  last  year. 
Therefore,  so  far  from  increasing  the  re- 
serve of  marines  on  shore,  these  Esti- 
mates would  affect  a  considerable  reduc- 
tion, lie  confessed  he  was  surprised  that 
a  Gentleman  so  well  versed  in  naval 
affairs,  and  possessing  so  sound  a  judgment 
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as  the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract  (} 
Childers)  should  come  down  to  the  Hoi 
and  propose  without  Notice  a  reduction 
4,000  marines  in  ono  year.  That  hi 
Gentleman,  earlier  in  the  evening,  h 
spoken  against  a  sudden  reduction  in  t 
number  of  artificers,  as  causing  great  pi 
lie  inconvenienco  as  well  as  hardship 
individuals  ;  and  yet  he  himself  now  p 
poses  a  sudden  and  abrupt  reduction 
4,000  marines  in  one  year. 

General  PERCY  HERBERT  said,  i\ 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstoi 
knew  everything,  and  therefore  be  c 
spaired  of  teaching  him  anything.  But 
he  got  two  officers  of  Volunteers  as  clei 
as  himself,  he  would  find  80  to  100  men 
a  company  quite  enough  for  three  office 
to  look  after. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dtv ic^d :  —  Ayes  72 
Noes  127:  Majority  54. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Colonel    SYKES    then  rose  to  mo' 
to  reduce  the  whole  Vote  by  the  sum 
£20,000.     He  said  his  object  was  less 
reduce  the  annually  increasing  expcnditoi 
of  the  Navy,  than  to  diminish  the  annu 
sacrifice    of   valuable   lives  on  the  We 
Coast  of  Africa.     The  First  Lord  of  tt 
Admiralty  spoke  of   having  reduced   tl 
number  of  vessels  at  the  out  stations  abroa 
by  18.     That  surely  implied  a  reductio 
in  the  item  of  wages,  victuals,  &c.     Yei 
there  was  a  net  increase  of  £85,000  fc 
wages,  and  of   £91,000  for  victuals,  i 
the  Navy  Estimates  for  the  present  yeai 
On  the   23rd  of  March  last  he  (Colonc 
Sykes)   obtained   a   Return   showing   tb 
number  of  vessels  on  the  West  Coast  e 
Africa  for  the  years  from  1858  to  1868 
and  within  two  days  of  the  date  of  ths 
Return,    the  hon.    Member    for    Reading 
(Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  bad  moved  for  anothe 
Return  embracing  the  distribution  of  th( 
Naval  Forces  for  each  year  from  1847  tc 
1867.     Between  these  Returns  there  wai 
a  very  great  discrepancy.   According  to  the 
Return  granted  on  his  (Colonel  Sykes 's] 
Motion   there  were,  in  1858,  25   vesseh 
with  2,038  officers  and  men  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Africa,   while,  according  to  the 
Return   moved   for   by  the  hon.  Membei 
for  Reading  there  were  in  the  six  years  2^ 
vessels  with  2,324   men.     For    the  jeai 
1867  the  Return  of  the  hon.  Member  foi 
Reading  gave  19  vessels  with  1,894  men, 
while  his   Return   again  showed  25  ves 
sels,  ivilh  2,134  men.     Discrepancies  ran 
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of  tbe  pledge  giren  bj  his  noble  Friend 
{Lord  Henrj  Lennox)  Iftit  year  when  be 
inoTed  the  Estimatea,  the  number  of  TeueU 
on  the  stttion  had  been  redaoed.  At  thi* 
moment  there  were  14  there,  cftiTjing  74 
guns.  The  number  of  officers  and  men 
was  only  1,576,  showing  a  rerj  large  re- 
duction. Of  the  14  ships  only  dido  were 
cruizing  ships,  the  other  five  being  sta- 
tionau-j.  He  thoaght  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  would  admit  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  reduce  the  numher  of 
by  six,  which  would  only  I  ear 
cruisers — Teasels  were  required  on 
tion  for  (he  protection  of  our  own  trade. 
Besides  it  was  only  a  few  months  ego  that 
information  was  receifed  of  an  intention  to 
run  a  cargo  of  slaves  down  the  river  Conga. 
That  attempt  had  been  checked,  and  it 
was  to  be  hoped  that,  with  the  loyal  as- 
sistance of  Spain,  the  slare  trade  on  the 
African  coast  would  gradually  be  sup- 
pressed. Under  all  the  circumstances,  he 
thought  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
see  the  propriety  of  not  pressing  his  Ameod- 
ment, 

StB  OBOROE  BOWYER  said,  it  was 
a  lamentable  thing  that  so  many  of  our 
officers  and  men  lost  their  lires  or  their 
hesUh  in  our  attempt  to  suppress  the  sIbto 
trade  by  cruising  on  tbe  African  coast.  If 
that  trade  waa  to  be  suppressed,  it  must 
be  by  suppressing  the  market  for  slaves. 
He  fesred  that  the  measures  we  took  only 
increased  the  sufferings  of  the  unfortunate 
persons  who  were  stowed  away  in  the 
slavers.  If  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
moved  to  put  nn  end  to  this  crnising  alto- 
getiter,  except  so  far  as  the  interests  of  our 
trade  required  it,  he  shonid  give  him  bis 
support. 

S»  T.  F.  BUXTON  admitted  it  to  be 
a  melancholy  fact  that  a  great  numher  of 


slave  trade  was  this,  that  it  was  no  long 
visible  ;  the  plant  was  out  down,  but  tk 
we  could  not  assume  that  the  roots  we 
dead  ;  they  might  spring  into  life  aga 
if  our  fleet  were  wholly  withdrawn 
onco.  If  we  were  anxious  to  mainta 
the  footing  on  wliicli  we  had  acted  f 
many  years,  we  must  keep  a  squadron  i 
the  coast  of  Africa  ;  hat  be  was  glad  tl 
Admiralty  had  been  able  to  reduce  ll 
number  of  the  vessels,  and  he  hoped  thi 
would  be  able  to  reduce  them  more  ai 
three  .  more  each  year.  If  the  lion,  and  galla 
the  sta-  .  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Colonel  Sykc 
went  to  a  division,  he  should  feel  bound 
vote  against  liim. 

Mr.  guilders  hoped  that,  as  h 
right  hon.  Friend  had  reduced  the  squsdrt 
by  460  men  and  further  reductions  wei 
contemplated,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Membi 
would  not  press  his  Amendment  to  a  dii 
■ion.  If  the  number  were  to  be  reduce 
by  500  or  600  men  beyond  the  reductio 
proposed  by  the  Government  the  squadrc 
would  be  considerably  crippled. 

COLOKBL  STKES  said,  as  it  appears 
from  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Barom 
(Sir  John  Hay)  that  a  reduction  bad  bee 
made  in  tbe  number  of  veseeis,  he  waul 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 


Motion,  by  lenro,  mthdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
(3.)  Motion  mode,  and  Question  propose* 

"Tliit  a  tarn,  not  excesJing  £l,33S,8ia,  1 
mntcd  (o  Ilnr  Majeitf,  to  iflnj  tho  Clurgg  i 
Viotusti  and  Clothing  for  Sentnen  and  MttriM 
which  will  oome  in  coune  of  pnjment  daring  1X 
juaT  ending  an  ths  31>t  dij  oi  March  18t9." 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  remarked,  tht 
the  Admiralty  had  wasted  a  great  deal  ( 
money  in  victualling  the  men. 

,-       u    I  L  -  -c     1  --.u      ii       .    .  Motion  made,   and    Question    proposet' 

l.ves  had  been  sscnficed  >n  the  attempts  to    „  ,p|,^^  ^,,^  Chdrmau  do  report  Progres. 

e  dave  trade  ,  but  he  thought ;  ^„j  ^^^  leave  to  sit  ag«ln."I(Jfr.  Ai.' 

■   ho    fAir    tn    mAnmlm    tlin    rrnnd  o  \ 


luld  not  be  fair  to  measure  the  good 
we  did  by  the  number  of  slavers  captured, 
any  more  than  it  would  be  to  estimate  the 
advantage  of  our  Coastguard  by  the  num- 
ber of  smugglers  apprehended.  He  believed 
that  in  both  cases  much  good  was  done  in 
the  way  of  prevention.  The  Commissary 
Judge  at  Havannah  stated  that  the  return 
of  the  trade  belireen  Africa  and  Cuba  for 
the  past  year  was  unaccompanied  by  any 
statement  of  the  landing  of  slaves.  That 
functionary  believed,  however,  it  would  be 
unsafe  to  assume  that  the  slave  trade  had 
ceased  because  it  had  become  almost  in- 
visible.   The  condition  of  the  West  Coast 

Sir  John  Hay 


Motion,  bj  leave,  viithdravjn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
House  returned. 

Resulutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow; 
Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wedneidas 

JUDGMENTS    EXTENSION   BILL. 
NOMINATION     OF    COMMITTEE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 
"That  Mr,  Craufurd  be  one  Member  o 
the  Select  Committee  on  the  Judgmentf 
Extension  Bill." 
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given  him  any  notice  of  the  latter  part  of 
his  Question  with  regard  to  the  barracks, 
he  could  not  answer  him  at  that  moment, 
but  he  would  make  inquiry  and  give  the 
information  required  on  another  evening. 

LoBD  OVERSTONE  said,  he  sincerely 
regretted  that  the  project  for  removing  the 
National  Gallery  to  Burlington  House  had 
been  rejected.  The  subject  was  one  of 
very  great  importance,  owing  to  the  value 
of  the  national  collection  and  the  growing 
interest  and  feeling  of  pride  which  the 
people  took  in  it.  The  present  building 
was  most  unsatisfactory  from  its  want  of 
sufficient  space,  and  the  pictures  were 
seriously  injured  by  the  atmosphere  on 
account  of  the  deficiency  of  proper  venti- 
lation. Year  by  year  the  Trustees  were 
obliged  to  put  those  pictnres  through  the 
process  of  cleaning,  and  that  process  was 
by  degrees  obliterating  the  delicacy  and 
the  tone  of  their  colouring.  He  regretted 
that  the  reply  of  the  noble  Earl  was  so 
unsatisfactory,  inasmuch  as  it  held  out 
very  little  hope  to  the  great  majority  of 
their  Lordships  of  ever  seeing  the  new 
National  Gallery. 

The  Duke  op  RUTLAND  said,  that 
when  the  Royal  Academy  was  removed 
there  would  be  a  large  amount  of  addi- 
tional space  available  for  the  exhibition  of 
tlie  national  pictures.  It  would  not,  he 
thought,  be  judicious  to  select  any  plans, 
however  excellent,  until  they  had  secured 
a  really  competent  architect  to  whom  they 
might  confide  the  construction  of  the 
building. 

VAGRANTS  — THE   GUILDFORD  UNION. 

MOTION   FOB  CORBESPONDEKCE. 

The  Earl  op  CARNARVON  moved 
for  Copy  of  Correspondence  which  has  re- 
cently passed  between  the  Poor  Law  Board 
and  the  Guildford  Board  of  Guardians  in 
reference  to  the  Relief  of  Vagrants.  It 
was  not  his  intention  to  raise  a  discussion 
on  the  general  question  of  casual  relief — 
he  only  desired  to  call  attention  to  a  par- 
ticular case  in  a  particular  union,  which 
appeared  to  him  to  involve  such  a  prin- 
ciple of  injustice  that  he  hoped  his  refer- 
ence to  it  in  that  House  would  have  the 
effect  of  preventing  its  occurrence  else- 
where. He  understood  that  the  Poor  Law 
Guardians  of  the  Guildford  Union  had  ap- 
pointed as  their  relieving  officer  for  the 
casual  poor  a  police-constable.  To  such 
an  act  of  the  Board  he  did  not  think  there 
could  be  any  substantial  objection ;  but  he 
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had  been  further  informed  that  this  re 
lieving  officer  in  carrying  out  his  dutie 
had  proceeded  upon  the  principle  of  in 
quiring  into  each   particular  case   befor 
granting  relief,  and  when  he  considere 
that  the  applicant  was  what  was  called 
professional  tramp,  he  refused  relief.  Noi 
although  he  was  supported  by  the  Boar 
of  Guardians  in  the  course  he  had  takei 
he  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  wished  to  poin 
out  that  the  views  of  this  officer  in  thi 
respect  were  absolutely  and  wholly  wron| 
Vagrancy,  as  their  Lordships  knew,  ws 
treated  by  the  law  as  an  offence,  and  wo 
punishable  as  such.    But  to  inflict  punisl: 
ment  upon  a  vagrant  by  absolute  starve 
tion — ^by  refusing  all  relief — whether  th 
applicant  was  a  professional  tramp  or  not 
was  wholly  contrary  to  the  law.  The  dut 
of  the  guardians  was  simply  to  administc 
relief  to  those  who  were  really  in  want  c 
it,  and  the  relieving  officer  was  bound  t 
afford  board  and  lodging  for  the  night  t 
any  casual  applicant,  provided  he  had  n 
bond  fide  reason  for  supposing  that  sue 
person  was  merely  simulating  destitutio 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  relief  undc 
false  pretences.     When  the  circumstance 
of  this  case  at  Guildford  were  brought  t 
the  knowledge  of  his  noble  Friend  at  th 
head  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  (the  Earl  c 
Devon)  he  immediately  sent  down  instruc 
tions  to  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  in  respec 
to  the  treatment  of  the  casual  poor,  whic 
instructions  the  guardians  were  to  com 
municate  to  their  relieving  officer  for  hi 
guidance  ;  but  the  guardians  by  a  majo 
rity  of  votes  decided  against  obeying  thee 
instructions.      Things  therefore  went  o 
as  before.  "When  the  Poor  Law  Board  wa 
again  applied  to  it  again  sent  down  simile 
instructions  for  the  guidance  of  the  relies 
ing  officer  ;  but  with  the  same  result  a 
before,  as  the  guardians  a  second  time  dc 
cided  by  a  majority  against  communicatin 
them  to  their  official.     A  third  time  wa 
the  case  brought  before  his  noble  Friend 
and  a  third  time  did  he  issue  instruction 
to  the  Board  of  Guardians;   but  on  thi 
occasion  his  noble  Friend  did  not  commu 
nicate  his  instructions  by  letter,  but  by  ai 
Inspector,  whom  he  sent  down  to  Guild 
ford,  and  who  pointed  out  to  the  guardian 
that  they  had  been  acting  illegally  in  re 
gard  to  the  treatment  given  by  their  re 
lieving  officer  to  the  casual  poor ;  but  onci 
more  the  guardians  refused  to  communi 
cate  the  instructions  to  the  relieving  officer 
on  the  ground  that  he  must  have  been  al 
ready  aware  through  the  newspapers  o: 


99 


Voffranti'^The 


jLOEDSJ 


Guildford  Uiiitm. 


la 


involving  vigilant  caution,  knowledge,  and 
attention  to  business.  But  the  system  had 
gradually  departed  from  every  one  of  these 
guarantees,  and  the  consequence  was  that 
out-door  relief  had  largely  increased  and 
the  rates  were  rapidly  increasing.  Abuses 
had  been  gradually  creeping  into  the  whole 
system,  and  the  time  was  not  distant  when 
he  believed  it  would  be  necessary  for  the 
safety  of  the  country  to  consider  Uie  whole 
question,  which  was  much  more  formid- 
able now  than  when  the  new  Poor  Law 
Act  was  first  passed.  He  had  been  in- 
timately acquainted  with  the  late  Mr. 
Senior,  who  was  the  real  author  and 
framer  of  that  measure.  He  was  in  con- 
stant communication  with  him  while  he 
was  pursuing  his  inquiries  as  a  Poor  Law 
Commissioner,  and  he  well  remembered, 
when  congratulating  him  on  the  passing  of 
the  Bill,  and  saying  that  the  country  was 
now  permanently  safe  in  consequence,  that 
gentleman  told  him  not  to  be  over  certain 
—they  had  a  lease  for  thirty  or  forty 
years,  but  before  that  period  expired  they 
would  have  the  whole  thing  to  do  over 
again.  He  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
give  this  question  their  most  serious  atten- 
tion. 

LoBB  REDESDALE  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion of  vagrancy  was  a  very  important 
one,  and  he  thought  that  the  number  of 
professional  vagrants,  which  was  gradu- 
ally increasing,  required  a  serious  check. 
He  concurred  with  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  spoken  (Lord  Overstone)  in 
thinking  that  very  great  abuses  had  crept, 
and  were  creeping  into  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law,  and  as  to  the  great 
evils  that  were  likely  to  ensue;  but  he 
was  sorry  to  say  that  the  disposition  of 
the  present  day  was  to  prevent  a  check 
being  put  to  these  evils,  and  rather  to 
aggravate  them.  The  real  truth  to  be 
borne  in  mind  was,  that  the  purpose  of 
the  Poor  Law  was  not  that  the  funds 
raised  under  it,  in  many  instances  from 
very  poor  persons,  should  be  administered 
as  charitable  gifts,  but  for  the  relief  of  des- 
titution.  He  believed,  after  all,  that 
the  principle  adopted  by  the  Guildford 
Board  of  Guardians  in  regard  to  va- 
grants was  a  right  one— namely,  to  dis- 
courage the  system  of  professional  tramps, 
who  were  not  travelling  about  in  quest  of 
honest  employment,  but  were  mere  idle 
vagrants  who  shunned  work.  The  only 
way  of  dealing  properly  with  that  class 
was  through  a  police  officer ;  but  that  was 
not  strictly  the  law.     It  would  require 
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some  alteration  before  that  could  well  b 
done.     Relief  should  be  given  even  r 
cases  of  vagrancy  where  there  was  be 
lieved  to  be  destitution  ;  but  the  partie 
should  be  brought  before  the  magistrate 
next  morning  and  committed  for  vagrancj 
He  had  been  Chairman  of  a  Board  of  Guai 
dians  since  the  institution  of  the  new  Poo 
Law,  and  therefore  he  had  had  a  good  dea 
of  experience  in  the  matter,  and  he  be 
lieved  it  to  be  impossible  in  many  instance 
to  grant  relief  to  vagrants  in  workhouse 
in  all  cases,  because  in  some  unions  ther 
was  only  one  workhouse  for  several  pa 
rishes  upon  different  lines  of  road.     Th 
result  was  that  in  the  towns  where  ther 
was  no  workhouse  tho  paupers  went  t 
the  overseer  or  to  the  relieving  officer 
if  he  resided   in  the  place.         Now,  i 
appeared  to  him    that  neither  of   tho8< 
persons  was  competent  to  deal  with  case 
of  vagrancy.     They  did  not  like  to  expos* 
the  windows   of  their   residences   to  b 
broken  by  the  violence  of  those  persons 
in  the  event  of  refusal  to  relieve  them 
He  (Lord  Bedesdale)  thought  that  the  bes 
course  to  pursue  would  be  not  to  admi 
vagrants  into  the  workhouses  except  ii 
cases  of  sickness,  when  they  must  be  main 
tained  until  their  recovery.     There  wen 
some  persons  who  had  peculiar  views  ii 
reference  to  Poor  Law  relief;  and,  pro- 
bably, some  of  those  who  raised  objection! 
took  the  view  that  the  amount  raised  b] 
rates  should  be  administered  as  charitv, 
and  that  there  should  be  a  general  reliei 
of  all  who  came  and  asked  for  it.    If- such 
a  system  were  introduced  into  this  conn* 
try  it  would  lead  to  evils  of  a  most  dan- 
gerous character  ;  and  he  certainly  hoped 
that  some  law   would  be  passed   which 
would  be  founded  upon  this   principle, 
that  while  the  honest  vagrant  should  re- 
ceive relief  the  inveterate  professional  va- 
grant should  as  such  suffer  by  the  law. 
He  thought  it  would  be  better  to  have 
separate  houses  for  vagrants,  administered 
under  the  discretion   of   a  police  officer 
appointed  by    the    Board    of  Guardians. 
"When  Boards  of  Guardians  were  accused 
of  obstinacy,  ho  must  say  that,  for  the 
most  part,  the  majority  of  a  Board  were 
better  judges  than  the  minority  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  relief  was  administered. 
The  Ea^  of  CARNARVON  said,  that 
he  had  no  objection  to  the  alteration  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Earl  the  President  of 
the  poor  Law  Board ;  but  he  hoped  that 
the  Correspondence  which  was  to  be  laid 
before  them  would  bring  out  the  exact 
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Poor  Law,  he  maintained  those  principles 
ought  to  he  applied  to  all  classes  of  the 
poor,  without  distinction.     The  treatment 
of  all  should  he  hased  on  the  idea  of  giving 
relief,  and  not  of  dispensing  charity.     In 
giving  relief  to  aged  and  sick  paupers  they 
must  have  strict  rules  which  would  pre- 
rent   aged  and  sick  persons  from  having 
comforts  within  the  workhouse  which  those 
of  the  same  class  did  not  enjoy  out  of  it, 
and  from  coming  upon  the  rates  when  they 
might  be  supported  by  their  own  relations, 
if  they  were  able  to  support  them,  or  when 
they  might  be  in  a  position  to  obtain  the 
relief  they  required  for  themselves.     That 
was  no  imaginary  difficulty.   The  question 
often  arose  whether  medical  aid  should  or 
should  not  be  given  by  the  parish  ;  it  was 
then  the  duty  of  the  guardians  to  scruti- 
nize these  cases,  and  if  they  thought  the 
relatiyes  of  the  sick  person  had  the  means 
of  supplying  relief,  then  they  should  refuse 
the  assistance  of  the  parish  doctor.     Un- 
doubtedly, if  the  sick  poor  required  parish 
relief,  it  ought  to  be  afforded  them  in  the 
most  humane  and  efficient  manner ;  and 
he  hoped  improvements  would  be  made  in 
the  administration  of  the  law  in  that  re- 
spect,  and  that  due  vigilance  would  be 
exercised  to  secure  that  the  attendance  on 
the  sick  poor  should  he  as  good  as  it  ought 
to  he.     Then,  again,  as  to  the  aged  poor, 
it  was  obvious  that,  if  they  gave  relief 
indiscriminately  to  aged  persons,  they  took 
away  all  inducement  to  lay  by  money  as 
a  provision  for  old  age,  and  would  teach 
them  to  look  upon  the  whole  wealth  of  the 
country  as  their  insurance  fund  for  the 
time  of  infirmity  and  old  age.     If  that 
were  not  guarded  against,  they  would  fall 
back  into  that  system  of  universal  pauper- 
ism  from  which  they  only  emerged  by 
means  of  the  new  Poor  Law.     There  was 
a  great   tendency  among    the  industrial 
poor  to  slide  into  the  position  of  paupers. 
This  argument  was  used  among  them — 
•*  Why  should  we  work  hard  to  maintain 
our  families,  when  we  see  parish  assistance 
given  to  other   men  who   are  as  able  as 
we  are  to  support  their  families?"      He 
contended  that  one  of  the  duties  of  Boards 
of  Guardians  was  to  see  that  the  interest 
of  the  industrious  and  deserving  poor  was 
properly  cared  for.     He  meant  that  they 
should  not  be  put  in  a  position  in  which 
they  could  justly  complain  of  the  relief 
that  was  given.     It  was  a  mistake  to  sup- 
pose that  the  burden  of  the  Poor  Law  fell 
only  on  the  rich — it  fell  very  heavily  on 
the  poor  also.    He  had  frequently  met  with 
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poor  persons  who  remonstrated  against  tht 
relief  given  to  persons  who,  they  said,  wer 
perfectly  able  to  maintain  themselves.  Th 
poorer  ratepayers  were  as  jealous  as  an; 
class  of  the  community  about  relief  beinj 
granted  where  it  was  not  really  deserved 
These  were  feelings  which  it  ^as  desirabl 
to  encourage,  and  he  trusted  that,  in  con 
sidering  any  alteration  in  the  administra 
tion  of  the  Poor  Law,  they  would  be  care 
fully  borne  in  mind.  He  wished,  however 
to  be  understood  as  being  entirely  in  fa 
vour  of  such  improvements  in  the  adminie 
tration  of  the  system  as  would  insure  tha 
the  assistance  which  must  be  given  should 
be  given  in  the  best  and  most  effectiv 
manner  possible,  and  as  opposed  to  an; 
economy  wL.ch  n)ight  produce  hardship  o 
insufficiency  of  relief.  lie  believed  tha 
in  many  parts  of  the  country  there  ha( 
been  neglect  in  that  matter.  He  though 
there  ought  to  be  more  supervision  exer 
cised  on  the  part  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
and  that  not  merely  on  the  plea  of  econamy 
but  to  introduce  efficiency  and  to  preven 
those  hardships  in  the  administration  o 
the  law  which,  if  not  prevented,  might  bi 
used  as  arguments  hereafter  for  the  sub 
version  of  the  whole  system.  Thinking 
that  our  Poor  Law  ought  to  be  main tai nee 
on  its  present  principles,  he  hoped  that  hi 
might  be  excused  for  making  these  feM 
remarks. 

The  Duke  of  CLEVELAND  said,  thai 
the  Poor  Law  could  not  be  carried  out  ic 
the  present  day  with  the  stringency  whicli 
was  originally  contemplated ;  and  no  one 
who  had  attended  to  the  subject  could 
doubt  that  a  very  great  change  had  within 
the  last  few  years  occurred  in  its  adminis- 
tration.  There  could  now,  in  the  great 
majority  of  cases,  be  no  just  complaint 
that  the  workhouses  were  not  suited  to 
their  purpose  or  were  inadequately  pro- 
vided for  the  comfort  of  their  inmates.  To 
his  own  knowledge  there  were  workhouses 
which  had  become  not  hospitals,  but  what 
the  French  called  hospiceSf  where  the  in* 
mates  obtained  a  great  deal  more  comfort 
than  people  of  the  same  class  out  of  them. 
Special  care  should,  he  thought,  be  taken 
that  too  great  an  extension  was  not  given 
to  that  change.  Endeavours  should  be 
made  to  keep  down  vagrancy  by  giving 
what  relief  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
vagrants,  but  nothing  beyond  that.  Houses 
had  been  hired  in  some  cases  expressly  for 
the  purpose  of  receiving  vagrants,  and 
this  was  a  better  system  than  taking  them 
into  the  workhouse.     Union  rating  had 


107 


MoiMtary 


(LORDS! 


Cof^fermce  {Paris). 


lOS" 


the  moment  saspended  the  choice  of  a 
plan  was  this — A  competition  was  invited, 
which  was  responded  to  by  a  certain  num- 
ber of  architects  —  eight  or  nine  —  who 
sent  in  plans,  which  were  publicly  ex- 
hibited. Before  they  were  sent  in,  a 
memorandum  was  drawn  up  of  the  terms 
on  which  the  exhibition  was  to  be  held ; 
and  it  was  that  referees  should  be  appointed 
by  the  Treasury,  who  were  to  determine 
to  which  of  the  plans  exhibited  the  award 
of  superior  execution  ought  to  be  given. 
The  referees  who  were  charged  with  this 
duty  were  unable  to  agree  that  any  one 
of  the  plans  exhibited  in  competition  was 
the  best ;  but  they  selected  two,  and  made 
an  award  that  they  thought  the  interior 
plan  of  one  of  the  competitors  and  the 
exterior  plan  of  another  were  the  best. 
That  award  having  been  made,  some  of 
the  unsuccessful  competitors  objected  to  it 
as  being  beyond  the  power  of  the  referees. 
They  said — **  We  entered  into  competition 
each  one  against  every  other,  but  not  into 
competition  with  the  joint  production  of 
two  others.''  In  the  memorandum  of  the 
terms  of  competition  it  was  stated  that 
any  matter  in  dispute  should  be  referred 
to  the  decision  of  the  Attorney  General. 
That  had  been  done,  and  he  believed  the 
reference  was  still  going  on.  Until  it 
was  concluded,  it  would  not  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Commissioners  for  the  erection 
of  the  Palace  of  Justice  to  take  any  steps 
in  regard  to  the  selection  of  any  plan. 
Ho  hoped  that  before  long  the  reference 
would  be  terminated,  and  that  the  Com- 
missioners would  then  be  allowed  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  erection  of  the  building. 

MONETARY   CONFERENCE  (PARIS). 

ADDBESS  FOR  A   FAFEB. 

Earl  FORTESCUE,  in  moving— 

**  That  an  humble  Address  bo  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  to  request  that  Her  Mnjestj  will  be  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  order  that  there  bo  laid  before 
this  House,  the  Proceedings  of  the  International 
Monetary  Conference  held  in  Paris,  June  1867  ; 
and  to  call  Attention  to  the  Report  adopted  by 
the  International  Conference  on  Weights,  Mea- 
sures, and  Coins,  hold  in  Paris,  June  1807/'— 

said,  that  the  account  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  Monetary  Congress  held  at  Paris  was 
exceedingly  interesting.  It  clearly  showed 
the  loss  of  time  caused  by  the  existing 
system,  and  of  that  labour  the  loss  of 
which  was  the  loss  of  wealth  to  the  com- 
merce of  the  world.  The  matter  was  one 
of  importance  to  every  civilized  nation, 
and  perhaps  to  none  more  than  to  that 
which  stood  at  the  head  of  the  commercial 
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nations  of  the  world.  There  were  now 
several  foreign  nations,  including  the  Da* 
nubian  Principalities,  the  source  of  a  great 
part  of  our  corn  importations,  the  Brazils* 
and  several  South  American  States,  among^ 
whom  the  use  of  the  metric  system  in  its 
entirety  was  compulsory.  When  he  re- 
minded their  Lordships  that  among  a  po- 
pulation of  146,000,000  of  the  most  civi> 
lized  nations  of  the  world  the  use  of  the 
metric  system  was  compulsory,  and  that 
our  trade  in  imports  and  exports  with 
these  States  amounted  to  no  less  than 
£180,000,000  annually,  they  would  allow 
that  a  case  had  been  made  out  for  assimi- 
lating to  this  more  perfect  system  our 
own  most  confused,  inconvenient,  and  ano- 
malous system  of  weights  and  measures. 
There  were  other  States,  containing  a  po- 
pulation of  70,000,000,  whose  systems  of 
weights  and  measures  had  been  more  or 
less  assimilated  to  the  metric  system.  Over 
and  above  these,  there  were  two,  great 
commercial  nations — the  United  States  of 
America  and  this  country — in  which  the 
use  of  the  metric  system  was  permissive  ; 
but  in  our  own  case  in  the  least  satisfactory 
method.  By  the  English  law  no  weights 
or  measures  could  be  lawfully  used  which 
were  unstamped  ;  but  there  was  no  autho- 
rity in  any  public  Department  to  stamp 
these  weights  or  measures  according  to  the 
metric  system,  so  as  to  enable  them  to  be 
used  without  exposing  the  users  to  a  pe- 
nalty. The  United  States  had  in  like 
manner  made  the  use  of  metric  weights 
and  measures  permissiyc;  but  they  had 
gone  a  great  deal  further.  Far  from  re- 
fusing to  stamp  these  weights  and  mea- 
sures, the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  was 
authorized  and  invited  to  furnish  each 
State  of  the  Union  with  a  series  of  weights 
and  measures  on  the  metric  system,  and 
the  Director  of  the  Post  Office  had  pro- 
vided the  Post  Office  with  postal  balances 
for  foreign  letters,  graduated  in  metric 
grammes.  The  metric  83'8tem  was,  in 
fact,  viewed  with  constantly  increasing 
favour  in  the  United  States.  The  metrical 
system  was  at  present  being  used  by  vari- 
ous communities,  numbering  150,000,000 
persons,  and  the  lieport  which  had  been 
come  to  by  the  International  Congress 
had  been  assented  to  by  representatives 
of  twenty  different  Governments.  Mr. 
Hoffman  had  declared  that  a  consequence 
of  the  diversity  in  systems  of  weights  and 
measures  works  on  chjmistry  were  sealed 
books  to  foreigners,  although  the  language 
in  which  they  were  written  was  under- 
stood by  the    reader.      Merohants   were 
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ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  BILL  [h.L.] 
A  Bill  for  EDnexing  Conditions  to  the  Appoint- 
ment of  Persons  to  OflElces  in  certain  Schools — 
Was  presented  bj  The  Lord  PaxsiDXirT  ;  read  1*. 
(No.  08.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Seven 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  half- 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  May  12,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— Sblbct  Committbs — On    County 
Financial  Arrangements.  Lord  Edward  Caven- 
dish and  Mr.  Dent  added. 
Report^Uouae  of   Commons  (Arrangements). 
[No.  265.] 

SvvFLY  ^eontidered  in  Committee — Resolutions 
[May  lY]  reported. 

PuBLio  Bills  —  First  Reading  —  Promissory 
Oaths*  (113). 

Second  Reading — Stockbrokers  (Ireland)  [lOi]; 
Military  at  Elections  (Ireland)  [05],  debate 
adjourned;  Customs  and  Income  Tax*  [108] ; 
Exchequer  Bonds  (£1,600,000).* 

Committee — County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdic- 
tion) (i<tf*comm.)  [94]. 

Report — County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction) 
{re-comm,)  [94]. 

COLONIAL   BISHOPS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  with  reference  to  Parliamentary 
Paper  No.  575,  of  Session  1867,  Whether 
that  Paper  correctly  describes  the  Bishop- 
ric of  Columbia  as  endowed  with  property 
derived  from  a  benefaction  of  Miss  Burdett 
Coutts  ;  whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the 
Bishoprics  of  Adelaide  and  Capetown  have 
been  endowed  in  like  manner  by  the  same 
donor  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Return 
might  not  with  propriety  be  amended  so 
as  to  describe  the  three  foundations  with 
the  same  correctness  and  precision  ? 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  replied  that  the  Paper 
in  question  was  compiled,  as  all  other  such 
Papers  were,  from  Returns  furnished  by 
the  Governors  of  the  different  Colonies. 
The  Governor  of  British  Columbia  gave 
more  details  than  were  contained  in  the 
Returns  from  Adelaide  and  Capetown.  In 
these  two  Returns  no  statement  of  Miss 
Coutts 's  endowment  of  £17,500  for  each 
place  had  been  made.  The  Colonial  Office 
had,  however,  obtained  information  on  the 
point  from  the  Society  for  the  Propagation 
of  the  Gospel,  and  an  amended  Return 
would  be  laid  on  the  table. 


IRELAND  — THE    CATHOLIC    UNIVER- 
SITY.— QUESTION. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, When  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  draft  of  the  Charter  Her 
Majesty's  Government  propose  to  grant  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  University  of  Ireland? 

The  Earl  op  MAYO  :  A  correspon- 
dence has  taken  place  between  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  and  the  two  prelates 
appointed  at  the  meeting  of  the  Irish 
Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  held  in  Dublin 
to  communicate  with  the  Government  on 
the  part  of  the  Archbishops  and  Bishops. 
That  correspondence  is  now  nearly  com- 
plete ;  and  it  will  be  my  duty,  I  hope  in 
a  few  days,  to  lay  it  on  the  table  of  the 
House.  No  steps  will  be  taken  as  re^^ards 
a  Charter  for  the  Catholic  University  till 
the  House  is  in  possession  of  the  corres- 
pondence. 

THE  RITUAL  COMMISSION. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  WALDEGRAVE-LESLIE  said, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Why  the  Second 
Report  of  the  Ritual  Commission,  which 
was  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House  on 
the  30th  April,  by  command  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty, has  not  yet  been  distributed  among 
Members,  and  how  soon  it  will  bo  in  their 
hands  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  replied 
that  he  was  informed  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  thot  the  reason  of  the 
delay  was,  that,  attached  to  the  Report, 
there  was  a  large  blue  book  of  obout  300 
pages.  He  believed,  however,  that  it  would 
be  delivered  to  Members  to-morrow. 


ARMY— FORTIFICATIONS  —  DOCKYARDS 
AND  NAVAL  ARSENALS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  0*BEIRNE  soid,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther he  will  place  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Statement  of  the  several  Con- 
tracts entered  into  and  still  unfinished  for 
work  connected  with  or  for  the  purposes  of 
the  proposed  Fortifications  for  the  defence 
of  the  Dockyards  and  Naval  Arsenals,  &c., 
of  the  United  Kingdom  and  the  Colonies, 
showing  the  date  of  each  Contract  ;  the 
nature  of  the  work  to  be  executed  or  ma- 
terial to  be  provided  ;  the  total  amount  to 
bo  paid  ;  the  extent  of  work  executed  or 
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qaett  of  the  people  to  annex  them,  the 
Free  State  being  a  party  to  the  traosac- 
tion  by  agreeing  to  the  boundary,  and  the 
Basutos  agreeing  to  such  taxation  as  should 
make  their  annexation  entail  no  additional 
charge  on  the  Governroent  of  Natal.  As 
to  what  events  have  precipitated  measures, 
we  have  not  yet  received  any  explanation. 
The  reports  from  the  spot  which  have 
reached  the  newspapers  are  certainly  highly 
coloured  and  distorted,  bat  the  Boers'  in- 
vasion and  devastation  of  Basuto-land  have 
probably  been  the  cause  of  hastening  and 
necessitating  measures  of  precaution.  Sir 
Philip  Wodehouse  has  moved  up  to  the 
spot  with  the  Cape  Mounted  Police,  and 
with  no  other  force,  but  he  has  delayed 
forwarding  his  communications.  We  hear, 
however,  that  he  has  been  well  received, 
even  in  Dutch  quarters.  As  soon  as  de- 
spatches are  received  from  him  the  whole 
Correspondence  shall  be  laid  upon  the  table 
of  the  House. 


IMPORTATION  OF  .CATTLE. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  CORRANGE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Education,  Whether  the  ex- 
emption contemplated  in  favour  of  Spanish 
or  Portuguese  Cattle  landed  at  Liverpool 
or  Southampton  will  extend  to  their  ad- 
mission into  the  Islington  Market  subse- 
quently to  the  separation  of  the  Markets 
by  the  Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market 
Bill? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  replied 
that  the  markets  had  not  yet  been  sepa- 
rated by  the  Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle 
Market  Bill,  as  the  Bill  had  not  become 
an  Act.  When  the  occasion  arose,  he  had 
no  doubt  it  would  be  considered  by  the 
Privy  Council.  In  the  meanwhile,  he  must 
decline  to  answer  a  hypothetical  Question. 

ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  RAILWAYS. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  HORSFALL  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trado,  If  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Railways  has  received  the  con- 
sideration of  Her  Majesty's  Government ; 
and  whether  they  are  prepared  to  intro- 
duce legislative  measures  founded  thereon  ? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  had  given  most 
serious  and  careful  attention  to  the  Report 
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of  the  Commissioners,  and  a  large  portion 
of  the  Government  Bill  brought  in  by  the 
President,  which  was  in  an  advanced  stage 
elsewhere,  and  would  be  shortly  laid  before 
that  House,  was  based  on  recommenda- 
tions contained  in  that  Report.  There 
were,  however,  several  suggestions  not  in- 
cluded in  the  Bill  of  this  Session.  Some 
very  important  ones  with  reference  to  Pri- 
vate Bill  legislation  seemed  to  be  rather 
within  the  province  of  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  ;  others  to  be  matter  of  ar- 
rangement for  railway  companies  them- 
selves; while  others,  such  as  the  recom- 
mendation of  prosecutions  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  the  Government  could  not  adopt 
without  further  information  and  considera- 
tion. 


PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS.— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  he  rose  to  move 
the  Resolution  of  which  he  had  given  No- 
tice. The  subject  was  one  of  great  import- 
ance, and  well  deserved  the  attention  of  the 
House.  Unless  there  were  some  means  of 
controlling  the  public  expenditure,  it  would 
be  very  easy  for  the  Government  to  ask  a 
larger  sum  for  a  popular  purpose  than  was 
required,  and  to  apply  the  surplus  to  a 
less  popular  branch  of  the  service.  Ac- 
cordingly, at  the  end  of  each  Session 
the  Appropriation  Act  was  passed,  and 
an  examination  of  the  accounts  was,  of 
course,  necessary  to  see  that  the  require- 
ments of  the  House  had  been  complied 
with.  Up  to  a  recent  period  the  audit 
had  been  conducted  by  and  on  behalf  of 
the  Treasury  ;  but  in  1856  the  Committee 
of  Public  Moneys  was  appointed,  and  va- 
rious irregularities  were  brought  to  light, 
which  induced  the  Committee  to  recom- 
mend that  the  system  of  audit  should  be 
altered,  and  that  it  should  be  transferred 
from  the  control  of  the  Treasury  to  that 
of  the  House.  In  1866  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament was  passed  altering  the  system, 
and  expressly  laying  down  the  principle 
that  the  audit  of  public  accounts  should  be 
made  on  behalf  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  was  perfectly  clear  that  the  relative  po- 
sitions of  the  Audit  Department  and  of  the 
Treasury  were  thereby  altered.  The  Trea- 
sury now  stood  in  the  same  relation  to 
the  House  of  Commons  as  the  Accounting 
Department  before  did  to  the  Treasury, 
and  the  Audit  Department  now  stood  in 
the  same  relation  to  the  House  of  Commons 
as  it  formerly  did  to  the  Treasury.  The 
House  of  Commons  fouud  the  money,  and 
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Treasury  and  the  ex-Secretary— and  ihej 
represented  tlie  men  who  were  to  be  put  on 
their  trial.  There  were  also  independent 
Members  on  the  Committee,  like  the  hon. 
Member  for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Hankey) ; 
but  these  Gentlemen  could  not  be  expected 
to  devote  their  whole  time  to  the  examination 
of  the  public  accounts.  What  ho  wished  to 
Bugt^est  instead  of  the  present  system  was 
the  appointment  of  a  Standing  Committee  of 
the  House,  who  should  have  the  Audit  De- 
partment under  their  direct  control.  The 
Auditor  General  would  be  their  officer,  and 
would  bo  in  direct  communication  with 
them;  and  they  would  then  have  some  hope 
of  knowing  where  deviations  from  the  Ap- 
propriation Act  had  occurred  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  finances  of  the  country. 
It  had  been  said  that  this  was  a  moribund 
Parliament,  and  that  it  represented  an  ex- 
piring Constitution.  For  his  part  he  did  not 
look  with  any  apprehension  to  the  result  of 
the  Bill  of  last  Session  —  although  they 
should  look  forward  to  great  changes.  But 
it  was  desirable,  he  thought,  to  point  out  to 
the  new  Parliament — who  would  be  new  to 
the  work— that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  pre- 
sent House,  the  present  machinery  of  the 
Audit  Department  was  defective  in  the  re- 
spects pointed  out  by  his  Kesolution.  He 
hoped  to  have  the  support  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  views  which  he  now  advocated, 
and  which  were,  indeed,  admirably  sum- 
marized  in  a  speech  made  by  the  present 
Prime  Minister,  in  April  1856,  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  An  audit  administration  should  bo  complete 
and  independent.  The  whole  accounts  of  the 
country  should  be  placed  under  its  control,  and  it 
ought  to  be  responsible  directly  to  that  House."— 
[3  Hamard,  cxli.  700.] 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER,  in  seconding 
the  Motion,  said,  he  had  always  been  of 
opinion  that  the  Act  of  1866  was  a  mis- 
take, and  had  been  founded  on  wrong 
principles.  One  great  objection  to  it  was 
that  it  united  together  two  functions  that 
ought  never  to  have  been  combined  — 
namely,  the  office  of  Controller  General 
of  the  Exchequer  with  that  of  Auditor 
General.  The  Controller  General  was  the 
chief  accountant  of  the  Crown  —  all  the 
public  monies  stood  in  his  name  ;  but  no 
accountant  ought  to  be  an  auditor.  Take 
the  case  of  any  public  company  or  great 
commercial  establishment.  What  would 
be  thought  if  the  person  to  audit  the  ac- 
counts; was  the  cashier  of  the  company  ? 
Would  a  gentleman  allow  his  accounts  to 
be  audited  by  the  stenrard  who  received  his 
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rents;  or  a  shopkeeper  employ  to  audit  his 
accounts  the  man  who  had  the  control  of 
the  till?  It  was  absurd,  then,  that  the 
accountant  of  the  Crown  should  be  also  the 
chief  and,  indeed,  the  only  auditor  of 
public  accounts.  That  was  a  fundamen- 
tally vicious  system.  It  appeared  also  to 
him  that  the  Audit  Department,  to  be 
efficient,  should  be  a  great  and  powerful 
Department  —  directly  responsible  to  the 
House,  and  having  complete  control  over 
the  business  it  had  to  do,  and  not  a  subor- 
dinate Department.  The  Court  or  Cham- 
ber of  Accounts  at  Paris  was  not  a  subor- 
dinate Department  of  the  State  ;  it  was 
what  was  called  a  Sovereign  Court.  Besides 
its  mere  accounting  power  it  had  a  judicial 
power  over  accountants,  might  order  them 
to  bring  in  their  accounts  at  particular 
times,  prescribe  by  what  vouchers  and 
other  documents  those  accounts  should  be 
supported,  and  so  forth.  This  seemed  to 
him  to  be  a  model  accounting  system.  It 
had  been  laid  down  on  high  authority  that 
every  Department  should  have  a  complete 
control  over  its  own  business ;  but  the 
Board  of  Audit  formerly,  and  the  Account- 
ant General  now,  had  no  such  power. 
Accounts  were  sent  in,  and,  if  anything 
was  wrong,  it  was  queried  and  sent  back; 
but  there  was  no  power  of  compelling  the 
Auditor  to  answer  queries;  and,  in  case  of 
default,  there  must  be  a  reference  to  the 
Treasury,  who  would  instruct  the  Attorney 
General  to  proceed  against  the  accountant. 
There  was  another  defect.  Sometimes 
the  Board  of  Audit  were  very  much 
encumbered  with  business  ;  at  other  times 
it  had  scarcely  anything  to  do.  The  rea- 
son was  because  the  Board  of  Audit  had 
no  power  to  regulate  its  own  business,  to 
prescribe  the  times  at  which  the  account- 
ants should  bring  in  their  accounts,  or  to 
compel  them,  unless  by  a  roundabout  pro- 
cess, to  produce  documents  or  vouchers,  or 
to  answer  questions.  They  might  make 
an  order  on  the  accountants ;  but,  if  the 
accountants  did  not  obey,  there  was  no 
remedy.  They  might  call  the  spirits  ;  but, 
if  the  spirits  did  not  come,  they  could  do 
nothing.  Therefore  the  Audit  Department 
was  practically  impotent  to  perform  its 
duties,  as  it  was  in  the  hands  of  the  ac- 
countants and  of  the  Treasury,  Now,  the 
Audit  Board  ought  to  have  the  power — if 
necessary,  by  taking  him  into  custody— to 
compel  an  accountant  to  appear  before 
them.  They  ought  to  have  a  power  simi- 
lar to  that  of  the  Courts  of  Law  of  com- 
mitting for  contempt.     He  was  convinced 
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the  proposal  that  he  should  nominate  his  cheoking  the  accounts  of  any  Department  by  of 

own  clerks,  it  must  he  remembered  that  jers  placed  in  that  DepartmeDt,  tbat  these  o»je 

he  had  no  communication  with  the  House,  ^f  ""J  ^  ."J^  ^^^  "^  that  Department." 

He  would  necessarily,  therefore,  have  to  ^'••.  RomiHy  s  opmions  on  this  subject  wei 

apply  to  some  Department  for  their  sala-  entitled  to  great  consideration.  Alteratioi 

ries,   and  to  what  Department  could   he  ^ad  since  been  made,  and  the  Audit  Boai 

apply  but  to  the  Treasury  ?     Under  the  "^T   exercised   an  important   function 

present  system  the  clerks  were  appointed  «ee»ng  that  all  expenditure  was  in  confo 

by  the  Government,  who  were  responsible  ^^^^  with  Acts  of  Parliament.     It  migl 

to   Parliament,   and    their  salaries   were  °«  eaid  that  this  was  a  mere  matter  « 

voted  by  the  House.     Thus   Parliament  ^^\^'     ^^^^  Monteagle  s  experience  ce 

had  really  more  control  over  these  officers  *f  »«^y  ^»»  *»  *^®  ^^!'^\^''J  •  ^^^  '"  ^^^  '^" 

than  if  they  were  appointed  by  the   Au-  ^®»"®   ^®''®  l^''^\^}   differences  with  tl 

ditor  General,  independent  of  Parliament.  Treasury.     And  if  control  and  supervisic 

Several  years    used    formerly    to   elapse  ^®'"®  «ecessary  in  the  days  when  the  Cor 

before  the  application  of  the  sums  voted  ^^^^^^^  General  and  the  Audit  Board  wer 

by  Parliament  could  be  entirely  tested  ;  Bfparate,  it  was  much  more  necessary  no' 

but  he  believed  that  during  one  Session  ^^^^  *»'««o  two  Departments  were  unitec 

the   expenditure  of  the  previous  Session  f/^fy    Opposition  found  fault    with  th 

was  now  thoroughly  audited  and  laid  before  Ministerial  Estimates  ;  but  when  they  i 

the  House.     He  believed  this  point  had  t"'*°  succeeded  to  power,  the  tendency  wa 

been  nearly  reached,  and  it  ought,  at  all  ^'7*^*  *?  increase,  and  not  to  diminisl 

events,  to  be  aimed  at.     With  regard  to  ^be  people  of  this  country  wanted  to  knoi 

the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer,  Control-  ^he   reason   why  expenditure,  which  wa 

lers  had  very  different  functions  in  different  ^^^^3^  represented  m  the  first  instance  a 

Departments,  and  that  officer  had  nothing  ^^^''^'y  temporary,  was  suffered  to  becom< 

to  do  with  the  expenditure.     All  he  had  permanent,  and  they  called,  and  would  cal 

to  do  was  to  satisfy  himself,  before  the  "l^^*".®   strongly  hereafter,  for  an  account 

Treasury  could   draw  Is.  of  tho  annual  distinctly  stated.     The  necessity  for  some 

supply  from  the  Bank  of  England,  that  it  "^partial  and  external  audit  wos  evident 

had  been  authorized  by  Act  of  Parliament,  ^his  might  be  thought  a  small  matter  ;  bul 

He  admitted  that  the  accounts  might  be  the  real  fact  was  that  all  attempts  at  im- 

simplified  and  rendered  more  intelligible ;  provenient  had  been  but  grodual  and  tenta- 

but  there  was  no  ground  for  regarding  the  t;ve  since  m  1780  the  great  jobbery  of  that 

present  arrangement  as  a  retrograde  one,  ^^J  ^^^^  attracted  the  attention  of  Burke 

or  for  supposing  that  the  system  proposed  P®^®  ^^^  »till  room  for  more  improvement, 

by  his  bon.  Friend  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  would  be  ^t  was  very  easy  to  those  versed  in  figures 

an  improvement.  to  make  an  account  appear  perfectly  fair. 

Mr.    POLLARD  -  URQUHART  said,  "^^^^^  ^^^  the  time  it  covered  very  gross 

that,  having  read  with  some  attention  the  extravagances.       The  hon.   Member   for 

evidence  token  before  the  Public  Moneys  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  had  rendered  good 

Committee,  he  felt  inclined  to  concur  in  service  in  calling  attention  to  the  matter, 

the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  ««^  ^^^  »^<>">^  certainly  support  him  if  he 

(Mr.  Dillwyn)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  went  to  a  division. 

Dundalk  (Sir  George  Bowyer)  rather  than       .^^R-  WHITE  said,  he  was  much  sur- 

those  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  P"*«^  that  the  language  of  the  hon  Mem- 

(Mr.  Hankey).     Mr.  Romilly,  in  his  evi-  *>er  for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Houkey)  varied 

deuce  before  that  Committee,  said—  ^o  widely  from  what  it  was  a  little  time 

"If  a  subordinate  officer  were  placed  at  the  ^S^'  ^°  this  very  question.  The  present 
Treasury  for  the  purpose  of  audit,  it  would  be  a  system  Of  audit  was  established  under  the 
system  that  could  hardly  command  confidence.  Act  of  1866  (29  &  30  Vict,,  c.  39)  "An 
and  certainly  would  not  be  entitled  to  it.  There  Act  tO  Consolidate  the  Duties  of  the  Ex- 
is  a  very  great  difficulty  in  a  Board  checking  the  chequer  and  Audit  Departments  ;  to  rcgu- 
great  public  Departments.  ...  In  the  case  ii.ir>  -^nfi  it  r 
of  the  army  and  navy  accounts  there  is  an  appeal  late  the  Receipt,  Custody,  and  Issue  of 
to  the  superior  authority  of  the  Treasury,  and  Public  Moneys,  and  to  provide  for  the 
the  Treasury  themselves  have  the  power  of  de-  Audit  of  the  Accounts  thereof."  When 
ciding  on  disputed  points.  The  check  is  one  that  Bill  was  read  a  second  time  the  horx 
over  which  the  Treasury  have  full  control.  .  .  .  if««^K««  t^^  P^#«..K.x*«..«u  *oM  <<  u  .». 
The  check  would  be  very  different  if  it  were  to  Member  for  Peterborough  said  -  it  was 
be  exercised  not  by,  or  on  behalf  of,  the  Trea-  practically  an  abolition  ot  all  control  over 
sury,  but  over  them.    There  \3  always  a  risk  in  the  issues  of  Votes  in  Supply."     And  he 
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43,  any  Accountant  dissatisfied  with  any 
disallowance  or  charge  in  his  accounts  made 
by  the  Auditor-General  may  appeal  from 
his  decision  to  the  Treasury,  who  may  di- 
rect the  relief  of  the  apellant,  wholly  or  in 
part.  And  the  same  Clause  declares  that 
*'  the  Controller  and  Auditor  General  shall 
govern  himself  accordinr^ly."  He  would 
then  ask  ^as  it  not  absurd  to  pretend  that 
the  present  system  of  public  audit  was  a 
valid  and  efficient  one  ?  With  perfect  con- 
fidence in  the  integrity  of  the  present  Con- 
troller and  Auditor  General  (Sir  William 
Dunbar)  he  could  not  help  fearing,  mayhap 
some  years  hence,  there  mip^ht  be  some 
startling  evidence  of  the  inefficacy  of  the 
present  method  of  check  and  supervision 
of  the  public  expenditure.  Some  of  his 
hearers  could  not  already  have  forgotten  the 
gigantic  Exchequer  fraud  perpetrated  by 
Beaumont  Smith.  Besides,  he  (Mr.  White) 
must  remind  tho  House  that  some  men,  and 
'even  officials  too,  have  very  misty  notions 
of  what  were  the  functions  or  duties  of 
an  auditor.  A  remarkable  instance  came 
under  the  cognizance  of  the  House  only  a 
few  years  back.  The  auditor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster — although  holding  a  patent 
office — was  summarily  dismissed  because 
he  required  to  know  whether  the  balance 
alleged  to  be  lying  at  the  banker's  was 
really  in  their  hands — the  neglect  of  which 
simple  precaution,  by  the  way,  enabled 
Pullinger  to  rob  the  Union  Bank  of 
£250.000.  The  Attorney  General  of  the 
Duchy  was  asked  by  the  Committee  whe- 
ther the  auditor,  if  called  upon  by  a  Minute 
of  the  Chancellor,  or  Council  of  the  Duchy, 
to  sign  a  bill  or  document  which,  to  his 
knowledge,  was  a  misappropriation  of  the 
property,  or  contained  any  fraudulant  act 
upon  the  property  of  the  Duchy  should  do 
80,  on  tne  mere  production  of  the  Minute. 
The  answer  of  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
Duchy  was— 

**  Tes;  I  have  no  doubt,  in  his  pure  character  of 
auditor,  although  he  was  aware  the  Chancellor 
had  either  committed  a  fraud  in  pawing  the  Reso- 
lution, or  had  been  imposed  upon  by  fraud ;  if  the 
Chancellor  persisted  in  the  Minute,  it  would  be 
the  auditor's  duty  to  sign  it." 

He  had  said  enough,  but  ho  trusted  in  no 
carping  or  captious  spirit.  His  sincere 
desire  was  to  secure  such  a  system  of  pub- 
lic audit  as  should  deserve  the  public  confi- 
dence. The  House  should  not  forget  what 
had  happened,  and  what  might  happen, 
unless  proper  checks  and  safeguards  were 
provided  by  Parliament.  As  custodians  of 
the  public  purse  they  should  erer  remem- 

Mr.  WhiU 


her  the  terse  dictum  of  Lord  Lyndhurst, 
'*  That  jealousy,  not  conBdcnce,  is  the 
eternally  governing  principle  of  the  British 
Constitution.*' 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  it  was  right  that  the  House 
of  Commons  should  be  satisfied  that  the 
audit  of  the  public  accounts  should  be  en- 
tirely independent ;  but  had  any  case  been 
made  out  against  the  independence  of  the 
Audit  Department  ?  The  hon.  Member 
for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Hankey)  had  so 
fully  and  clearly  answered  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  on  that 
point,  that  he  (Mr.  Hankey)  had  relieved 
him  from  a  great  part  of  the  duty  which 
otherwise  it  would  have  been  incumbent  on 
him  to  perform.  There  seemed  to  be  some 
confusion  in  the  minds  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  made  tho  Motion,  and  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet  who  seconded  it,  as 
to  the  functions  of  Controller  and  Auditor 
General.  They  had  spoken  of  that  officer 
as  an  accountant  in  ono  capacity  and  an 
auditor  in  another.  Now,  he  did  not  un- 
derstand in  what  sense  the  Controller  and 
Auditor  General  was  an  accountant  [Sir 
George  Bowter  :  As  Controller  General 
he  is  an  accountant,  but  as  Auditor  he  is 
not  an  accountant.]  The  hun.  Member  for 
Swansea  said  that  the  whole  of  the  public 
money  was  paid  into  his  account  ;  no  doubt 
the  money  was  paid  into  the  Exchequer 
acccount ;  but  it  should  be  remembered 
that  the  Controller  and  Auditor  General 
had  not  the  power  of  drawing  money  from 
that  account.  The  Treasury  had  to  make 
application  to  the  Controller  and  Auditor 
General  ;  and  when  he  had  satisfied  himself 
of  tho  legality  of  the  demand,  he  gave  credit 
to  the  Treasury  for  a  certain  amount.  But 
when  that  was  done  it  was  the  Treasury, 
and  not  the  Controller  and  Auditor  General, 
who  were  concerned  with  the  issue  of  the 
money.  When  it  was  issued,  then  came  in 
the  function  of  the  Controller  and  Auditor 
General  as  Auditor,  to  see  that  the  money 
had  been  spent  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Appropriation  Act.  U 
appeared  to  him  that  there  was  now  a  very 
proper  and  stringent  system  of  check  ;  and, 
as  far  as  the  Act  had  been  tried,  he  must 
say  it  had  worked  well.  He  might  remark 
that  the  present  Government  were  not  re- 
sponsible for  that  Act,  which  was  intro- 
duced by  the  late  Government,  and  had 
received  the  sanction  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Accounts.  The  only  fault,  as  far 
as  he  was  aware,  to  be  found  with  the  Act, 
wad  that  the  alteration  which  it  introduced 
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the  Act,  the  House  would  gain  a  complete 
knowledge  of  the  manner  in  which  the  pub- 
He  money  had  been  expended.  At  present 
it  could  hardly  be  said  that  the  Act  was 
in  full  operation  ;  and  he  had  been  in- 
formed by  those  who  were  well  acquainted 
with  the  subject,  that  three  or  four  years 
would  probably  elapse  before  the  system 
got  into  perfect  working  order.  He  did 
not  say  that  it  might  not  be  necessary  to 
introduce  some  modifications  into  the  Act ; 
but  he  must  express  his  opinion  that  its 
principle  was  a  sound  one,  and  that,  as  far 
as  experienco  went  at  present,  it  had 
worked  remarkably  well. 

Mr.  O'REILLY  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  a  considerable  improvement  had  been 
effected  in  the  system  of  audit  by  the  Act 
of  1866,  for  which  the  country  was  mainly 
indebteJ  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire,  but  that  it 
was  still  in  some  respects  deBcient.  The 
Audit  Department  ought  to  be  an  indepen- 
dent one,  responsible  to  Parliament  alone, 
and  its  duty  should  be  to  see  that  the  money 
voted  in  the  House  of  Commons  was  applied 
to  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  voted. 
Therefore,  the  Audit  Department  should  be 
supreme  in  respect  of  audit  over  all  other 
Departments,  and  responsible  only  to  Par- 
liament. Within  his  own  Department  the 
Auditor  General  ought  to  be  supreme  and 
independent.  The  Select  Committee  re- 
commended that  the  Assistant  Auditor 
General  should  have  the  power  of  reporting 
separately  to  Parliament;  but  it  would 
have  been  most  undesirable  to  give  effect 
to  that  recommendation.  It  was  inconsis- 
tent with  one  of  the  main  objects  of  the 
measure,  which  was  to  substitute  individual 
responsibility  for  the  divided  responsibility 
of  a  Board.  The  proposal  was  a  sort  of 
compromise  between  two  things,  either  of 
which  alone  might  have  been  desirable; 
but  of  the  two  he  preferred  individual  re- 
sponsibility. The  matter  is  very  clearly 
stated  in  the  Correspondence  laid  before 
Parliament  last  year.     It  said— 

"  The  main  object  of  substituting  for  the  Board 
of  Audit  a  single  chief  with  supreme  authoritj  in 
tho  Department,  is  to  fix  the  whole  responsi- 
bility of  the  due  execution  of  all  the  duties  upon 
one  public  officer.  It  is  true  the  Bill  emerged 
from  the  Select  Committee  with  some  important 
alterations.  A  power  was  given  hy  it  to  tho 
Assistant  Controller  and  Auditor,  to  report 
jointly  with  tho  Auditor  General.  On  what 
grounds  this  change  was  proposed  by  the  Com- 
mittee it  was  difficult  to  say,  as  they  neither 
took  evidence  on  the  point,  or  made  any  allusion 
to  it  in  their  Report  to  the  House.  When  the 
Bill  came  back  in  its  amended  form  to  the  House, 

ITie  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequ^ 


it  was  pointed  out  by  several  Members,  and  amonf 
others  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ozfordshirt 
(Mr.  Henley)  that  the  proposal  to  assign  co-ordi 
nate  functions  to  the  assistant  officer  was  ineon 
sistent  with  the  measure  itself,  one  of  thepurpoee 
of  which  was  to  substitute  individunl  responsi 
bility  for  the  divided  action  of  a  Board.  Th( 
Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee  (Mr.  Bouverie 
represented  to  the  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exche<)Qe! 
the  desirableness,  on  public  grounds,  of  omittin| 
the  provision  in  question.  This  suggestion  roe 
with  Mr.  Gladstone's  ready  acquiescence,  as  it  wai 
an  admission  of  the  soundness  of  the  original  viewt 
of  the  Government — that  on  tho  supercession  o 
the  Board  of  Audit,  individual  responsibility  wsi 
the  only  altornativo  basis  upon  which  the  buaioesi 
of  the  Consolidated  Exchequer  and  Audit  Depart 
ment  oould  be  satisfactorily  conducted." 

It  did  not  seem  a  practicable  propo^^al  tc 
have  a  Standing  Committee  of  that  House 
associated  with  the  Anditor  Genernl,  whc 
would  be  able  to  throw  responsibilitj 
upon  them.  The  Auditor  General  shoulc 
be  the  supreme  and  final  authority  hj 
to  the  form  in  which  the  accounts  should 
be  made  out.  Much  was  said  of  **  Depart- 
mental audit;*'  but  that  was  simply  an 
Office  examination  of  accounts,  and  could 
not  be  spoken  of  in  the  sense  of  an  Appro- 
priation audit,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
see  that  money  was  spent  under  propei 
authority  from  the  Treasury.  The  audit 
of  the  India  Office  accounts  was  first  in- 
trusted to  an  auditor  at  JC200  a  year ;  a 
more  adequate  salary  had  since  been  paid, 
but  it  would  be  well  if  the  India  Office 
accounts  were  also  submitted  to  Parliamen- 
tary audit.  With  regard  to  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn),  he  thought  it  was  substan- 
tially right  in  its  spirit ;  but,  in  his  opinion, 
it  was  not  necessary  that  it  should  then  be 
pressed  lipon  the  consideration  of  tho 
House. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  on  a  question  which  had  been 
brought  forward  so  much  to  the  public 
advantage  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn).  Many  interesting  questions 
had  been  raised  in  the  debatCi  such  as  the 
audit  of  Indian  expenditure  and  other 
matters,  which  would  doubtless  be  again 
brought  forward  ;  but  he  would  confine 
himself  to  two — namely,  the  importance  of 
securing  in  the  Executive  Government  a 
proper  system  of  control  over  the  public 
expenditure,  and,  in  the  Audit  Department, 
a  proper  system  of  audit  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  House ;  and  these  two  things 
had  been  in  some  respects  a  little  confused. 
On  the  first  he  deprecated  the  language  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dundalk, 
who  said  the  House  should  be  jealous  of 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE  rose  to  make  an 

appeal  to  his  hon.  Friend.     He   begged 

him  to  observe  the  position  in  which  he 

proposed  to  place  the  House.     The  Motion 

consisted  of  two  Resolutions,  the  first  of 

which  was— 

"That  those  who  conduct  the  audit  of  Public 
Accounts  on  behalf  of  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  be  independent  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, and  directly  responsible  to  this  Ilouse." 

Now  that  was  a  proposition  which  was  full 
of  undeniable  and  sound  doctrine.  The 
Audit  Department  ought  to  act  on  the 
part  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  ought 
to  be  directly  responsible  to  that  House  so 
far  as  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  Executive 
Government  to  make  it.  It  was  impos- 
sible to  deny  that  proposition,  and  why, 
then,  should  his  hon.  Friend  make  the 
House  divide  upon  it?  The  only  course 
that  could  be  taken  against  his  hon.  Friend 
would  be  to  move  the  Previous  Question ; 
but  that  was  a  course  which  he  should  be 
loth  to  adopt,  as  it  would  seem  like  placing 
an  obstruction  in  the  way  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
whose  object  was  a  rational  one.  When 
once  the  House  had  got  a  fair  sample  of 
the  workinnr  of  the  Act  of  1866  in  the 
shape  of  the  accounts  produced  under  that 
Act,  then,  if  there  wns  a  sentiment  on  the 
part  of  his  hon.  Friend  or  the  House  that 
there  oujjht  to  be  further  inquiry  and  that 
further  legislation  might  be  needed,  he 
should  think  it  extremely  unwise  on  the 
part  of  the  Executive  to  place  any  obstacles 
in  the  way  ;  because  if  there  was  any 
jealousy  felt  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
that  jealousy  would  be  sure  to  be  stimulated 
by  any  resistance  of  the  Government,  even 
though  plausible  reasons  might  be  given 
for  that  ref^istanee.  If  a  portion  of  the 
representatives  of  the  people  entertained 
jealousy  and  suspicion  with  respect  to  the 
machinery  provided  for  auditing  the  public 
accounts,  the  existence  of  such  feelings 
would  be  a  good  reason  for  granting  any 
further  inquiry  which  might  be  demanded. 
But  his  hon.  Friend,  he  thought,  would 
see  that  it  was  not  desirable  for  the  dignity 
of  that  House  to  call  upon  it  to  assert  this 
first  proposition  as  an  abstract  Resolution  ; 
for  every  one,  whether  on  the  Opposition 
or  the  Treasury  Bench,  must  be  of  one 
mind  with  his  hon.  Friend  on  the  subject. 
The  second  Resolution,  as  a  matter  of 
fnct,  was  more  doubtful.  That  Resolution 
was — 

''  That,  inasmuch  as  the  appointment,  salaries, 
and  pensions  of  the  oflBoers  intrusted  with  the  con- 
duct of  such  audit  are  more  or  less  under  the 
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control  of  the  Treasury,  the  present  system  is  oq€ 
which  imperatively  calls  for  revision." 

Now,  the  words  '*  more  or  less  "  made  a 
very  important  difference,  for  if  the  salaries 
and  pensions  were  '*  more "  under  thf 
Treasury,  or,  in  other  words,  if  they  wen 
to  a  considerable  degree  under  it,  the  sys 
tem  might  call  for  revision.  But  if  thej 
were  but  little  under  the  Treasury,  th< 
call  for  revision  might  not  be  so  imperative 
The  House  had  not  really  got  the  facts  t( 
enable  it  to  judge  how  the  new  system  wa! 
working,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  verj 
disadvantageous  to  the  cause  which  hii 
hon.  Friend  had  taken  up  if  he  were  tc 
insist  on  the  House  giving  judgment  before 
the  materials  of  that  judgment  were  in 
their  hands.  He  hoped,  therefore,  his  hon, 
Friend  would  not  force  a  division  in  a  case 
in  which  the  apparent  weight  of  authorit} 
against  him  might  produce  an  effect  un- 
favourable to  the  object  he  had  in  view. 

Mr.  dillwyn  said,  he  could  not  re- 
sist the  appeal  which  had  been  made  to  him 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraicn. 

LOCAL  CHARGES  ON  REAL  PROPERTY. 

RESOLUTION. 

Sir  MASSBY  LOPES  said,  it  was  with 
no  little  diffidence  that  he  rose  to  move 
the  Resolution  that  stood  in  his  name. 
The  subject  to  which  it  referred  created 
DO  inconsiderable  interest  at  the  present 
time.  The  principle  which  it  involved 
was  grave  and  important;  and  should  it 
be  necessary  for  him  to  make  any  apology 
to  the  House  for  introducing  so  difficult  a 
question,  his  excuse  must  bo  that  for  many 
years  he  had  interested  himself  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  local  burdens  ;  that  he  had 
always  felt  strongly  the  injustice  of  the 
present  mode  of  assessing  them  ;  and  in 
the  western  counties,  in  which  he  resided, 
this  subject  had  been  very  ably  and  very 
anxiously  discussed.  He  advocated  this 
proposal  on  the  broad  principles  of  right 
and  justice.  He  wns  neither  animated  by 
any  party  or  political  spirit.  He  was  happy 
to  think  that  this  question  wns  quite  remote 
from  the  arena  of  party  politics.  Neither 
was  he  influenced  by  class  interests,  for  no 
man  in  that  House  felt  more  than  he  did 
that  the  prosperity  of  the  community  at 
large  depended  on  that  of  every  class  ; 
and  he  would  be  the  last  man  to  say  or  do 
anything  which  should  be  detrimental  to 
any  class  whatever.  The  Resolution  which 
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tlie  reign  of  Henry  VIII.  until  the  43rd  of 
Elizabeth,  and  he  contended  that  it  was  the 
language  of  reason,  of  justice,  and  of  policy. 
By  the  Act  of  43rd  Elizabeth,  passed  in  160 1 , 
howef er,  overseers  and  churchwardens  were 
empowered  to  assess  all  property  particular- 
ized therein,  the  contributions  being  made 
compulsory  and  parochial,  and  e?ery  parish, 
instead  of  every  inhabitant,  being  expected 
to  assist  according  to  ability.  That  basis 
had  undergone  no  alteration  for  nearly  300 
years,  and  personal  property  not  being 
mentioned  in  that  Act,  it  had  been  exempted 
from  taxation.  Judges  had  held  that  all 
property  to  be  asscRsable  must  be  local, 
visible,  and  productive,  and  money  and 
securities  for  money,  not  being  local,  had 
escaped  taxation.  There  had  been  many 
appeals  for  the  purpose  of  rating  personal 
property.  In  1775  the  Judges  gave  it  as 
their  opinion  that  stock-in-trade  was  as- 
sessable ;  but  it  had  never  been  practically 
or  only  partially  carried  out.  In  1840  an 
Act  of  exemption  was  passed,  and  stock- 
in-trade  had  been  exempt  ever  since.  He 
gave  no  opinion  whether  it  was  right  or 
desirable  to  assess  stock-in-trade;  there 
were  many  difficulties  in  the  way  which 
were  perhaps  insuperable.  But  was  it 
creditable  to  a  British  House  of  Commons 
for  thirty  years  to  pass  an  annual  Act  of 
exemption  rather  than  seriously  consider 
the  matter?  The  law  was  either  good  or 
bad  :  if  good,  it  should  be  enforced  ;  if  bad, 
it  should  be  modified.  The  Act  of  Eliza- 
beth might  be  said  to  have  dealt  with  the 
then  existing  state  of  things,  both  as 
regards  property  and  society.  Land  and 
houses  were  at  that  time  the  chief,  if  not 
the  only  source  of  wealth.  It  was  there- 
fore not  unreasonable  that  personal  pro- 
perty should  not  be  particularized.  How 
different  was  the  state  of  things  now  ! 
Real  property  was  not  more  than  one- third 
of  the  annual  income  of  the  country.  In 
1865  the  annual  rateable  value  of  property 
was  only  £90,000,000,  while  the  property 
ASisessed  to  the  income  tax  in  the  same  year 
was  valued  at  £290,000,000,  and  the  ag- 
gregate  annual  income  of  the  country  was 
upwards  of  £650,000,000  ;  for  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  incomes  under  £100  per 
annum  were  not  assessed.  But  the  local 
taxation  was  assessed  on  this  £90.000,000 
only ;  in  fact,  £6  out  of  every  £7  of  the 
annual  income  of  the  kingdom  escaped 
local  taxation,  and  paid  nothing  to  the 
relief  of  the  poor.  How  had  all  these 
large  incomes  from  personal  property  been 
acquired  ?  From  labour — from  laboar  of 
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poor  men — people  make  wealth.  All  capitf 
was  acquired  by  labour  ;  why,  then,  shoul 
not  wealth  thus  created  contribute  to  tb 
exigencies  of  the  State  and  the  relief  of  tb 
poor,  to  the  comfort  of  the  afflicted,  an 
maintenance  of  the  aged,  many  of  whoi 
had  worn  themselves  out,  and  spent  tb 
best  part  of  their  lives  in  acquiring  f( 
others  wealth  and  affluence  ?     The  preset 
state  of  things  was  most  anomalous.     Tl; 
overseer  called    on   every   small   cottag< 
holder  for  his  poor  rate,  although  he  wf 
little  better  off  than  those  for  whose  benef 
that  rate  was  collected.      They  were,  i 
fact,  rating  one  pauper  for  the  support  < 
another — robbing  Peter  to  pay  Paul ;  ye 
hard  by,  in  the  same  parish  probably,  ther 
lived  a  man  receiving  £1,000  a  year  wfc 
did  not  pay  a  farthing  towards  the  suppoi 
of  the  poor.     The  present  mode  of  assesi 
ment  was  most  impolitic  ;  it  tended  to  dii 
courage    improvements   in    land,   and   i 
diminish  produce,  thus  so  far  prejudicial! 
affecting  the  community  at  large.     A  ma 
purchasing  a  large  estate,  with  the  builc 
ings  dilapidated  and  the  land  undrainec 
invested  a  considerable  sum  in  the  necei 
sary  improvements,  and  was  immediatel 
assessed    on    those   improvements.      Wh 
should  he  pay  local  taxation  on  the  mone 
thus  invested  more  than  if  it  had  remained 
perhaps,  in  the  foreign  funds  ?     So  again 
a  man  who  has  taken  a  farm  for  fourteei 
years,  he  calculated  the  outgoings  when  h 
agreed  for  his  rent.     He  found,  unless  h 
spent  a  large  sum  in  manure  and  improve 
roents,  it  would  be  a  ruinous  undertaking 
He  borrowed  money  for  the  purpose,  ant 
immediately  the  assessment  committee  cam 
down  upon  him  and  made  him  pay  Iocs 
taxation  on  the  personal  property  he  hai 
borrowed  and  invested  in  it.     Surely  thes 
men,  by  investing  additional  capital  in  thei 
estates,  not  only  benefited  themselves,  bu 
by  increasing  the  produce  of  their  land  be 
ncfited   the   community  at  large.       The] 
were    more    patriotic   and    deserved   men 
encouragement  than  the  man  who  investei 
the    same   amount   in    foreign    securities 
buried,  as  it  were,  his  talent  in  a  napkin 
sits  down  with  folded  arms,  and  is  simpl] 
content  to  receive  his  own  with  usury.    S( 
long  as  land  enjoyed  exclusive  privilege! 
it  was  fair  it  should  pay  exclusive  burdens; 
but,  protection  being  removed,  those  ex- 
clusive burdens  should  cease.     He  was  an 
advocate  for  Free  Trade  ;  but  they  had  not 
got  it.    He  considered  all  exceptional  legis- 
lation was  bad  ;  and  the  principle  of  Free 
Trade  having  been  adopted,  he  desired  that 
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pense ;  and  that  the  present  mode  of  assess- 
Dient,  Vhich  exclusively  fell  on  real  pro- 
perty, was  not  reconcilablo  with  sound 
principles  of  political  and  financial  economy, 
much  less  of  justice.  This  was  a  question 
that  must  be  fairly  met  and  fairly  con- 
sidered. This  was  a  difficulty  which  must  be 
solved.  This  was  a  grievance  which  must  be 
mitigated.  He  would  now  move  his  Ke- 
Bolution,  feeling  confidence  in  the  principle 
of  equity  it  embodied;  in  the  sympathy  of 
all  classes  of  the  community  out-of-doors  ; 
and  in  the  sense  of  justice  which  ever  ac- 
tuated their  representatives  in  the  British 
House  of  Commons. 

Mb.  COERANCE,  in  rising  to  second 
the  Resolution  of  his  hon.  Friend,  said, 
he  was  conscious  of  doing  so  under  certain 
disadvantages  in  this  respect — first,  that 
when  he  entered  the  House  that  night  he  had 
no  intention  of  entering  upon  that  debate  ; 
and  second,  that  he  had  his  doubts  as  to 
the  expediency  of  discussing  it  in  so  general 
a  form  as  that.  But  when  ho  heard  the 
able  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend,  not  only 
did  those  doubts  cease,  but  he  felt  that 
there  was  no  danger  that  the  cause  would 
suffer  from  any  shortcomings  on  his  part. 
But,  if  that  was  a  personal  disadvantage,  it 
might  not  be  so  considered  by  the  House; 
for  it  was  at  least  a  guarantee  for  this — he 
should  not  go  into  statistics,  and  his  re- 
marks would  be  brief.  Now,  he  had  said 
that  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  as  to 
the  fact,  and  he  thought,  also,  that  by  the 
Lords'  Committee  of  1846  these  were  fully 
borne  out.  Those  facts  rested  upon  grounds 
absolutely  irrefragable,  as  he  thought. 
Nevertheless,  that  inquiry  laid  over  a  wide 
ground  and  took  in  a  great  range  of  both 
general  and  local  taxation,  each  one  of 
>vhich,  in  detail,  would  require  close  inves- 
tigation and  patient  proof.  It  included  the 
incidence  of  incomo  (ax,  land  tax,  tithes, 
and  of  locnl  rates,  and  no  less  so  the  actual 
economic  effect  of  such  burdens  upon  the 
industry  itself — and  the  effect  of  such  de- 
duction from  the  gross  produce  of  such  an 
industry  of  any  reproductive  class.  Those 
perhaps  were  scarcely  suspected,  for  use 
and  custom  reconciled  them  to  much.  They 
knew  that  they  paid  income  tax  upon 
the  gross  sum,  without  any  deduction  for 
agency  or  collection,  or  incidental  expenses, 
which  amounted  to  about  25  per  cent.  It 
reached  the  last  farthing  they  posaessed.  Of 
the  land  tax  they  know  that  it  fell  upon 
agriculture  in  a  larger  proportion  than 
aught  else ;  that  it  could  only  be  re-adjusted 
within  parochial  limits,  and  that  under  the 
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power  of  redemption  all  expensive  improve- 
ments could  evade  the  tax;  that  in  Liver- 
pool aud  most  large  towns  it  was  nominal 
at  most,  and  that  upon  railways,  canals, 
docks,  ^c,  it  was  at  once  freed  by  redemp- 
tion from  the  proportionate  increase.  All 
that  was  within  demonstration  and  proof. 
They  also  learnt  that  under  a  system  ol 
local  taxation,  founded  upon  old  and  obsolete 
legislation,  and  perplexed  by  omission  and 
doubts,  the  proportion  of  such  charges 
upon  land  were  immense — that  one-sixth 
of  the  property  of  England  alone  con- 
tributed to  such  charges  as  that.  But  of 
each  of  such  things  the  House  would  no 
doubt  require  proof  beyond  that  which  in 
that  general  discussion  they  were  able  to 
give.  They  must  raise  those  questions  in 
detail,  and  view  in  detail  their  rights.  Theiy 
must  show  not  only  the  burden,  but  its 
effects;  not  only  its  pressure  upon  a  class, 
but  its  effects  upon  industry  itself.  Nor  did 
he  think  that  that  would  be  a  difficult  task, 
if  to  the  plain  and  accepted  axiom  of  political 
economy,  they  might  hope  to  have  the  con- 
sent of  that  House.  To  that  they  could 
claim  the  concurrence  of  Ricardo,  who 
spoke  thus — 

'*  It  must  be  acknowledged  that  in  the  actual 
state  of  the  poor  rate,  a  usual  larger  amount  falls 
upon  the  produce  of  the  farmer,  than  on  other 
classes  in  proportion  to  their  respective  profits. 
The  farmers  will,  therefore,  have  less  motive  to 
devote  his  capital  to  land  than  to  some  other  trade, 
unless  the  price  of  his  produce  is  raised." 

Again — 

"  Any  tax,  whether  in  the  shape  of  land  tax,  or 
rate  on  producd  when  obtained,  will  increase  the 
cost  of  produce,  and  will,  unless  under  direct  com- 
petition with  other  untaxed  produce,  raise  iti 
price  to  the  consumer;  but  if,  under  any  circum- 
stances, the  price  of  produce  did  not  so  rise  as  to 
compensate  the  cultivator  for  the  tax,  he  would 
naturally  quit  a  trade  where  his  profits  were  re- 
duced below  the  general  level.' 


t» 


Now  these  arc  axiomatic  facts.  Of  all 
political  economy  they  lie  at  the  very  root 
— no  new  reading  could  disturb  or  shake 
them,  not  even  the  authority  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  himself.  And  if 
such  be  the  case — if  such,  on  inquiry  fairly 
raised  and  fully  carried  out,  they  could  prove 
— not  that  landlords  were  unfairly  used,  not 
that  tenants  were  unjustly  taxed,  but  that 
through  a  misunderstanding  of  the  true 
economic  position,  a  neglect  of  the  plain- 
est laws,  capital  was  alienated  and  the 
industry  depressed — he  could,  he  thought 
with  some  confidence,  seek  in  that  House 
their  redress. 
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consideration,  and  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
ereasing  the  burdens  on  land,  and  thus 
placing  the  taxation  on  a  more  equitable 
syatem  than  no«r  prevailed.  He  might  re- 
fer to  the  example  of  America.  There, 
a  man's  property  was  calculated  and  as- 
sessed as  on  a  capital  sum.  A  merchant 
would  have  to  pay  on  the  amount  of  his 
eapital  assessed  at  a  certain  rate.  A  pro- 
fessional man  would  be  assessed  in  the 
same  way  on  any  capital  he  had,  and  for  a 
sum  which  was  merely  nominal  as  com- 
pared with  the  assessment  on  the  merchant 
or  landowner.  That  he  held  to  be  a  far 
more  just  plan  than  the  income  tax  in 
this  country.  He  did  hope  that  a  change 
would  take  place,  but  timt  it  would  increase 
the  4)urdens  on  land  and  relieve  others  who 
were  unjustly  assessed  from  the  undue  pro- 
portion they  now  paid.  As  to  the  charges 
on  land  for  the  support  of  the  Militia,  they 
were  mere  fragments  of  the  far  more 
onerous  and  important  burdens  formerly  laid 
on  the  laudholders,  who,  as  he  had  said, 
were  once  bound  to  furnish  all  the  fight- 
ing men  of  the  country  at  their  own  ex- 
pense. The  trifle  they  had  now  to  pay 
for  the  Militia  was  a  mere  remembrance  of 
the  time  when  more  righteous  laws  pre- 
vailed, and  a  sign  of  hope  that  a  return 
might  be  hereafter  made  to  a  more  equitable 
system  of  legislation. 

Ma.  LIDDELL  said,  he  had  listened 
with  pleasure — he  thought  he  might  say 
in  common  with  the  House  at  large — to  the 
speech  of  his  hou.  Friend  (Sir  Massey 
Lopes),  which  had  dealt  so  fully  with  the 
facts  and  figures  of  the  question  as  ma- 
terially to  smooth  the  way  of  speakers 
later  in  the  debate.  He  would  not  attempt 
to  deal  with  the  very  important  question 
before  the  House  in  the  off-hand  and  ab- 
stract manner  in  which  it  had  been  dealt 
with  by  the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last 
(Mr.  McLaren),  nor  would  he  enter  into  a 
contention  with  the  hon.  Member  as  to  the 
distinction  without  difference  between  land- 
owners and  landholders ;  but  would  merely 
observe  upon  that  point  that,  with  regard 
to  liability  to  the  payment  of  rates,  he  had 
always  understood  that  they  were  upon 
precisely  the  same  footing.  His  hon.  Friend 
who  brought  forward  the  Motion  dwelt 
much  upon  those  burdens  that  affected  the 
land  from  which  other  species  of  property 
was  exempt.  Now,  it  was  to  one  class  of 
exempted  property  which  he  wished  in  the 
first  place  to  refer — namely,  mines  other 
than  coal  mines,  and  he  wished  to  point 
out  the  position  which  the  Courts  of  Law 
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had  taken  up  with  regard  to  it,  and 
how  it  had  been  regarded  by  eminent 
authorities  in  this  House.  With  regard 
to  the  Courts  of  Law,  it  had  been  laid 
down  as  early  as  the  time  of  Lord  Mansfield 
that  all  kinds  of  property  which  were  not 
specially  named  in  the  statute  of  Elizabeth 
as  rateable  for  tho  relief  of  the  poor  were 
exempt  from  that  burden;  and  the  law  was 
therefore  held  to  exempt  all  mines  other 
than  coal  mines.  The  efforts  of  the  Courts 
of  late  years  had  been  to  extricate  them- 
selves from  the  difficulties  they  had  by  their 
own  decisions  created  for  themselves  ;  and 
when  a  case  was  heard  in  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  Chambers  as  to  the  rating  of  a 
metallic  mine,  the  Judges  held  that,  were 
the  question  not  incumbered  by  previous 
decisions,  they  would  have  decided  in  fa- 
vour of  the  rating  of  these  mines.  The 
Courts,  therefore,  were  in  this  position— 
they  had  given  an  interpretation  to  the 
law  which  they  did  not  now  agree  in;  but 
because  this  had  been  once  given  they 
lacked  courage  to  reverse  it.  Decided  opi- 
nions had  been  frequently  expressed  upon 
this  question,  both  by  Committees  of  the 
House  and  also  by  influential  Members  in 
debate.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  C.  P. 
Yilliers),  then  the  President  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board,  speaking  in  the  House,  a 
couple  of  years  ago,  with  reference  to  tho 
important  decision  given  in  the  Mersey 
Dock  case,  and  its  probable  result  upon 
property  hitherto  exempted  from  taxation, 
said  the  House  should  understand,  not  that 
the  law  was  unjust  or  that  fresh  legisla- 
tion was  requisite,  but  that  there  had  been 
a  misconstruction  of  the  law,  and  that  all 
exemptions  were  mere  questions  of  privi- 
lege and  favour.  As  soon  as  the  area  of 
chargeability  was  extended  by  the  recent 
Act,  from  tho  Parish  to  the  Union,  it 
became  evident  that  the  exemption  of  per- 
sonal property  would  be  questioned,  and 
that  the  House  would  be  forced  to  consider 
the  policy  of  that  exemption.  It  was  pro- 
mised, indeed,  at  the  time,  that  the  matter 
should  engage  tho  serious  attention  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  ;  but  from  that  day  to 
this  nothing  further  had  been  heard  upon 
the  subject.  The  law  as  it  stood  recog- 
nized a  liability  upon  two  grounds;  but 
only  the  first  of  these — that  arising  iu  re- 
spect of  the  occupation  of  land — appeared 
to  have  been  borne  in  mind  ;  but  the  House 
must  remember  the  second  subject  — 
namely,  the  liability  of  inhabitants  to  the 
rate  in  respect  of  the  enjoyment  of  per- 
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Mr.  read  said,  he  regretted  to  ha?e 
to  differ  from  bo  hi^h  an  historical  autho- 
rity as  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  McLaren) ;  but  his  reading  of  history 
was  that,  previous  to  the  Reformation,  it 
was  the  monasteries  and  other  religious 
institutions,  and  not  the  land,  which  main- 
tained the  poor.  The  arguments  with  re- 
ference to  the  income  tax  applied  with  equal 
force  to  the  moneyed  interest  and  other 
holders  of  property  as  to  the  land.  And 
he  could  not  agree  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Neate) 
that  the  tenant-farmers  were  unduly  ex- 
empted from  the  payment  of  income  tax, 
because  they  were  assessed  on  only  half 
the  amount  of  their  rent.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  was  of  opinion  that  they  were 
assessed  very  fully  and  amply.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  argued  that  the  stock-in- 
trade  of  farmers  ought  to  be  assessed  if 
the  stock-in-trade  of  other  persons  were  to 
contribute  to  the  rates;  but  on  this  point 
he  begged  to  inform  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  stock-in-trade  in  agriculture  was  sup- 
posed in  the  eye  of  the  law  to  be  assessed 
in  order  to  produce  the  rent  paid  to  the 
landlord.  In  addition  to  the  two  exemp- 
tions of  real  property  already  named — 
mines  and  woodlands— from  rating,  there 
was  a  third  exemption.  The  owner  of  real 
property  by  overstocking  his  land  with 
game  so  deteriorated  the  rent  as  to  allow 
that  land  to  escape  its  fair  assessment  and 
contribute  its  fair  share  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  poor.  In  America  the  assessment 
was  not  on  the  annual  rent,  but  on  the 
annual  profit.  The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Massey  Lopes)  had  proved  by  statistics 
that  the  rates  gradually  and  constantly  in- 
creased. Several  items  of  new  local  taxa- 
tion had  been  introduced,  and  more  were 
expected  if  turnpikes  and  education  were 
to  be  paid  out  of  the  rates.  The  farmers 
were  twitted  with  this — What  a  bother  you 
make  when  you  pay  anything  in  the  shape 
of  rates !  Why,  what  a  bother  and  fuss 
was  made  when  an  additional  income  tax 
of  a  \d.  was  imposed  !  But  every  \d.  rate 
which  the  farmer  paid  was  equal  to  2d,  of 
the  income  tax.  It  was  said  that  if  the 
farmers  were  relieved  from  the  charges 
they  now  had  to  bear  the  landlords  would 
reap  all  the  benefits  ;.but  he,  on  the  con- 
trary, felt  assured  that  all  small  savings 
would  go  into  the  pockets  of  the  tenants. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said 
the  other  day  in  reply  to  a  deputation  that 
the  tax  on  shepherds'  dogs  was  not  on  the 
shepherd,  but  on  the  farmer,  and  therefore 
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he  supposed  that  those  who  argued  that 
all  rates  fell  on  the  owner  would  say  if  the 
farmer  paid  IO5.  for  a  tax  on  two  dogs  it 
was  a  burden  on  the  landlord.  With  re- 
gard to  a  national  rate,  he  thought  it  ought 
to  be  particularly  guarded  against.  It  was 
impossible  to  restrict  extravagance  or  to 
prevent  centralization.  If  they  could  pos- 
sibly localize  the  income  tax  it  would  have 
a  good  effect,  and  a  certain  portion  might 
be  applied  to  local  expenditure.  The  as- 
sistance given  to  local  taxation  from  the 
Consolidated  Fund  in  1866  amounted  to 
£1,398,000,  and  out  of  that  sum  only 
£211,000  went  to  the  country  for  police 
purposes,  while  the  metropolis  received 
£176,000  for  the  same  object.  Then  with 
respect  to  lunatics.  What  had  the  land 
particularly  to  do  with  them  ?  In  the 
country,  it  was  said,  the  management 
rested  with  the  county  authorities.  But 
the  moment  any  saving  was  proposed, 
down  came  a  Government  officer  in  the 
shape  of  a  Commissioner,  and  ordered 
what  must  be  done.  The  result  was  that 
as  soon  as  a  poor  patient  was  cured  by 
luxuries  and  comfort,  he  was  sent  away, 
and  when  he  returned  to  the  rough  usage 
of  the  cottage  he  speedily  relapsed.  The 
lunatic  was  cured  for  a  time,  but  very 
seldom  permanently.  He  thought  that 
many  of  these  fixed  charges  ought  to  be 
borne  by  the  nation,  but  that  all  relief  to 
the  casual  poor  should  bo  paid  by  the  dis- 
trict. This  was  no  question  of  country 
against  town  ;  but  he  thought  the  towns 
ought  to  take  up  the  case  even  more 
readily  than  the  country.  It  was  essen- 
tially the  case  of  the  poor  man,  and  was 
more  likelv  to  receive  in  a  Parliament 
elected  by  household  suffrage  a  fair  and 
generous  consideration  than  in  the  present. 
Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  had  introduced  the  Motion 
(Sir  Massey  Lopes)  had  rendered  a  real 
service  to  the  House  and  the  country, 
for  no  one  who  had  considered  the  subject 
could  doubt  that  it  required  a  much  more 
systematic  and  deliberate  consideration 
than  it  had  yet  received,  not  only  on  ac- 
count of  its  great  importance  and  the 
amount  of  taxation  it  involved,  but  because 
its  importance  was  constantly  increasing. 
In  the  natural  progress  of  things  more  and 
more  duties  were  continually  being  imposed 
on  the  Government,  which  duties  would  be 
almost  always  best  performed  by  the  locali- 
ties, and  at  the  same  time,  as  the  taxation 
of  localities  must  constantly  increase  in 
order  to  meet  increasing  expensesi  if  there 
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and  lar^e  expenditure  upon  different  pro- 
perties, it  would  be  found  that  the  return 
for  those  outlays  was  by  no  means  beyond 
the  limits  of  a  fair  and  moderate  return  ; 
but  it  was  rather  a  smaller  return  than 
was  generally  received  by  those  who  in- 
vested their  capital  in  trade  and  commerce. 
He  doubted  whether  any  hon.  Member  who 
had  not  really  turned  his  attention  to  that 
point  could  form  a  conception  of  the  enor- 
mous outlay  that  was  being  constantly  made 
in  this  country  by  those  who  were  in  the 
occupation  of  land.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Neate),  in  his 
remarks,  had  made  a  frank  and  liberal 
admission.  That  hon.  Gentleman  said  he 
thought  that  the  land  was  charged  with 
burdens,  in  the  shape  of  local  taxation, 
beyond  those  which  it  deserved  to  bear. 
He  (Mr.  Floyer)  thanked  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  for  that  admission  ;  but  there  were 
some  points  of  his  speech  with  which  he 
could  not  agree.  The  hon.  Member  drew 
a  comparison  between  the  position  of 
householders  and  the  occupiers  of  land  in 
respect  to  the  income  tax  ;  and  he  said 
that  in  the  one  case  the  occupier  of  land 
only  paid  on  half  the  value  of  his  holding, 
whereas  the  householder  paid  upon  the 
whole  value ;  but  the  hon.  Qentleman 
seemed  to  have  forgotten  the  landlords' 
income  tax,  which  was  paid  upon  the  full 
value  of  the  land.  So  that  in  effect  it 
might  be  said  that  there  were  one>8ud-a- 
half  payments  of  income  tax  from  the 
land,  whilst  there  was  but  one  payment 
from  the  house.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oxford  also  observed  that  he  considered 
that  the  payment  of  poor  rates  ought  to 
be  looked  upon  by  the  landowners  and  oc- 
cupiers as  a  provision  for  the  old  and  infirm 
people  who  had  outlived  their  strength  for 
work,  but  who  passed  their  best  days  in 
labouring  for  the  improvement  of  their 
farms.  He  (Mr.  Floyer)  trusted  so  long 
as  the  poor  existed  upon  the  land — and 
they  had  the  highest  authority  for  know- 
ing that  they  would  never  cease  out  of 
it— that  they  would  be  looked  upon,  by 
both  landowners  and  occupiers,  in,  the  kind- 
est spirit,  and  with  the  feeling  that  it  was 
through  the  labours  of  the  poor  they 
had  derived  their  incomes  and  the  land  had 
been  made  profitable  to  them.  The  ques- 
tion, however,  was  very  much  open  to 
doubt,  whether  a  larger  proportion  of  the 
labeuring  classes  were  not  employed  by  the 
manufacturing  and  commercial  population 
•  than  by  the  occupiers  of  land.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  Btatistios  would  show  such 
Mr,  Floyer 


to  be  the  fact.  Therefore,  as  the  land 
round  towns  was  assessed  it  had  to  con- 
tribute, undor  recent  legislation,  largely  to 
the  support  of  those  who  had  once  been  em- 
ployed in  commercial  and  trading  opera- 
tions, but  who  had  now  become  old  and 
helpless.  The  hon.  Member  for  Edinburj^h 
(Mr.  M'Laren)  drew  a  historical  parallel 
between  the  liabilities  to  charges  thrown 
upon  landowners  and  landholders  as  com- 
pared with  the  other  portions  of  the  popu- 
lation who  were  engaged  in  manufacturing 
and  commercial  operations  ;  and,  in  refer- 
ring to  very  early  times  he  mentioned, 
amongst  other  tilings,  the  liability  of  land- 
holders and  their  retainers  to  serve  in  the 
wars  under  the  Crown.  It  was  true  that 
a  certain  portion  of  the  land  of  the  country 
had  been  held  upon  what  was  called  knight 
service — that  was,  that  the  owners  and 
occupiers  were  obliged  to  serve  their  Sove- 
reign in  the  event  of  war  at  home  or  abroad; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  forgotten  to 
tell  them  that  a  large  portion  of  the  land 
was  held  by  persons  on  free  socage^  and 
who  were  not  liable  to  knight  service.  Be- 
sides, it  should  be  also  recollected  that 
those  who  were  actually  employed  in  knight 
service  received  for  such  service  from  the 
Crown  ample  payment  for  the  services  they 
had  so  rendered.  It  was,  therefore,  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  such  service  was 
gratuitously  rendered.  He  (Mr.  Floyer) 
denied  that  the  payment  of  the  land  tax 
was  a  commutation  for  the  services  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  re- 
ferred. The  fact  was,  those  feudal  tenures 
had  been  done  away  with  at  an  early  period 
of  the  reign  of  Charles  II.  Therefore,  the 
land  tax,  which  was  imposed  at  the  time 
of  William  III.,  could  not  be  considered  as 
a  commutation  or  substitute  for  those  ha- 
bilities  and  charges  previously  imposed  on 
them.  Then  the  hon.  Member  had  made 
an  error  in  his  comparison  of  the  charges 
imposed  on  the  different  classes.  He  had 
chosen  to  estimate  the  impost  on  landed 
proprietors  at  something  like  20  per  cent 
of  their  incomes  ;  but  history  would  show 
him  that  merchants  and  manufacturers 
paid  more  ;  for  they  had  to  pay  fifteenths 
not  only  upon  their  incomes,  but  on  their 
whole  personal  property.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had,  therefore,  failed  to  make  out  that 
in  olden  times  merchants  and  manufac- 
turers were  taxed  less  heavily  than  those 
who  had  to  do  with  tho  land.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  very  reverse  was  the  case. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  a  strong  feeling 
existed  in  this  country  that  the  limits  of 
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true,  but  it  was  only  a  very  little  step, 
and  it  was  a  great  part  of  the  policy  of  the 
promoters  of  that  Act  that  the  area  of 
charge  would  still  remain  coterminous 
with  the  area  of  management.  He  was 
glad  to  be  able  to  admit,  and  his  admission 
was  all  the  more  unprejudiced,  as  he  ori- 
ginally viewed  that  Act  with  little  favour, 
that  in  many  cases  the  effect  of  that  mea- 
sure had  been  the  reverse  of  what  had 
been  anticipated,  and  that  extravagance  of 
management  had  not  resulted  from  its  adop- 
tion. Much  as  he  agreed  with  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Westbury 
(Sir  Massey  Lopes),  he  was  far  frqm  wish- 
ing to  see  local  burdens  levied  upon  any- 
thing but  locally  rateable  property.  There 
were  certain  exemptions  from  rating  which 
he  agreed  should  be  got  rid  of ;  but  those 
exemptions  might  be  counted  on  the  fingers. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  plausible  sug- 
gestion which  had  been  thrown  out — that 
stock-in-trade  should  be  rated — was  practi- 
cable. The  system  had  been  tried  iu  Scot- 
land, and  he  believed  to  a  certain  extent 
still  existed  in  that  country.  But  it  was 
found  impracticable  to  rate  stock-in-trade, 
and  it  was,  he  believed,  exempted  by  Act 
of  Parliament.  The  evidence  of  Sir  George 
Lewis,  given  before  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  fifteen  or  sixteen  years 
ago,  showed  that  such  a  plan  would  weigh 
very  severely  upon  the  farmer,  while  in  the 
towns  it  would  not  have  such  an  effect  in 
equalising  burdens  as  was  commonly  sup- 
posed. In  this  as  in  many  other  matters 
the  circumstances  of  the  town  and  of  the 
country  were  very  different.  In  the  towns 
the  poor  rate  assessment  was  in  fact  equi- 
valent to  a  house  tax,  and  that,  of  a  very 
severe  and  oppressive  character.  He  did  not, 
indeed,  see  how  taxation  could  weigh  more 
heavily  than  it  did  even  now  in  many  parts 
of  the  metropolis.  The  charge  for  relief 
of  the  poor  had  existed  from  the  time  of 
Elizabeth  as  a  charge  upon  the  visible  pro- 
perty of  a  town,  and  he  believed  the  main- 
tenance of  the  pauper  was  a  charge  from 
which  the  owners  of  visible  property  would 
never  shrink.  There  were  other  charges, 
however,  which  he  thought  were  most  un- 
fair on  tlie  poor  rates,  and  Parliament  would 
act  wisely  in  preventing  the  addition  of 
more  of  such  charges.  \Vith  regard  to  the 
question  of  lunatic  asylums,  it  was  obvious 
that,  so  far  as  those  asylums  were  places 
for  the  maintenance  of  tho  indigent  poor, 
the  charge  was  one  which  could  be  fairly 
borne  by  the  real  property  of  the  district 
iu  which  the  asylum  was  situated.     But, 

l/r.  Sclater-Booth 


so  far  as  the  asylum  was  a  place  provided 
by  the  humanity  of  the  age,  with  special 
appliances  and  skilled  superintendence  for 
the  treatment  of  the  unfortunote  class 
placed  within  its  walls,  ho  thought  the 
charge  should  bo  made  upon  tho  general 
taxation  of  the  country.  It  was  a  matter 
not  of  local,  but  of  general  necessity  and 
convenience.  It  was  proper,  too,  that 
there  should  be  a  contribution  from  the 
Imperial  funds  in  aid  of  the  maintenance 
of  constabulary  forces.  An  important 
question,  that  of  the  education  rate,  was 
looming  in  the  distance.  He  had  a  strong 
objection  to  an  education  rate  levied  as 
such  upon  the  owners  of  rateable  property; 
but  he  did  not  wish  to  enter  into  that  dis- 
cussion now.  Ho  merely  quoted  it  as  an 
instance  in  which  Parliament  might  inter- 
fere to  prevent  what  he  thought  would  be 
a  great  injustice.  It  was  not  easy  to  see 
whether  householders  in  towns  or  land- 
holders and  others  in  counties  were  sub- 
jected to  the  most  oppressive  burdens.  The 
whole  subject  was  one  of  great  interest  and 
importance,  but,  while  he  thanked  his  hon. 
Friend  for  bringing  it  forward,  he  thought 
that,  looking  to  the  words  of  the  Motion, 
it  would  not  be  well  to  press  it.  The  ex- 
emptions from  ratcability  were  few.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  hoped  to  have  introduced 
a  Bill  respecting  the  exemption  of  Govern- 
ment propcrty^a  subject  which  had  been  al- 
ready reported  upon  by  a  Select  Committee. 
With  a  few  exceptions  of  palaces  and  great 
public  Offices,  he  believed  that  that  exemp- 
tion mi^ht  be  got  rid  of.  Then  it  had  been 
said  that  in  casos  where  much  game  ex- 
isted the  land  was  under  rated,  and  a  par- 
tial exemption  was  thereby  created ;  but 
he  did  not  see  any  reason  why  that  point 
could  not  be  dealt  with  by  the  Assess- 
ment Committees.  As  to  the  exemptions  of 
mineral  property  his  lion.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cumberland  (Mr.  Percy  Wyndhnm) 
had  prepared  a  measure  which  might  per- 
haps pass  the  House  this  Session  ;  and  the 
exemptions  in  the  case  of  timber  might 
also  bo  dealt  with.  But  these  exemptions, 
if  abolished,  would  not  amount  to  any- 
thing like  the  relief  sought  for  by  his  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Massey  Lopes),  and  those  who 
thought  that  personal  property  might  be 
the  subject  of  rating. 

Mr.  SCOURFIELD  said,  very  great 
objection  was  felt  by  many  people  to  the 
constitution  of  the  boards  which  were  in- 
trusted with  the  management  of  lunatic 
asylums.   They  were  not  responsible  either 
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presented  a  large  class  of  persons  interested)  worked,  this  Court  was  admirablj  fitted  to 


upon  this  question — namely,  tho  boatmen 
of  Deal  and  of  the  Kent  Coast.  ["  Hear, 
hoar  !  "]  lie  understood  that  cheer,  and 
he  wished  to  pay  that/although  much  abuse 
had  been  showered  upon  the  Deol  boat- 
men by  anonymous  writers  in  the  public 
Press,  he  was  prepared  to  say  that  those 
men  were  as  brare,  as  enduring,  and,  as  a 
body,  as  honest  a  class  of  men  as  could  be 
found.  He  did  not  desire  to  introduce 
irrelevant  matter  upon  this  Bill ;  but  if  those 
who  abused  the  boatmen  in  the  Press  should 
ever  bring  the  matter  before  the  House  of 
Commons,  he  (Mr.  KnatchbuU-Hugessen) 
would  be  ready  to  defend  them  boldly  in 
his  place.  And  what  did  these  men  ask  ? 
That  salvage  cases  and  matters  in  which 
they  were  concerned  should  be  tried  by 
nautical  men  who  understood  such  mat- 
ters rather  than  by  lawyers  who  knew 
nothing  about  them.  He  would  give  an 
instance  of  what  he  meant.  He  had  lately 
been  at  Deal  when  the  afternoon  was  fine 
and  calm,  but  at  night  there  was  rough 
weather  and  a  real  gale,  during  which  time 


serve  as  a  local  Court  to  deal  with  these 
matters.  He  (Mr.  KnatchbuU-Hugessen) 
would  prefer  that,  upon  general  print^iples, 
legislation  upon  this  subject  should  be  post- 
poned. But,  if  the  House  determined  to 
go  into  Committee,  he  should  feel  bound 
to  move  words  wiiich  would  prevent  the 
abolition  of  the  Lord  Warden's  Court, 
Mrhich  might,  at  least,  exist  as  a  concurrent 
jurisdiction  with  the  County  Court,  so  that 
people  should  not  be  driven  to  the  latter  if 
they  preferred  to  settle  their  business  be- 
fore the  former.  If  the  House  determined 
to  abolish  the  Lord  Warden's  Court,  it 
would  be  his  duty  to  urge  the  claims  to 
compensation  of  the  officers  who  had  vested 
rights  in  such  Court.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  the  Court  would  be  left  in  existence, 
and  in  what  he  had  said,  he  felt  that  be  had 
been  doing  his  duty  to  his  constituents  and 
also  to  the  country. 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  as  it 
might  be  convenient  that  the  House  should 
know  what  course  tho  Government  pro- 
posed to  take,  he  rose  thus  early  in  the 


the  boatmen   wero  out,  risking  their  lives  |  debate.    His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  KnatchbuU- 


and  their  properties  for  the  sake  of  saving 
the  lives  and  properties  of  others.  Now, 
these  men  would  rather  have  their  claims 
dealt  with  by  a  local  Board  upon  the  spot, 
composed  of    naval   men   who  knew    the 


Hugcssen)  had  made  a  speech  which  would 
have  been  more  appropriate  on  the  second 
reading.  If  his  hon.  Friend  had  been  in 
the  House  when  the  Bill  was  read  a  second 
time,  he  might  have  been  saved  the  trouble 


circumstances  of  the  case,  than  by  .some  |  of  making  many  of  the  observations  he  had 
County  Court  Judge  who  had  been  sleeping  '  just  delivered,  because  similar  remarks  had 


quietly  in  his  bed  some  miles  inland,  and 
could  hardly  understand  the  perils  to  which 
they  had  been  subject.  With  great  respect 
to  the  County  Court  Judges,  they  were  not 
persons  likely  to  understand  these  matters. 
And  then  came  the  serious  question  of 
delay.  The  County  Court  might  not  be 
sitting  for  some  days  after  a  case  occurred, 
and  was  the  captain  of  a  ship  to  be  delayed 


been  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Richmond,  aud 
were  answered  by  the  Government  at  the 
time.  It  was  unnecessary  for  him  to  de- 
fend the  course  of  those  who  desired  to 
legislate  upon  this  subject  while  a  Com- 
mission was  inquiring  into  it,  seeing  that 
on  a  more  important  question  than  this, 
the  House   was   willing  to  legislate  with- 


until  the  sitting  of  this  Court  ?  Such  delay  j  out    waiting    until    tlie   Commission    now 


would  be  most  detrimental.  Now  there 
was,  in  the  Cinque  Ports,  a  Court  appointed 
by  the  authority  of  the  Lord  Warden, 
composed  of  naval  men  and  merchants, 
quite  competent  to  try  and  decide  these 
cases — they  were  summoned  at  two  hours' 
notice — they  were  bound  to  meet  within 
twenty-four  hours,  and  were  sworn  before 
trying  a  case.  What  Court  could  bo  more 
speedy  or  more  economical }  Formerly, 
this  Court  dealt  with  these  cases  largely, 
but  some  fifteen  years  ago,  a  Lloyd's  agent 
had  been  sent  to  Deal,  before  whom  parties 
preferred  to  go  for  arbitration,  because  the 
awards  he  gave  were  generally  larger  than 
those  of  the  old  Court.     But,  if  properly 

Mr*  Kmtchhull'IIugeMm 


sitting  upon  it  had  made  their  Report. 
The  reason  why  the  Government  hod 
assented  to  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  was  that  they  had  been  informed  that 
there  was  considerable  pressure  for  legis- 
lation upon  this  subject.  The  provisions 
of  the  Bill  were  only  intended  to  serve  a 
temporary  purpose,  and  they  could  be 
easily  alteVed  in  the  event  of  their  being 
inconsistent  with  the  recommendations  in 
the  Report  of  the  Commission.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  that  tho  boatmen 
of  the  ports  on  the  East  and  South  coasts 
were  a  much  abused  race,  and  pro- 
bably they  deserved  a  good  deal  of  that 
abuse,  but  got  rather  more  than  their  do- 
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local  tribunal  of  this  kind  was  surely  much 
better  than  tho  County  Court,  which  often 
sat  at  a  distance,  and  not  moro  frequently 
than  once  a  month.  On  these  grounds  he 
seconded  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months,  resolve  it- 
self into  the  said  Oommiltee," — (Mr,  Gont,) 

—instead  thereof. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 
wished  to  point  attention  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  as  at  present  printed.  He  could 
not  but  think  that  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  not  read  the  reprint  of  the  Bill.  The 
avowed  object  of  the  original  Bill  was  to  fa- 
cilitate the  trial  of  cases  which,  from  the 
small  amount  at  stake,  it  was  inconvenient 
to  carry  to  the  Court  of  Admiralty.  To 
remedy  the  failure  of  justice  which  con- 
sequently occured,  the  hon.  Member  for 
King&ton>upon-Hull  proposed,  in  the  first 
instance,  to  confer  Admiralty  jurisdiction, 
in  all  Admiralty  cases  where  the  claim  did 
not  exceed  £500,  on  twenty-two  County 
Courts  named  in  tho  Bill,  appointing  a 
Jud^e  to  each  of  these  with  a  salary  of 
£2,000  a  year.  This  would  have  involved 
an  expense  to  the  country  of  £44,000  a 
year,  and  the  jurisdiction  thus  given  would 
have  been  rather  formidable.  The  griev- 
ance, he  had  thought,  might  bo  met  by  a 
much  less  cumbrous  machinery  than  the 
original  Bill  contained.  The  object  to  be 
desired  was  to  give  a  local  and  speedy 
trial  in  certain,  not  in  all  cases,  by  an 
Admiralty  mode  of  procedure,  not  by 
means  of  Admiralty  jurisdiction.  He  had 
therefore  suggested  to  the  author  of  the 
Bill  certain  alterations,  which  would  in 
his  opinion  greatly  improve  it,  and  he 
hoped  render  it  acceptable  to  the  House. 
First  of  all  he  said  there  should  not  be 
twenty-two  County  Courts  named  in  the 
Bill ;  but  where  it  was  thought  necessary 
or  desirable  a  jurisdiction  should  be  given 
to  a  County  Court,  similar  to,  but  not  the 
same  as  Admiralty  jurisdiction.  That 
should  be  done  by  Order  in  Council,  and 
without  increasing  the  charge  on  the  coun- 
try. Jurisdiction  would  be  given  not  in 
all  but  only  in  some  Admiralty  causes. 
Wherever  a  cause  of  action  mentioned  in 
the  Bill  arose  within  the  County  Court 
district  so  appointed,  (he  suit  would  be 
commenced,  not  by  seizing  the  ship,  but 
by  a  summons  served  on  the  captain  of  the 

Mr.  Freshfield 


ship  or  on  the  owner  if  resident  within  the 
district.  There  should  be  a  list  of  nau- 
tical assessors  laid  before  the  Judge  of  the 
High  Court  of  Admiralty,  and  confirmed 
by  him,  so  that,  in  cases  of  salvage  and 
collision,  the  County  Court  Judge  if  he 
thought  proper,  or  if  required  by  either 
party,  would  be  assisted  by  two  nautical 
assessors.  Originally  the  Bill  gave  Admi- 
ralty jurisdiction  in  all  Admiralty  cases 
above  £500  ;  but  under  the  Bill  it  was  no 
longer  an  Admiralty  but  a  County  Court 
jurisdiction.  lie  had  thought  that  juris- 
diction in  cases  of  the  amount  of  £500 
was  inconsistent  with  the  other  cases  of 
their  ordinary  jurisdiction  which  the  County 
Court  entertained,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  consented  to  lower  that  amount  to 
£300  in  collision  and  salvage  cases,  and 
to  less  in  others.  Judging  from  his  own 
experience  where  in  collision  and  salvage 
cases  the  claim  was  for  £300,  the  decision 
would  not  be  for  more  than  from  £50  to 
£100.  He  had  also  inserted  in  the  Bill  a 
clause  giving  a  power  of  appeal  to  the  High 
Court  of  Admiralty  where  any  difficulty 
arose.  Under  these  circumstances  he 
thought  that  the  Bill  was  one  which  the 
House  should  pass ;  and  he  hoped  it  would 
not  bo  supposed  that  the  Government  had 
acted  in  tho  matter,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sandwich  (Mr.  Knatchbull-HugesEen) 
had  stated,  merely  to  satisfy  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kingston-on-Hull  (Mr.  Norwood), 
and  other  Members  who  supported  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  NORWOOD  thought,  with  regard 
to  the  Cinque  Forts,  it  would  be  objection- 
able to  have  two  tribunals  in  the  same  dis- 
trict. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  pointed 
out  that  the  retention  of  the  Cinque  Forts 
Court  would  be  perfectly  consistent  with 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  —  namely,  the 
establishment  of  local  courts  ;  and  as  the 
jurisdiction  would  only  be  a  concurrent 
one — and  there  existed  a  strong  feeling  in 
favour  of  retaining  it  in  the  district — he 
suggested  that  it  might  be  desirable  to 
continue  it. 

Majob  DICKSON  wished,  in  correction 
of  a  mistake  that  had  been  made,  to  say 
that  the  Commissioners  of  the  Cinque 
Ports-  were  not  mere  tradesmen.  They 
thoroughly  understood  the  questions  which 
came  before  them,  and  their  decisions  were 
well  worthy  of  confidence.  He  should  be 
glad  to  know  when  the  Commission  on 
this  subject  were  expected  to  make  their 
Report. 
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Bill  eoniMfl-erf  in  Committee  ;  y,^^^^^^^  ^^  ELECTIONS  (IRELAND) 

(In  tiia  Commiuee.)  |  BILU-[Bill  85] 

CUuso  1  to  3,  incla»i»o,  agreed  to.  (jfr.  Serjeata  Bariy.  Mr.  aavin.  Ur.  Bmnrndt.] 

Clause  4  (ttepe&l  of  Acti  and  PftriB  of.  secoud  SEAnnfo. 

**"')•  I      Order  for  Second  Rending  read. 

Mb.     KNATCHBULL-HUQESSEK,      „„    „  t,audv        j    l 

...       ....        .        T    .    .•       ff  Mb.  Serjeant  BARBY  s&id,  ho  pro* 

moved  tlie  aJditiuii  of  worili  to  the  effect  ....  .         ..       '.  .    •^... 


that  nothing  in  the  Act  ahould  oBect  the 
power  of  an;  Court  appointed  under  the 
proviaions  of  anjr  Act  of  Parliament,  anil 
umtor  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Lord  Wardec 
of  the  Cinque  Ports.  The  Vice  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  in  error  as  to 
tho  constitution  oftlie  Cinque  Porta  CouriB, 
such  Courts  being  composed  of  navftl  cap- 
tains and  persona  well  acijuainted  vrith  the 
Bubjects  euniing  before  them,  and  in  the 

case  of  the  settlement  of  a  claim  referred  Id    mu      l-    .     r  .>      n-n  .  '    'i  . 

,  Ti     jT  1       ...       The  object  of  the  Bill   was  to  assimilate 

of  Lloyds,  and  not  the    .,.„  ,.J„,  w„„i„„j  .„,i  a„.i.„^  ,„  i„_ 


posed  that  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
should  be  postponed. 

Mb.  VANCE  complained  of  the  Bill  being 
continuallj  put  on  the  Paper  and  then 
adjourned.  It  was  incooTenient  to  Mem- 
hera  to  hare  to  attend  and  then  End  that 
the  Bill  *as  put  off. 

Hr.  Sehjzant  BABRY  said,  that  being 
(he  case,  he  would  motq  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.     His  object  in  postponing 


Court  of  the  Lord  Warden,  who  acted  o 
tho  occasion. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  asBenled  to  this  sug- 
gestion, and  the  Amendment  was  withdrawn 
in  order  that  the  Cinque  Ports  Admiraltj 
jurisdiction  might  be  retained  bj  an  altera- 
tion in  the  Schedule  of  tho  Bill. 

Clauae  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

lia.  CRAVES  moved  the  following 
new  clause  (Port  of  Liverpool  and  the 
Court  of  PoBsnge):  — 

"  Tho  port  ot  Liverpool  and  ths  distriot  within 
tlie  juriidiolion  of  llie  Court  of  Puuge  of  tha 
boroDgh  of  Lirsrpool  iboll  not  be  included 


of  England  and  Scotland  to  Ire- 
land with  reference  1o  the  presence  of  the 
milttnr;  at  Farliamcntarj  elections.  The 
military  were  not  onlj  allowed  to  be  pre- 
sent at  elections  in  Ireland,  but  were  em- 
ployed to  escort  Toters  to  the  poll,  thereby 
causing  great  disBatisfaotion,  and  interfer- 
ing with  the  freedom  oF  election.  Tha 
practice  not  onl;  eauacd  disBatiaraetion 
amongst  the  people  of  Ireland,  but  wat 
objectionable  to  the  iiiilitarj  engaged  in 
the  service.  The  English  Act,  passed  in 
1741,  provided  that  the  military  should 
be  removed  two  miles  from  the  place  of 
election  ;  and,  if  the  Secretary  of  War 
neglected  to  carry  out  the  law,  be  waa  to 


Couat]'  Court  diitrict  Tor   the  parposea  of  tbli  i  be  deprived  of  his  office.     There  must  have 
Aot,  but  the  gaid  Court  of  Pauage.upon  luob  aa  |  been  on  exception   made  in   favour  of  the 


b;  tbi 

Counlr  Courts,  ahall   bave 

powcra,  and  aathoriiiea  as 

lerred  on  Countj  Courti, 

wore  a  Count;  Court ;  but  notbing  herein  i 

bo  dcflmcd  to  enlarge  the  nreu  over  which 

juriadiclion  of  the  Court  of  Paauge  extonda,  or 

to  niter  the  rulea  and  regulationa  for  boliiing  the 

•aid  Court,  or  to  tako  awajr  or  rcitricC  an;  juria- 

diction,  power,  or  auLhoritf  alreadj  veated  in  that 

Court ;  and  foca  nKwivcd  ia  tbnt  Court  under  this 

Act  aUall  bo  dealt  with  ai  feoa  received  in  that 

Court  nndcr  its  ordinary  jurisdiction." 

Mb.  NORWOOD  anid,  the  Court  of 
Passage  lat  quarterly  only,  and  that  would 
lead   to   a   most    unaaliafactory   slate    of 


like  jurisdiotion,     "'«  presence  of  the  Guards  i 
bj  this  Aet  oon-    Westiuinsler  caused  tho  House  to  pasa  a  Re- 
aa  if  (bat  Court    golutiou  declaring  that  it  was  a  violation  of 
'''■'^    the  law.  In  1847  another  Act  was  passed, 
,  ^  ,  directing  that,   instead    of  removing   the 
military  two  miles  from  the  place  of  elec- 
tion, ihey  should  be  confined  te  their  bar* 
racks  during  tho  election,  and  that  was  tha 
Act  which  he  proposed  by  this  Bill  to  es* 
id  to  Ireland.    In  England,  the  military 


Light  be 


ailed  0 


)  of  I 


sity; 


iBt  be  shown  that  the  necessity 
wae  so  strong  as  lo  supersede  the  law.     If 
they  scarciicd  the  records  of  English  eleo- 
„,  ,   ,         t  1  1    tions,  the;  would  find  a  degree  of  disorder 

rjlj",'",*."'"'!        '       "^  "'    "^  I  »""ly  "»!"■«•"  •'  olection.  in   IreL.d  ; 

und  therefore  it  could  not  be  urged  that, 
though  the  law  might  be  fit  for  England, 
it  was  not  for  Ireland,  in  eoDsequence  ef 
the  greater  prevalence  of  rioting  at  Irish 
elections.  Even  if  there  vera  4  peculiar 
tendency  to  riot  at  eleotioni,  it  wu  e«ued 


addtd  to  the  Bill. 

House  retained. 

Bill  reported  ;   m  amended,  to  be  con- 
tidered  upon  Thuraday. 
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Qoeation  proposed.  "  That  the  word 
'  now  '  8tand  part  of  the  Question/' 

Mr.  BAGWELL  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate.  \ 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pat,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."  —  {Mr, 
Bagwell,) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  37;  Noes 
57 :  Mojoritj  20. 


Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
word  'now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  VANCE  thought  that  the  subject 
bad  been  sufficiently  discussed. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  then  moved 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — {Sir 
Patrick  O'Brien.) 

Mr.  MONSELL  appealed  to  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  allow  the 
debate  to  be  adjourned,  as  it  was  at  the 
instance  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Armagh 
(Mr.  Vnnce)  that  the  question  had  been 
forced  on  at  that  late  hour. 

Thb  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  that  if  hon. 
Members  were  determined  to  persist  in 
this  course  it  would  be  useless  to  enter 
into  a  contest.  If  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Patrick  O'Brien)  would  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion for  the  adjournment  of  the  House,  he 
would  consent  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
word  'now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  arising ;  Debate  ctdjoumed  till 
To-nwrrow. 

BRISTOL  ELECTION. 

Petition  of  Electors  of  the  City  of  Bristol,  com- 
plaining of  that  Election  [App.  Ij ;  referred  to 
the  General  Committee  of  Elections,  and  Mr. 
Spiaxbr  to  issue  his  Warrants  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  o'clock. 


HOITSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  May  13,  1868. 

MINUTES.]—  Public  Bills— /'ir**  Reading^ 
Inyestment  of  Trust  Funds  Act  Amendment  * 
[116]. 

Second  Rtfarfiii^— Weights  and  Measures  (Metric 
System)  [44]  ;  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Uni- 
yersities  [30],  debate  adjourned;  Jurors' 
Affirmations  (Scotland)*  [110]. 

Cammi^^tf- Cotton  Statistics*  [96]:  Customs 
and  Income  Tax*  [108];  Exchequer  Bonds 
(£l,600,00e).* 

/fe2)or<— Cotton  Statistics*  [96];  Customs  and 
Income  Tax  *  [108] ;  JExchequer  Bonds 
(£1.600,000)  •  ;  Metropolis  Gas  *  [85]— 
amended  Title  [City  of  London  Gas  BUI]  [115]. 

WEIGHTS  AND  MEASURES  (METRIC 

SYSTEM)  BILL— [Bill  44.] 

(Mr,  Ewart,  Mr.  Bazley,  Mr,  Baines,  Mr.  John 

Benjamin  Smithf  Mr,  Graves), 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Secotid  Reading  read. 

Mr.  EWART,  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill^  said,  he  would  shortly 
state  the  progress  of  the  system.  It  was 
well  known  that  it  arose  in  France  to- 
wards the  close  of  tlie  great  Revolution, 
and  was  the  production  of  some  of  the 
roost  scientific  minds  of  that  period  in 
France.  It  encountered  great  opposition  ; 
and  the  practical  philosophers  sent  on  a 
mission  to  measure  a  quadrant  of  the 
meridian  were  often  in  danger  from  the 
partisans  of  the  Revolution.  The  first 
Napoleon,  who  was  hostile  to  new  ideas  in 
general,  waS  also  hostile  to  the  metric  sys- 
tem. He  therefore  restored  the  old  system 
of  weights  and  measures  concurrently  with 
the  new  one,  and  created  a  spurious  sys- 
tem which  was  denominated  the  sysiime 
usuel.  It  was  not  till  a  much  later  period 
—  the  year  1837  —  that  Louis  Philippe 
fixed  a  term,  within  which  it  was  enacted 
that  the  metric  system  should  he  compul- 
soriiy  adopted  as  the  system  of  France. 
That  term  was  the  year  1840.  Such  com- 
pulsory enactment  was  the  only  practical 
way  of  securing  the  introduction  of  the 
measure.  During  all  this  length  of  time 
— a  period  of  between  forty  and  fifty  years 
— the  metric  system  was  comparatively 
unknown  in  England.  On  the  important 
subject  of  an  uniform  system  of  weights 
and  measures,  the  country  seems  to  have 
gone  to  sleep,  nor  was  it  awakened  till  the 
period  of  the  Great  Exhibition  of  1851.  It 
was  then  found  difficult  to  ascertain  the 
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The  only  course  for  our  Goyernnient  to 
adopt  is  to  fix  a  term  of  years  within  which 
the  system  shall  take  effect,  and  to  work 
up  to  that  object,  lengthening  or  shorten- 
]i)g  the  term  according  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  and  the  educational 
progress  of  the  nation.  As  we  proceeded, 
difficulties  would  vanish,  as  they  did  in 
France  and  Portugal  uuder  the  determined 
perseverance  of  tho  rulers  of  those  coun- 
tries ;  and  the  simplicity  of  tho  system 
would  becomo  more  and  more  apparent. 
In  the  Report  of  M.  Jacobi,  which  he 
could  not  sufficiently  recommend  to  the 
attention  of  the  House,  the  results  of  the 
metric  system  for  the  promotion  of  educa- 
tion, trade,  and  manufactures  were  exhi- 
bited in  a  striking  manner.  The  fact  is, 
the  metric  system  is  the  complement  and 
corollary  of  Free  Trade.  By  adopting  it, 
wo  nhall  extend  the  commerce  of  England 
and  the  eonimerce  of  the  world. 

Mr.  graves  :  Sir,  when  my  hon. 
Friend  invited  me  to  support  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  which  he  has  just  submitted  to 
the  House,  I  felt  some  hesitation  in  acced- 
ing to  his  request,  from  the  fact,  that 
thoutrh  long,  convinced  of  the  necessity  of 
a  uniform  system  of  weights  and  measures, 
I  had  not  given  that  serious  consideration 
to  the  precise  character  of  the  change 
which  its  importance  deserved  ;  it  was, 
however,  a  question  irhich,  as  representing 
a  large  commercial  community,  I  could 
not  shirk,  and  with  the  full  consciousness 
of  the  responsibility  attaching  to  such  re- 
presentation, I  entered  upon  the  considera- 
tion of  tho  proposal,  and  I  am  bound  to 
say  the  more  I  examined  into  it,  the  more 
was  I  satisfied  of  the  inconvenience  attend- 
ing our  intricate  systems,  and  tho  greater 
appeared  to  be  the  necessity  for  adopting 
in  lieu  of  them  the  metric  and  decimal, 
which  are  simplicity  itself,  and  have  the 
advontage  of  being  extensively  used  in 
many  of  the  commercial  nations  of  the 
world.  There  is,  no  doubt,  always  a  great 
difficulty  in  altering  a  system  which  has 
become  interwoven  with  the  daily  and 
hourly  avocations  of  a  people,  and  the  older 
the  country  the  stronger  the  difficulty.  Eng- 
land has  always  shown  herself  averse  to 
change ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  when 
once  the  public  mind  has  become  impressed 
with  the  necessity  for  change,  it  ii  re- 
markable with  what  facility  it  is  accom- 
plished. Let  me  recall  the  House  to  what 
took  place  in  Ireland  not  many  years  since, 
when  a  change  was  made  in  the  currency; 
it  was  urged  then,  as  I  dare  say  it  will  be 
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to-day,  that  confusion  would  result  and 
great  dissatisfaction  arise,  but  happily 
wiser  counsels  prevailed ;  tho  currency 
was  altered  ;  some  inconvenience  was  felt, 
but  in  twelve  months  it  was  all  forgotten, 
and  everyone  was  delighted  with  the 
change.  Everyone  in  this  House  will 
probably  admit  that  the  introduction  of  one 
uniform  system  throughout  the  whole  coun- 
try would  bo  an  immense  improvement. 
Now,  let  me  ask  hon.  Members  to  consider 
whether  the  inconvenience  which  must 
attend  the  securing  of  uniformity  would  be 
much  increased  by  taking  one  step  more, 
and  making  the  change  a  perfect  one  ?  I 
think  it  would  not,  and  that  it  will  be 
wiser  not  to  involve  the  country  in  any  new 
system,  till  it  is  prepared  for  one  which 
will  meet  our  own  wants,  and  which  will 
bring  us  into  communion  with  other  nations. 
It  is  hardly  necessary  for  me  to  dwell  on 
the  variety  which  exists  in  our  present 
system,  or  the  endless  trouble  and  confu- 
sion which  grows  out  of  it;  everyone  is  more 
or  less  cognizant  of  it.  It  is  a  heritage 
derived  from  the  union  of  countries  pos- 
sessing different  standards  of  weights  and 
measures,  each  preserving  its  own  to  the 
disadvantage  of  the  whole.  We  have,  for 
instance,  the  English  mile,  1,760  yards; 
the  Irish  mile,  2,240  yards ;  and  the 
Scotch  mile,  1,980  yards  ;  and  there  is 
the  English  acre,  4,840  yards  ;  the  Irish 
acre,  7,840  yards  ;  aud  the  Scotch  acre 
1,980  yards,  all  differing  in  ijuautities. 
Then  there  is  the  stone  of  meat,  8  lbs. ; 
of  cheese,  16  lbs. ;  hemp,  32  lbs. ;  flax, 
16 1  lbs.,  and  many  others  which  I  could 
name.  And  there  arc  the  hundredweights, 
sometimes  taken  at  112  lbs.,  120  lbs., 
and  140  lbs.,  in  fact,  putting  aside  all 
local  customs,  there  are  eleven  systems  of 
weights  and  measures,  all  well  known  and 
extensively  used  in  the  British  Islands, 
and  which  are  all  sanctioned  either  by  Act 
of  Parliament  or  usage.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dumfries  (Mr.  Ewart)  has  traced  very 
succinctly  the  history  of  this  question  up 
to  the  present,  and  has  shown  that  in  any 
inquiry  which  has  been  instituted,  there 
has  been  a  large,  if  not  a  unanimous  opinion 
expressed  in  favour  of  the  abandonment  of 
our  present  standards,  and  the  adoption  of 
a  metric  one,  founded  on  the  principle  of 
decimal  subdivision.  The  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, it  would  appear,  some  years  since 
obtained  an  Act  authorizing  the  decimal 
multiples  and  division  of  the  Troy  ounce  for 
weighing  bullion.  In  the  year  1838  a  Royal 
Commissiou  was  appointed,  tho  Chairman 
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veginn  and  Danish  Members  of  the  three 
Parliaments  and  others  adopted  this  reso- 
lution— 

**  It  is  expedient  to  adopt  the  French  metric 
Bystcm,  with  attendant  subdiTisions  and  denomi- 
nations, for  weights  and  measures  in  the  three 
Scandinavian  countries." 

The  difference  between  our  ton  and  hun- 
dredweight, in  which  nearly  all  the  exter- 
nal trade  of  this  country  is  conducted,  and 
(he  metric  ton  and  cental  is  happily  so 
small  that  it  could  not  derange  our  ideas 
for  long.  The  present  ton  of  2,240  lbs. 
would  only  exceed  the  metric  ton  of  1000 
kilogrammes  or  2,205  lbs.  by  1^  per  cent, 
while  the  hundred  weight  of  112  lbs.  would 
only  exceed  the  metric  cental  of  110^  lbs. 
by  1|  lbs.;  while,  by  a  similar  accident, 
the  practical  standard  of  land  measure  in 
this  country — namely,  the  surveyor's  chain 
of  66  feet — does  not  differ  from  the  metric 
chain  of  20  metres  by  more  than  A\  inches. 
Coincidences  so  fortunate  as  those  between 
our  principal  measures  and  those  of  the 
metric  system  render  its  adoption  much 
easier  to  us  than  any  other  that  has  been 
proposed.  It  may  possibly  bo  urged  as  an 
objection  to  making  the  system  compulsory, 
that  it  has  been  tried  permissively  and 
failed  ;  that  if  it  promised  all  the  ad?an- 
tages  its  advocates  claim  of  it,  public  opi- 
nion would  have  seized  hold  of  it,  and  we 
should  to-day  witness  its  formal  adoption  ; 
but  the  fact  is,  that  no  provision  has  been 
made  for  the  standards,  and  consequently 
there  is  no  means  of  verifying  those  in 
use.  Indeed,  I  may  mention  as  a  fact, 
that  a  firm  in  London,  having  foreign  trade, 
weighed  goods  with  metric  weights,  and 
were  summoned  for  using  a  metre  which 
was  not  stamped,  for  the  simple  reason 
that  there  was  no  stamp  to  verify  and  stamp 
it  by.  It  would,  no  doubt,  be  more  in 
consonance  with  our  practice  to  rely  solely 
on  permissive  powers,  and  make  good  this 
oversight  in  the  Act ;  but  I  fear  we  should 
only  be  adding  to  the  existing  complica- 
tion,  and  that  it  must  bo  obligatory  to  use 
as  well  as  disuse.  But  before  this  could 
be  done  it  will  be  necessary  to  educate 
the  young,  and  prepare  the  public  mind 
for  the  change  before  it  would  bo  prudent 
or  desirable  to  introduce  it.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  wisely,  I  think,  left  a  blank 
when  the  Act  would  come  into  operation, 
and  there  is  no  part  of  the  Bill  which  will 
need  more  careful  consideration  at  our 
hands  than  passing  the  number  of  years 
which  should  elapse  before  compulsion 
would  attach. 

Mr,  Graves  ' 


Now,  Sir,  I  will  say  a  few  words  on  the 
educational  aspect  of  this  question,  for  it 
is  an  important  one  in  its  consideration. 
The  House  of  Commons  objected  to  make 
the  metric  sjstem  compulsory,  yery  much 
on  the  ground  that  the  people  were  not 
sufficiently  educated  in  it.  Well,  Sir,  as 
soon  as  the  Permissive  Bill  was  passed, 
a  deputation  from  the  Metric  Committee  of 
the  British  Association  for  the  Advance- 
ment of  Science,  and  the  Council  of  the 
International  Decimal  Association  waited 
on  the  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  for  Education  to  ask  that  the 
metric  system  might  be  taught  in  the  na> 
lional  schools  ;  and  what  was  the  reply  ? 
"  No  ;  we  cannot  undertake  to  teach  the 
metric  system,  unless  it  is  made  compulsory, 
because  there  is  not  time  for  teaching  both 
systems."  Now,  let  me  dwell  for  a  moment 
on  this  want  of  time,  for  it  has  a  strong 
bearing  on  my  argument,  and  it  is  admitted 
on  all  hands  that  a  large  amount  of  acien- 
ti6c  instruction  must  be  introduced  into 
our  schools.  A  Committee  is  now  occu- 
pied upstairs  considering  how  this  can  best 
be  done,  and  the  want  of  time  will  form 
no  small  difficulty  in  the  desired  introduc- 
tion of  science.  The  period  devoted  to 
education  is  not  likely  to  be  extended,  and 
it  can  only  be  by  economizing  the  primary 
branches  that  it  will  be  possible  to  embrace 
science  to  any  extent.  The  eyidence  was 
taken  before  the  Committee  on  Weights 
and  Measures  of  1862  as  to  the  probable 
saving  of  time  which  would  be  effected  by 
a  substitution  of  the  metric  and  decimal 
systems,  and  I  will  merely  quote  the  reply 
of  one  witness,  the  Rev.  Alfred  Barrett—* 

"  (1778.)  IIow  much  do  you  think  thebojt'eda- 
cation  would  be  shortened  bj  the  adoption  of  the 
decimal  system  ? — Two  years  at  least. 

"  (1770.)  And  would  the  learning  of  the  decimal 
system  be  more  agreeable  ?'-Tes,  I  think  so,  and 
more  complete." 

1  can  well  believe  that  a  large  saving  of 
time  will  be  effected.  Many  of  ua  will  re- 
member the  difficulty  we  had  in  masteriog 
the  cumbrous  ''Table  Book,"  and  wbeo 
acquired  how  difficult  to  retain  ;  while  the 
simplicity  of  the  metric  system  is  such 
that  the  youngest  child  can  learn  it  ;  and, 
once  impressed  on  the  mind,  will  never 
leave  it.  It  has  been  said  by  that  large 
class  of  persons  who  dislike  innoyations, 
and  will  not  take  the  trouble  of  thinking 
for  themselves,  that  the  proposed  change 
is  a  theoretical  one,  and  only  advocated 
for  purposes  of  science.  This  ia  a  great 
mistake.  There  is  scarcely  a  Chamber  of 
Commerce  in  this  country  which  has  sot 
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of  a  quadrant  of  a  meridian  throngh  Paris 
(about  39-1^  inches)  which  they  termed  a 
"metre."  No  doubt  those  multiples  and 
aliquot  parts  of  the  metre  which  form  the 
French  measures  of  length  are  adjusted  to 
meet  the  decimal  system,  as  are  also  the 
measures  of  area,  capacity,  and  weight, 
which  aro  by  a  further  process  built  upon 
the  metre.  But  decimal  notation  is  equally 
applicable  for  the  man  who  finds  that  it 
helps  his  calculations  wheneyer  he  has  to 
work  out  his  sum  in  our  own  old  weights 
and  measures  ;  for  decimals  are  really  not 
a  system,  but,  as  I  said,  a  process  for 
easily  reaching  a  certain  practical  result, 
like  logarithms  or  algebraical  symbols.  1 
grant  all  the  advantages  which  their  friends 
urge  in  behalf  of  decimals  for  the  purpose 
of  calculation  ;  but  it  requires  no  Act  of 
Parliament  to  enable  those  who  appreciate 
them  to  make  their  own  calculations  by 
way  of  decimals.  Least  of  all,  is  legisla- 
tion needed  for  the  merchant  princes—  the 
men  of  enormous  means  and  gigantic  trans- 
actions— whose  advocate  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Graves) 
has  made  himself.  They  have  but  to  keep 
a  calculating  clerk — an  employe  whose  one 
duty  is  to  manipulate  the  decimals-^and 
they  have  got  what  they  want.  The  suf- 
ferers will  be  the  little  people — the  small 
buyers  and  sellers,  the  hucksters  and  the 
marketers — who  will  be  compelled  under 
the  penalties  of  a  compulsory  Act  of  Par- 
liament, to  learn  and  to  use  a  system  which 
is,  in  its  outward  type,  as  non-natural  as 
it  is  novel.  I  will,  in  order  to  prove  my 
point,  take  the  most  familiar  instance,  and 
show  that  although  a  great  deal  has  been 
said  about  the  advantages  of  the  French 
subdivisions,  yet,  after  all,  our  subdivisions 
are  more  natural  for  the  ordinary  purposes 
of  life.  If  a  boy  has  to  divide  an  apple, 
does  he  ever  think  anything  about  the  cir- 
cumference of  the  earth  and  its  aliquot 
parts,  or  about  the  decimal  system  and  its 
unrivalled  facilities  for  calculation  ?  No  ; 
but  ho  takes  his  apple,  and  cuts  it  into 
two  parts  if  ho  wants  to  halve  it,  and  those 
halves  into  quarters  if  he  wants  to  make 
four  parts  of  it.  In  the  same  way,  if  a 
housewife  has  to  cut  up  the  loaf  for  her 
family,  she  divides  it  into  two,  into  four, 
into  eight,  or  into  sixteen  parts,  and  the 
sixteen  people  share  their  bread  naturally. 
Supposing  the  loaf  to  weigh  originally  a 
pound,  each  of  these  sixteen  divisions 
comes  out  an  ounce.  Such  is  the  rationale 
of  our  system  of  measuring — the  binary 
system  so-called  —  founded  on  continual 

Mr.  Beretford  Hope 


halving,  and  proved,  by  the  common  sense 
of  mankind,  before  the  groat  era  of  en- 
lightenment inaugurated  in  1789,  to  be  the 
most  convenient  and  natural  one.  But  I 
may  be  told — Halve  away,  but  then  ex- 
press your  halvings  in  decimals.  This  is 
very  easy  for  the  merchant  prince  to  do 
when  he  is  totting  up  his  large  transac- 
tions in  "centals,"  or  for  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  when  dealing  with  a  nation's 
finances  ;  but  how  will  it  suit  the  little 
transactions  of  daily  life  ?  I  come  back 
to  my  loaf.  How  are  ordinary  people  to 
represent  halves  and  quarters  by  decimal 
points  ?  The  symbol  of  a  half  is  the  figure 
"  five,"  with  a  dot  to  its  left  hand  ;  the 
symbol  of  half  that  quantity,  that  is  of  a 
quarter,  is  the  sum  twenty-five,  also  with 
a  dot  to  its  left  hand.  Arithmeticians 
understand  how  this  can  come  about,  and 
the  symbols  have  grown  natural  in  their 
ejcs  ;  but  in  what — even  the  most  infi- 
nitesimal—degree do  they  tell  their  own 
story  to  the  unlearned  ?  What  palpable 
relations  towards  each  other  can  be  disen- 
tangled out  of  these  most  frequently  re- 
curring symbols  ?  What  is  there  in  the 
nature  of  things  to  show  that  the  dotted 
five  means  a  half,  and  the  dotted  twenty- 
five  a  half  of  that  half,  and  a  quarter  of 
tho  "  one,*'  with  no  dot  on  either  side, 
which  stands  for  unitjr  f  Decimal  notation 
is  then,  after  all,  as  I  have  been  arguing, 
a  process,  and  not  a  sjstem.  It  is  a  pro- 
cess good  for  the  schools,  and  good  for  the 
bustling  counting-house  and  the  large  sum, 
but  the  poor  man  would  be  completely 
thrown  out  if  he  had  to  employ — under 
penal  legislation,  too — decimal  points  for 
the  purpose  of  measuring  his  little  pur- 
chases by  halves  and  quarters.  With  per- 
missive means,  such  as  now  exist,  the  sys- 
tem will  come  in  where  it  is  wanted,  and 
be  kept  out  where  it  is  not  wanted ;  but 
under  a  compulsory  enactment  it  will  in- 
trude itself  everywhere,  and  show  itself  iu 
its  real  colours  as  nothing  less  than  a 
public  nuisance.  But  the  more  we  exa- 
mine tho  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dum- 
fries, the  more  inapplicable  do  its  provi- 
sions seem  fur  the  purposes  of  practical 
life.  I  have  touched  upon  the  principles  of 
the  metric  system,  let  me  now  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  language  in 
which  (after  the  French  model)  it  is  pro- 
posed to  clothe  that  system.  The  new 
unit  of  weight  is  to  be  tho  *'  gram  *'  or 
"  gramme,"  which  is  attained  by  providing 
a  square  vessel,  whose  capacity  is  tho  cubo 
of  the  hundredth  part  of  a  metre  ("  ceuti* 
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metre*'  to  wit),  and  then  weigbing  the 
amount  of  water  wbicb  it  will  hold  at  a 
certain  temperature.  One-tcntb  part  of 
this  gram  is  to  be  a  deetgram,  and  ten 
times  a  gram  is  to  be  a  dc&agram,  for  the 
reformers  decreed  that  aliquot  parts  were 
to  be  named  after  the  Latin,  and  multiples 
after  the  Greek  numerals.  How  in  the 
name  of  common  sense  can  we  make  poor 
people  understand  that  because  there  are 
the  letters  **  ci  "  in  the  one  word  it  means 
the  tenth  of  a  gram,  and  that  because  there 
are  the  letters  *'ka"  in  the  other  it  means 
ten  grams,  or  100  decigrams  ?  My  bon. 
Friends  the  Member  for  Dumfries  and  the 
Member  for  Liyerpool  come  to  this  House 
representing  great  commercial  transactions; 
but  I  stand  up  for  the  poor  man.  Only 
imagine  an  honest  housewife  going  into  a 
shop  and  asking  for  a  decigram  of  pepper, 
and  a  dekagram  of  tea  ;  imagine,  too,  the 
milkmaid  selling  her  fluid  by  the  litre. 
The  Member  for  Liverpool  is  a  kind- 
hearted  man  ;  is  he  then  prepared,  with 
all  the  stringent  force  of  a  penal  statute, 
to  enact  that  when  one  of  his  youthful 
constituents  may  desire  to  effect  a  com- 
mercial transactions  in  a  manufacture  for 
which  one  portion  of  that  great  borough  is 
famous,  he  should  be  bound  to  go  to  the 
shop  and  tender  his  "dime"  for  three 
decigrams  of  Everton  toffee?  Fancy  the 
farmer  who  baa  been  accustomed  ever  since 
he  entered  on'  his  farm  to  cultivate  the 
"  ten  "  or  the  •*  twelve  acre  field,"  having 
to  consult  the  steward  about  liming  the 
aeventeen  are  field,  or  be  a  criminal  and 
a  contemner  of  the  laws  of  his  country. 
Fancy  the  bumpkin  who  was  prepared  to 
boast  that  he  was  within  a  decimetre  of 
catching  the  fox  as  he  crept  through  a 
gap  about  a  decametre  from  the  white  gate. 
If  the  theorists  and  the  men  of  wealth — 
men  of  brains,  it  may  be,  but  as  certainly 
men  of  self-assurance — have  worked  out 
this  system  for  themselves,  there  are  poor 
men,  who  form  the  majority  of  mankind, 
for  whom  it  will  never  answer,  and  there 
are  men  of  brains  at  least  equal  who  are 
decidedly  opposed  to  its  adoption.  Is  it 
not  possible  that  our  present  system  is  not 
only  quite  as  convenient  and  useful  as  the 
metric  system,  but  a  little  more  philosophi- 
cal also  ?  Why  should  a  standard  founded 
on  the  quadrant  of  the  earth's  circumfer- 
ence passing  through  the  meridian  of  Paris 
be  a  better  one  than  ours?  No  doubt  it  looks 
very  solemn,  from  the  grand  nomenclature 
with  which  it  is  propped,  but  all  those  odd 
names  for  the  French  weights  and  mea- 


sures were  adopted  at  the  first  beat  of  the 
great  Revolution,  when  the  pedantic  aping 
after  ancient  Greek  and  Latin  terms  led 
to  their  being  applied  to  everything  novel 
and  French — from  the  scanty  proportions 
of  a  lady's  dress  to  the  most  intricate 
principles  of  juripprudeuce  and  moral  phi* 
losophy.  Moreover,  they  have  taken  root 
in  nations  whose  vernacular  languages  are 
themselves  derived  from  the  old  classical 
tongues.  May  it  not,  I  repeat,  be  just 
possible  that  our  unit  is  as  good  as  that 
of  the  French,  ^ven  upon  the  most  ab- 
stract grounds  ?  I  have  received  from 
Sir  John  Herschel  a  letter  which  induced 
me  to  come  prominently  forward  and  pro- 
pose the  rejection  of  the  present  Bill,  in- 
stead of  giving  the  silent  vote  with  which 
I  should  otherwise  have  been  contented. 
It  is  dated  the  6th  of  April,  1868,  and 
is  in  the  following  terms  : — 

"  Pray  pardon  me  for  calling  your  attention  to 
this  Bill  of  Messrs.  Ewart  and  Co.,  in  the  hopo 
that  joa  will  oppose  it^-at  all  events  hj  yote,  and 
perhaps  by  word.  It  is  most  uncalled  for  and 
violent,  and  is  supported,  I  believe,  mainly  by  the 
chemists  among  men  of  science,  whose  reading 
and  experimental  practice  bring  them  frequently 
into  contact  with  the  French  weights  and  mea- 
sures, and  such  engineers  as  have  foreign  con- 
tracts to  execute.  As  respects  a  reference  of  our 
fundamental  units  to  a  natural  standard,  our  na- 
tional system  is  anything  but  the  haphazard,  in- 
defensible thing  it  is  usually  represented  to  be. 
The  polar  axis  of  the  earth  is  a  much  better 
natural  unit  than  the  quadrant  of  a  meridian 
through  Paris,  and,  dividing  this  into  500,000,000 
inches,  our  actual  imperial  foot  comes  within  a 
1,000th  part  of  twelve  such  inches,  or  a  geometri- 
cal foot.  I  have  by  me  two  foot-rules — one  by  a 
good  optician,  the  other  purchased  at  a  good  shop, 
and  none  the  worse  for  wear,  which  differ  from 
each  other  by  more  than  that  quantity.  Taking 
for  the  definition  of  our  ounce  the  weight  in  air 
of  1-1 ,000th  part  of  such  a  geometrical  cubic  foot 
of  distilled  water  at  62°  Fahrenheit  (our  standard 
temperature),  according  to  the  rate  declared  in 
the  Act  5  Geo.  IV.,  our  actual  imperial  ounce 
differs  from  such  geometrical  ounce  by  only 
l-7,000th  part.  But  if,  as  some  later  experiments 
seem  to  have  shown,  that  rate  is  slightly  incor- 
rect, then,  according  to  these  experiments — that 
is,  according  to  the  best  of  our  actual  knowledge 
—the  weight  of  that  bulk  of  water  in  vacuo  at  a 
temperature  of  73°  in  place  of  62°  is,  with  abso- 
lute precision,  identical  with  our  actual  imperial 
ounce  also  weighed  in  vacuo.  As  for  our  mea- 
sures of  capacity,  our  half  pint  is  the  measure  of 
ten  ounces  of  water.  Were  it  worth  while  to 
legislate  for  the  correction  of  such  trifling  devia- 
tions, our  system  would  stand  on  a  footing 
every  way  more  scientific,  as  concerns  its  units, 
than  the  French — to  say  nothing  of  the  actual 
deviations  of  the  latter  from  its  own  theoretical 
basis,  which  are  by  no  means  insignificant.  As 
to  the  expediency  of  sweeping  away  our  national 
system,  and  the  probability  that  our  shopkeepers 
willover  be  got  by  saoh  dragooning  to  buy  and  sell 
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TliiH  ie<I  to  the  poiat-blank  qneHlioii  [2339] 

■■  Wliat  are  tliej  ?  "     And  I  particularly 

the  I  direct  the  attention  of  (he  House  to  tbe 
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bj  the  metre,  litre,  and  kilogramme,  or  our  farm*  I  The  odTiuitags  ii  in  foreign 
en  and  Undoitneri  to  meaaure  their  land  bj  the  '  iliiadiantags  would  be  In  ^e  iDteroal 
hectare.  And  alter  the  titlc'deeds  of  their  eitstea  v(  the  countrj." 
in  accordance,  &<!.,  thcis  are  mattera  of  itatei- 
manihip  of  which  fou  are  a  much  better  judge 
than  I  profeii  to  be.  For  m;  own  part,  1  ' 
not  beliere  it ;  but  the  attempt  would 
moit  extreme  ditguat  nnd  reiiatancn." 
I  may  parontheticall;  notice  the  aBtuteneBs 
with  nhich  the  promoters  of  the  chnnge 
hare  kept  in  the  background  the  portion 
of  their  aoheme  which  refers  to  the  altera- 
tion in  the  measure  of  area.  The  incon- 
veniences hinted  at  b;  Sir  John  Kersohel 
gite  reason  enough  for  their  prudent  reti- 
ecnce.  I  thall  no*  quote  the  opinion  of 
Buotlier  man  of  aeienoe,  who,  as  it  will  be 
aeen,  approaches  the  question  in  a  direc~ 
tion  different  front  that  by  which  Sir  John 
Herscliel  travels  to  it.  Professor  De 
Morgnn,  who,  as  he  himself  says,  is  not 
only  Professor  of  Mathematics  at  Unirer- 
aity  College,  but  practices  as  an  actuary, 
was  one  of  the  witneites  examined  before 
the  Committee  of  1862,  and  came  under 
the  intellectual  thumbscrew  of  the  Chair- 
man, the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries. 
Being  presscil  (Q.  2331)  upon  the  "  metri- 
cal units,"  he  answered — 


"With  regard  to  the  metrical  ijalem,  I  ihould 
diatinguiah boti  .■-■   ...»r  .<    ■    - 

tiiation  and  m 

ore  often  confounded  ;  penona  imagini 
moat  go  together,  which  ii  not  the  c 
■fitem  may  be  made  decimal.    I  nm  as  much  far 


"  In  the  firat  place,  change  ia  in  itMlfadiiad- 
fantage,  and  a  great  chnnge  is  a  great  diradraD- 
IBge.  1  must  flrit  huTc  it  diatincllf  proved  to 
ma  that  there  are  adrantagea  whioh  would  mora 
ihan  counterbalance  the  diudTnnt-igei  I  foreaae 
in  other  reipecta.  ]  lake  nn  objection  lo  the 
metre.  It  arose  from  a  mere  rnncifal  connection 
irith  the  quarter  of  the  meridJHO,  whioh  I  thiok  of 
QO  prBDticai  importance  to  anj  man  alire.  You 
might  just  aa  well  trj  to  subdiTide  the  diatano* 
from  tbe  earth  to  the  moon.  The  metre  is,  of 
course,  too  long  to  be  the  common  measure  :  it  ii 
:i  little  longer  than  a  jnrd.  In  decimal  diTiaioo 
ihe  next  thing  would  be  the  decimetre,  which 
would  he  too  abort  to  take  the  place  of  our  foot. 
The  aamo  thing  applies  Tcrr  much  to  the  other 
measures.  1  not  onlj  have  a  gonernl  objection  lo 
Lheir  aiie  as  compared  with  oura,  but  1  think  it 
would  ba  necessar}  that  a  very  ilrang  case  should 
bo  made  out  in  their  fitTour  before  any  audi 
iihange  ia  effected." 

The  House  will  observe  that  Professor  Be 
Morgan  approaches  the  consideration  of  tbe 
desirability  of  the  unit  having  a  direct  com- 
mensurable relation  to  llio  great  mundane 
iDiensions   ia   a   diiferciit   spirit  from  Sir 


,iah  between  two  diatinctthinga.    Dccimi- ,  jg|,„    HerEciiel.      The    latter   accepts  Ibe 
and  metncnlLsation  are  two  things  which     ,,         ,-     i   >     .     i-,-.        r  ,i         i   ..  > 

:n  onnfounded  ;  peraona  imagine  that  they     "'eorctical  desirability  of  tho  relation,  and 
a  together,  whioh  is   not  the  case.     Art     then    shows   that    OUT    unit  fulGIa    the    law 


my  person  can  be ;  I  believe    fegjop    Jq   Morgan    assumes    the   praclicsl 

linn  nf  units  m  fht  bn  Intro-         .    ..      .         ^  ^    .,  ,  .  '.  , 


might  be 


;titudo  of 


decimal 

that  the  decimal  di 

duced  verj  easilj' :  and  I  belio.D  i>i«  i.  wuuiu  vu-    ...       ,    , 

exist  perfectl;  well  with  the  binary  division,  which     "S"'  °>   "" 

I  am  antiaBed  must  alwnji  ba  naed  b^  the  coi 

men  people,  ao  far  as  halres  and  quarters  are  co 

oemed.    Tho  hallos  and  quarters  are  eaiilr  co 

verted    into    decimal    fractions.      The    decin: 

system,  therefbre,   if  fully  established  thi 


shows  that   our   unit  fulGIa   the    law 
perfectly   than    the   French.      Pro- 


these  tno 


the  country,  might  go  on  and  thi 

with  the  babit  of  dividingall  units  into  halves  nnd    ' 

qoarters  in  common  life.  1 

"  (9333.)  Then  you  draw  a  diatinotion  between 
the  decimal  ayatem  and  the  metrical  system  ! — 
The  metrical  system  is  the  decimal  system  with 
the  units  of  the  French  system  superadded.  I 
object  to  the  introduction  of  tbe  French  units  into 
this  country.  1  object  lo  It  npon  a  balance  of 
oonvenience  and  inconvenience.  I  admit  that  the 
change  might  be  convenient  to  our  foreign  com- 
merce :  but  1  believe  that  it  would  create  anoh  an 
immense  amount  of  confusion  throughout  the 
country  that  the  inconienienoe  would  far  mors 
than  counterbHlance  tha  adrnntago  we  ihould  de- 
rive in  our  foreign  commercial  relations." 

After  submitting  to  a  good  deal  of  press- 
ing about  the  experience  of  foreign  coun- 
tries, Professor  Do  Morgan  roundly  atated    The 
(Answer  2338)— 

'■  What  I  mean  is, 

vantage  commensurate   with    the    diMdiantago    for  Lirerpoul  as 
Jfr.  Btrt»for4  Bo^ 


of  the  world,  and  makes 
ride  apart  as 

in  their  pre- 

tical  conclu- 

iquully  condemn  the  penal  cnact- 

of  the  metrical  eysien). 


listcntlj  '  1  *il'  only    trouble  the  Hou 


with   ( 


from  Professor  De  Morgan's 
throning   a   light   upon    the 
if  mind  in  which  the  theorists  of 
France  took  up  the  innovation — 

"  (340S.)     The  metre,  you  think,  is  lanciJul  f— 

It  was  obtained  in  a  (mciful  way.     It  was  tbe 

ten  millionth  part  of  the  quarter  of  the  meridian." 

"(3109.)     Why  do  you  consider  that  fanciful! 

"  "  .nybodj.  nnd  amoii( 


adopted 


IS  this: 


that  it  would  he  a  vory  pleneant  thing  for  a  small 
proprietor  to  s.iv,  '  1  am  lord  of  exactly  tuch  I 
fraction  of  the  wholo  surface  of  tbe  earth.'  No«, 
1  do  not  suppose  that  any  little  proprietor  ever 
troubled  bia  head  with  the  fraction  he  held  tinoe 
the  time  when  Adam  began  to  delve  the  land." 

itncBS  whom  1  shall  summou  is 

whom  I  heard  with  oiceediiig  astonisli- 

l  brought  forward  by  the  bun.  Hember 

advocate  for  the  deci- 
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experience  to  follow  that  eommon  usage  of  man- 
kind, rather  than  the  more  elaborate  system 
of  Greek  and  Latin  terms  ?"— [Questions  74, 
75,  76.] 

I  will  not  trouble  the  Houbo  with  Mr. 
Levi's  replies  at  length,  as  I  think  the 
questions  themselves  amount  to  a  condem- 
nation of  the  proposed  system.  The  wit- 
ness sums  up— 

'<  If  you  havo  two  difficulties  to  encounter,  one 
to  introduce  a  new  system,  and  another  to  learn 
a  new  language,  the  diflBculty  of  introducing  it " 
(the  system) "  is  immensely  increased." 

Only  let  me  entreat  my  hon.  Friend  not 
to  be  too  proud  to  own  himself  wrong  now, 
and  return  to  a  better  mind.  Mr.  Airy 
has  not  been  above  doing  so  on  this  very 

?uestion,  for  I  6nd  that  he  printed,  in 
862,  NoUifor  the  Committee  on  Weights 
and  Measures,  referred  to  in  his  evidence, 
in  which  these  paragraphs  occurred  — 

"  I  once  recommended  the  substitution  of  a 
measure  of  2,000  yards  instead  of  the  mile  of 
1,760  yards;  not  only  because  it  is  decimal,  but 
also  because  it  approaches  very  near  to  one 
minute  of  a  degree  on  the  earth's  surface,  because 
it  corresponds  to  the  nautical  mile,  and  because 
the  Government  possess  the  power  (through  the 
turnpike  roads  and  the  railways)  of  exhibiting  the 
material  symbols  of  the  measure.  But  the  in- 
convenience arising  from  the  circumstance  that 
2,000  yards  cannot  be  measured  by  the  ordinary 
land  chain  of  twonty-two  yards  would  be  so  great, 
that  I  now  doubt  the  expediency  of  such  a  course. 
I  also  once  recommcnded|  the  substitution  of 
a  weight  of  100  lbs.  instead  of  112  lbs.;  and  I 
think  that,  in  certain  cases  (as  at  the  Custom 
House,  where  the  duty  on  large  weights  of  tea, 
Ac,,  is  charged  not  by  the  cwt.  but  by  the  lb.)  it 
might  be  convenient.  But,  viewing  the  small 
connection  which  really  exists  between  the  use  of 
the  cwt.  and  the  use  of  the  lb.,  I  now  doubt  the 
expediency  of  that  substitution." 

Such  is  the  Bill  which  we  are  asked  to 
pass.  Its  merits,  such  as  they  are,  are 
compressed  into  the  small  compass  of  the 
facility  of  decimal  notation  for  a  certain 
class  of  sums,  and  the  convenience  of  a 
common  scale  by  which  English  and  foreign 
merchants  can  compare  their  invoices,  and 
chemists  can  conduct  their  experiments. 
All  these  advantages  already  lie  within 
the  compass  of  an  easy  option  ;  and  those 
who  clamour  most  loudly  for  the  change, 
are  those  most  easily  able  to  purchase  the 
convenience  for  themselves.  Its  disadvan- 
tages I  have  recapitulated.  If  the  Bill  is 
to  become  not  only  an  Act,  but  an  Act 
which  shall  be  in  deed,  and  not  in  name 
only,  law — an  Act  which  shall  not  be  a 
mockery  and  an  incubus  to  the  statute 
book  —  it  must  be  weighted  with  heavy 
penalties,  inexorably  inflicted.  Last  year 
several  of  the  English  papers  expressed 

Mr,  Beresford  Mope 


deserved  sympathy  for  an  unlnoky  Belgian 
editor,  who,  in  describing  a  great  flood,  in- 
nocently remarked  that  the  rirer  rose  a 
certain  number  of  toises.  For  this  the 
unhappy  man  was  dragged  to  the  bar  of 
justice  as  a  criminal ;  he  had  Tiolated  the 
law  of  his  land  ;  he  had  brought  the 
Belgian  statue  book  into  contempt ;  he 
had  rebelled  against  authority  ;  and  so  his 
doom  was  fine  and  imprisonment.  This  is 
what  we  shall  have  to  come  to  in  England, 
if  tho  hon.  Members  for  Dumfries  and 
Lirerpool  and  Stockport  are  to  make  their 
law  and  use  their  law.  I  have  read  the 
language  in  which  the  Mover  of  the  Bill 
exposes  the  inconveniences  of  his  own  pro- 
posal. I  have  also  brought  to  the  Bar  of 
of  the  House  men  of  the  highest  scientific 
eminence  —  Herschel  and  Airy  and  De 
Morgan — as  witnesses  against  the  Bill ; 
but  in  asking  the  House  to  reject  it,  I  do 
not  rely  upon  their  testimony.  I  speak 
in  the  name  of  the  poor  honest  people  of 
the  country,  traders  and  buyers,  who*  will 
suffer  infinite  inconvenience  and  embarrass- 
ment, and  who  in  their  perplexity  will  have 
their  small  incomes  cruelly  mulcted,  if  this 
extraordinary  measure  becomes  the  law  of 
the  land. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  tho  words  "  upon  this  day  six 
months."— (ifr.  Beresford  Hope,) 

Mr.  POLLARD-URQUHART  said,  he 
was  sorry  to  find  his  hon.  Friend,  who  held 
tho  position  of  Member  for  a  scientific 
University  where  they  had  both  been 
educated  —  a  position  in  which  he  (Mr. 
Pollard-Urquhart)  bad  assisted  to  place 
him — should  sneer  at  a  system  of  notation 
that  was  desired  by  so  many  eminent 
men,  and  by  all  the  great  merchants  of 
the  day.  His  hon.  Friend  had  told  a 
pitiful  tale  of  what  would  happen  to  the 
small  tradesmen,  ond  the  fruitwomen,  if 
this  Bill  i^ere  passed.  But  did  his  hon. 
Friend  never  buy  an  apple  from  a  woman 
in  France  or  in  Switzerland  ?  The  system 
prevailed  in  the  retail  trade  of  those  coun- 
tries, without  any  of  the  inconveniences 
which  his  hon.  Friend  bad  conjured  up. 
It  might  be  said  that  France  was  a  highly 
centralized  country,  where  the  people  were 
bound  above  all  things  to  obey  orders  pro- 
ceeding from  head-quarters.  But  that  was 
not  true  of  such  countries  as  Switzerland 
or  Holland,  where  the  people  had  as  much 
social  independence  as  in  this  country. 
Yet  the  system  prevailed  there,  and  the 


199         WeiffhU  and  Measures         [COMMONS)  (Metric  System)  Bill. 


200 


the  cause  of  education.     Now,  if  education 
was  to  be  considered  merely  as  the  teach- 
ing of  an  art  of  ciphering,  that  might  be 
true ;  but  if  by  education  was  meant  in- 
struction in  the  science  of  calculation,  then 
the  present  system  of  arithmetic  was  much 
to  be  preferred.     He  wished  to  say  one 
word  on  the  subject  of  the  compulsory  na- 
ture of  this  Bill.     A  Permissiye  Bill  would 
aggravate  the  incon?oniences  involved  in 
tho  change.     If  it  were  made  at  all,  that 
must  be  done  by  a  compulsory  measure, 
the  operation   of  which    the   Government 
could  facilitate,  as  the  Austrian  Govern- 
ment had   facilitated   tho  change   in   the 
coinage  of  North  Italy,  by  printing  tables 
and  distributing  them  among  the  people. 
It   was   admitted   on   all   hands  that  the 
change    would   cause   inconvenience»   and 
the  quicker  and    sooner  the  change  was 
made  the  less  would  the  inconvenience  be. 
They  had  a  Permissive  Bill  already,  but 
no  one  adopted  the  system ;    in  fact,  no 
individual  merchant  or  trader  would  adopt 
it  till  the  adoption  was  made  general  over 
the  country.     Suppose  a  Government  were, 
to  adopt  the  decimal  and  the  metrical  sys- 
tem in  their  taxation  and  tariff,  while  the 
rest  of  the  country  adhered  to  the  present 
system,  one  could  easily  see  what  a  scene 
of  confusion   would  ensue.     Against  the 
authorities  cited  ho   would  quote  that  of 
Mr.  Cobden,  who,  speaking  of  his  residence 
in  France,  when  he  was  negotiating  the 
Treaty  of  Commerce,  said — 

"  I  was  engaged  for,  I  believe,  six  months  in 
the  constant  study  and  conversion  of  English 
weights,  measures,  and  prices  into  French  weights, 
measures,  and  prices,  and  so  much  did  I  feel  the 
disadvantages  of  our  system  as  compared  with 
that  of  France,  that  to  say  I  folt  mystified  and 
annoyed  would  not  express  my  feelings  at  the 
time  ;  I  felt  humiliated.  The  one  is  simple,  sym- 
metrical, logical,  and  consistent ;  the  other  dis- 
located, complicated,  uncouth,  and  incoherent." 

Mr.  J.  B.  SMITH  said,  when  this 
question  was  last  discussed  in  1864  they 
witnessed  the  anomaly  of  Mr.  Cobden  sup- 
porting the  metric  system  as  a  means  of 
facilitating  the  growing  intercourse  between 
nations,  created  by  the  adoption  of  Free 
Trade,  while  the  Free  Trade  Ministers — the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  and  the  Mem- 
ber for  Ashton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) — voted 
against  it.  The  Government,  however,  were 
defeated  by  a  large  majority,  and  then  en- 
gaged to  take  charge  of  the  Bill.  But 
what  a  Bill  it  had  proved  to  be  !  Accord- 
ing to  the  Report  of  the  Warden  of  the 
Standards  one  of  the  Inspectors  of  weights 
Mr,  Gorst 


and  measures  had  seized  some  weights  in 
a  tradesman's  shop  as  being  illegal,   and 
brought  the  culprit  before  the  magistrates. 
The  simple-minded  man  took  the  Act  of 
Parliament   in   his   hand   as   his    defence 
against  the  charge,   and   the  magistrates 
dismissed  the  information,  observing  how- 
ever that  the  Act  was  so  loosely  drawn 
they  believed  he  was  liable  to  a  penalty. 
The  Law  Officers  being  consulted  gave  it 
as  their  opinion  that,  though  it  was  lawful 
to   use   metric    measures,  anyone   having 
them  in   his  possession  was   liable  to  be 
prosecuted  I     It  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  a  Bill  should  be  brought  forward  to 
correct  the  blunders  of  the  existing  Act ; 
and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dum- 
fries (Mr.  Ewart)  now  proposed  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  for  the  compulsory  use, 
after  a  limited  time,  of  the  metric  system 
of  weights  and  measures.     He  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Smith)  hoped  that  we  should  not  now  wit- 
ness another  anomaly  —  namely,  the  Go- 
vernment opposing  this  Bill,  while  in  1864 
five  of  its  present  Members  supported  the 
metric  system.  The  extraordinary  progress 
which   this   system   had    made    in    other 
countries   was    sufficient    evidence   of   its 
superiority  to   the   old   systems.     It   was 
now  in  use  by  150,000,000  of  people,  and 
its  use  was  permitted  among  upwards  of 
120,000,000  other  people.      The   United 
States  adopted  it  last  year.  A  Koyal  Com- 
mission in  India  had  recommended  its  adop- 
tion in  the  province  of  Bengal,  and  another 
Commission  is  now  sitting  to  consider  its 
adoption  by  all  India.     Last  year  the  re- 
presentatives of  twenty  nations  assembled 
at  Paris  and  recommended  its  adoption  by 
all  nations.     M.  Matthieu.  the  President 
of  this  assembly,  in  an  admirable  opening 
speech,  observed — 

"The  establishment  of  railways  and  electric 
telegraphs,  those  great  instruments  of  progress 
and  civilization,  has,  so  to  say,  changed  the  face 
of  the  world.  Communications  are  now  so  easy 
and  so  rapid  that  the  different  countries  are  now 
in  a  condition  in  which  they  were  not  before,  of 
being  rather  provinces  of  the  same  empire.  We 
cannot  now  limit  ourselves  to  attempting  some 
simplification  :  we  are  led  by  tho  force  of  circum- 
stances to  extended  reforms.  This  is  the  only 
mode  for  facilitating  social  transactions  and  com- 
mercial operations  in  the  entire  world." 

No  less  than  61  per  cent  of  our  exports 
go  to  countries  using  the  metric  system, 
and  the  time  is  arrived  when  we  should  no 
longer  delay  its  adoption  and  thus  facili- 
tate our  growing  intercourse  with  all  the 
world.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Cambridge  is  opposed  to  this  Bill, 


203         WeighU  and  Meanum         (COMMONS]  {Metric  SyiUm)  Bill.         204 


proTincoB.  He  might  refer  to  a  remarkable 
illustration  of  this  fact  which  preTailed  in 
the  retail  trade  of  Paris  at  the  present  day. 
A  person  going  into  a  chandler's  shop  would 
ask  for  a  lirre  or  pound  of  candles,  and 
the  shopman  would  hand  over  a  packet 
containing  485  grammes^  or  a  pound,  thus 
showing  how  completely  the  old  system 
kept  its  hold  on  the  mass  of  the  popula- 
tion in  France  even  though  the  new  system 
had  been  introduced  by  a  Rerolution,  and 
had  been  in  use  for  half  a  century.  He 
did  not  thiuk  the  working  men,  still  less 
the  wives  of  the  working  men  of  England 
more  likely  to  adopt  the  new  system  than 
the  same  class  of  people  in  France.  Were 
Englishmen  and  Englishwomen  to  be  driven 
out  of  their  customs  and  into  the  adoption 
of  a  foreign  nomenclature  ?  At  least,  it 
was  not  worth  while  to  go  through  a  Re- 
volution, as  the  French  had  done,  for  the 
sake  of  the  decimal  system.  Our  present 
arithmetical  system  was  defensible  as  an 
intellectual  exercise  which  developed  the 
minds  of  scholars,  and  the  decimal  system 
would  not  be  an  advance  from  an  educa- 
tional point  of  view.  Besides  the  change 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  corn  trade 
proved  that,  consistently  with  the  present 
system,  the  metric  system  might  be  intro- 
duced wherever  it  was  considered  conve- 
nient, whether  with  regard  to  weights  or 
measures.  The  conclusion  to  which  he 
had  come  was  that,  however  convenient  the 
metric  system  might  be  for  the  purposes  of 
scientific  investigation  or  engineering,  it 
would  be,  as  regarded  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, a  grievous  inconvenience  to  have  a 
system  introduced  which  was  to  be  brought 
into  compulsory  action — to  force  upon  them 
a  system  strange  to  them  by  name  ;  of 
which  they  had  a  very  imperfect  compre- 
hension ;  to  which  they  could  attach  no 
definite  idea  ;  and  which  he  believed  would 
never  take  root  in  this  country.  The  great 
diversity  that  still  prevailed  in  measures  of 
capacityi  notwithstanding  the  efi^orts  that 
had  been  made  to  obtain  uniformity,  showed 
the  strength  of  custom  in  these  matters 
and  the  difficulty  of  setting  it  aside,  ond 
the  moral  he  would  draw  was,  "  Do  not 
attempt  to  introduce  a  change  still  more 
at  variance  with  the  national  taste  and 
feelings,  but  endeavour  to  simplify  our 
present  system,  and  bring  it  into  universal 
acceptance." 

Mr.  MORRISON  said,  he  opposed  the 
Bill  on  different  grounds.  He  concurred 
in  the  arguments  for  a  decimal  and  uniform 
aystem,  and  particularly  one  that  was  in- 
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ternational  as  well  as  national ;  but  ha 
could  not  ignore  the  fact  that  all  the 
strength  of  a  Government  in  the  full  fer* 
vour  of  revolutionary  change  in  France 
had  failed  as  yet  to  secure  the  entire  ac* 
ccptance  of  the  metric  system  there,  and 
he  questioned  whether  the  cause  was  ad- 
vanced by  trying  to  pass  this  measure  in 
the  last  Session  of  a  middle  class  Parlia- 
ment, to  be  followed  by  one  in  which  the 
working  classes  would  be  more  perfectly 
represented.  It  would  be  one  of  the  most 
unpopular  measures  ever  passed  by  a  House 
of  Commons.  A  cry  was  sure  to  be  raised 
against  the  middle  class  if  the  Bill  passed; 
and  this  would  increase  the  difficulty  of 
putting  it  into  practical  working  when  the 
time  fixed  for  doing  so  came.  He,  there- 
fore, put  it  to  the  promoter  of'  the  Bill 
whether  it  was  worth  while  putting  his 
supporters  into  a  false  position  by  forcing  a 
division.  lie  was  in  favour  of  the  prin- 
ciple  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  could  not  vote 
for  it  in  the  last  Session  of  an  unreformed 
Parliament.  He  would  urge  his  hon. 
Friend  to  be  content  with  the  discussion 
which  he  had  elicited. 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  this  question  might  be  re- 
garded in  two  ways ;  first,  with  reference 
to  this  country  alone  ;  and,  secondly,  with 
regard  to  our  communications  with  other 
countries.  If  this  were  merely  a  question 
regarding  ourselves,  he,  for  one,  would 
hesitate  very  much  before  assenting  to  a 
change,  even  for  the  better,  in  an  old 
country,  with  a  vast  population,  accus- 
tomed to  certain  ways,  a  departure  from 
which  must  necessarily  involve  very  con- 
siderable confusion  and  annoyance.  He 
admitted  the  inconvenience  arising  from 
the  present  system.  Those  who  suffered 
the  most  from  it,  were  those  who  were 
scarcely  able  to  judge  for  themselves  ;  and 
looking  to  this  country  alone,  he  certainly 
would  be  inclined  to  adopt  the  advice  given 
by  some  hon.  Members — namely,  to  endea- 
vour to  simplify  and  bring  to  one  point 
the  weights  and  measures  which  exist  in 
this. country,  although  he  admitted  there 
was  very  great  difficulty  in  doing  this. 
He  himself  attached  no  importance  to  the 
educational  argument  on  the  present  sys- 
tem. Ho  certainly  was  not  one  of  those 
who  would  advocate  unnecessary  difficulty 
in  learning  for  the  sake  of  strengthening 
the  mind.  When  everything  had  been 
made  as  easy  as  possible,  there  would  as- 
suredly be  difficulty  enough  left  to  secure 
this  object.   There  was  quite  enough  labour 
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house,  and  he  will  at  once  see  the  number  of  yards, 
admitting  of  Terifioation  by  a  legal  standard,  which 
ought  to  be  represented  in  the  measure  of  the  silk 
furnished  to  him.  As  affecting  domestic  transac. 
tions,  the  considerations  are  of  a  different  class. 
If  the  use  of  the  metre  standard  as  a  material 
xneasurCp  and  not  a  tabular  equivalent,  be  in  any 
way  made  legal,  it  will  be  in  the  power  of  a  single 
person  here  and  there  to  require  that  all  trades- 
men with  whom  he  may  deal  to  verify  their  as- 
serted measures  by  exhibition  of,  and  reference  to, 
a  material  and  metrical  standard.  And,  in  a  dis- 
trict where  not  one  inhabitant  in  10,000  cares 
about  the  metrical  system,  a  troublesome  person 
may  compel  many  tradesmen  to  keep,  by  the  side 
of  the  yard  measure  of  36  inches,  a  metre  measure 
of  391  inches.  The  evils  of  a  double  8tandai*d 
must  be  great  under  any  circumstances,  but  in  no 
case  can  they  be  so  great  as  when  the  two  stand- 
ards are  sufficiently  near  to  be  occasionally  con- 
founded, and  sufficiently  different  to  alter  every 
price  by  9  per  cent.  It  would  be  a  very  great 
misfortune  for  the  country  to  be  exposed  to  such 
an  inconvenience." 

One  of  the  points  referred  to  the  Standards 
Ooinroission  was  to  inquire  and  report 
whether  any  and  what  additions  to  the  ex- 
isting official  standards  of  weights  and 
measures  were  now  required,  and  under 
this  head  was  involved  the  expression  of 
their  opinion  as  to  the  establishment  of  the 
metric  system  in  this  country.  With  the 
view  of  placing  before  the  Commission  the 
fullest  information  upon  the  whole  subject 
of  the  metric  system  in  France,  the  mode 
in  which  it  was  establisiied,  and  its  practical 
working  at  the  present  time,  the  Warden 
of  the  Standards  had  been  in  communica- 
tion with  the  head  of  the  French  Depart- 
ment of  Weights  and  Measures,  and  had 
received  from  him  copies  of  the  laws,  ordi- 
nances, and  official  instructions  relating  to 
the  metric  system,  which  would  enable  him 
officially  to  lay  the  requisite  information 
before  the  Commission  for  their  considera- 
tion. Such  information  had  not  hitherto 
been  afforded  in  this  country,  and  it  would 
enable  the  Commission  not  only  to  form  a 
better  opinion  as  to  the  actual  working  of 
the  metric  system  in  France,  but  to  contrast 
it  with  the  working  of  the  Imperial  system 
in  this  country.  It  was  suggested,  there- 
fore, that  until  such  information  should 
have  been  laid  also  before  the  Government 
and  Parliament,  together  with  the  Report 
of  the  Standards  Commission,  any  legisla- 
tion to  authorize  the  introduction  of  the 
metric  system  into  this  country  would  be 
premature.  But  it  appeared  to  him,  with 
all  deference  to  the  opinion  which  that 
House  had  expressed  more  than  once,  and 
to  the  general  feeling  of  the  commercial 
classes  as  interpreted  by  the  Chambers  of 
Commerce  throughout  the  country,  that 
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the  Bill  should  be  read  a  second  time  for 
the  purpose  of  assenting  to  its  principle,  on 
the  understanding  that  it  should  not  be 
proceeded  with  in  Committ^^e  until  the 
Report  of  the  Commission  had  been  re- 
ceived, which  would  not  be  during  the 
present  year.  It  had  also  been  suggested 
by  the  hen.  Member  who  had  last  spoken, 
that  it  should  be  left  to  a  new  Parliament, 
like  many  other  questions,  inasmuch  as 
that  new  Parliament  would  be  better  able 
to  express  the  views  of  the  large  body  of 
people  who  would  be  effected  by  the  change. 
Sooner  or  later  the  country  would  in  all 
probability  adopt  the  metric  system,  but  he 
did  not  at  present  see  any  prospect  of 
carrying  a  compulsory  measure,  without 
causing  serious,  and  even  perilous  dissatis- 
faction. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  was 
glad  to  hear  from  the  Government  that 
they  would  support  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill ;  at  the  same  time,  he  was  not 
quite  sure  that  it  was  a  Parliamentary 
course  to  read  a  Bill  a  second  time  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  sanctioning  the  principle 
on  the  understanding  that  the  measure  was 
to  go  no  further,  lie  wished  to  correct  a 
misapprehension  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  J.  B.  Smith], 
who  had  represented  him  as  being  an  op- 
ponent of  the  metric  system.  That  was 
erroneous.  He  had  been  always  of  opinion 
that  of  all  systems  of  weights  and  measures 
now  existing  in  the  world  the  metric  sys- 
tem of  France  was  the  most  complete  and 
most  useful  in  all  dealings  between  men 
and  between  nations.  This  Bill  was  founded 
on  two  principles.  The  first  was  that  this 
country  having  already  sanctioned  the  use 
of  the  metric  system  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
the  Government  should  be  authorized  to 
construct  metric  standards  so  that  people 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  verifying  the 
metric  measures  in  use,  and  having  their 
accuracy  guaranteed  by  the  Government 
stamp.  The  second  principle  was  that 
after  a  certain  number  of  years  our  present 
measures  should  be  abolished  and  those  of 
the  metric  system  substituted.  With  re- 
gard to  the  first  part  of  the  Bill  he  was  pre- 
pared to  accede  to  it.  As  they  had  passed 
a  measure  the  Preamble  of  which  stated 
that  it  was  expedient  to  legalise  the  metric 
system  of  weights  and  measures,  the  natu- 
ral consequence  was  that  they  should  pass 
another  to  enable  that  system  to  be  brought 
into  operation;  and  at  a  future  time  it  might 
be  necessary  to  compel  its  adoption.  If, 
however,  they  were  to  go  too  far  at  first 
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allowed  his  Bill  to  be  incorporated  with 
mino ;  and  the  whole  question  of  religions 
tests,  in  both  the  Universities  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge,  will  henceforth  be  dealt 
with  in  one  single  and  simple  measure. 
In  one  sense,  no  doubt,  this  is  an  advance. 
But  it  must  be  remembered  that  the  House 
of  Lords  last  year  declined,  by  a  large  majo- 
rity, even  to  read  a  second  time  a  Bill  sent 
up  to  them  by  an  overwhelming  majority 
of  this  House ;  and  it  was  therefore  useless 
to  invite  them  again  to  a  second  contume- 
lious rejection  of  the  self-same  measure. 
In  this  House,  too,  we  are  getting  on  :  we 
cannot  allow  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
an  absolute  monopoly  of  political  education. 
We  all  advance — some  of  us  slowly,  with 
hesitation,  with  difficulty ;  some  by  bounds 
80  rapid  that  the  amazed  spectators  can 
scarcely  follow  the  motions  of  the  perform- 
ers. I  hardly  think,  however,  that  we  shall 
have  much  argument  of  this  sort  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  If,  indeed,  my 
noble  Friend  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury 
were  still  amongst  us  he  might,  if  it  suited 
the  nobility  and  generosity  of  his  nature, 
use  such  an  argument  without  exciting  a 
smile  of  scornful  derision  on  the  faces  of 
his  opponents.  But  he  has  passed  away, 
I  believe,  with  the  general  regret  of  the 
Assembly  of  which  he  was  an  honour  and 
an  ornament— 'I  am  sure  to  my  own  great 
and  unfeigned  sorrow.  For  if  I  may  ven- 
ture to  plagiarize  with  due  acknowledge- 
ment from  Mr.  Canning,  I  would  say  that 
I  would  gladly  give  his  cause  the  advantage 
of  his  abilities,  so  we  might  have  the  great 
advantage  and  delight  of  bis  presence — 
**Tuqae  tuii  armis,  nos  te,  poteremnr,  Aobille." 
Whaty  then,  is  it  which  this  Bill  does 
really  propose  to  effect  ?  It  will  be  ob- 
vious to  any  one  who  reads  it  that  it  deals 
on  quite  different  principles  with  the  Uni- 
versities and  with  the  Colleges  within  them. 
As  to  the  Universities,  it  enacts,  and  so  to 
say  it  compels,  freedom.  It  provides  that 
the  full  privileges  of  University  member- 
ship shall  be  open  to  every  subject  of  the 
Queen  without  the  imposition  of  any  re- 
ligious test ;  but  the  schools  of  Arts  and 
Law,  of  Mathematics  and  History,  of  Phy- 
sical Science,  of  Medicine,  and  of  Music, 
shall  for  the  future  stand  apart  from  the 
school  of  Divinity,  and,  as  far  as  the 
Universities  are  concerned,  shall  not  be 
affected  by  or  connected  with  it.  As  to 
the  Colleges,  the  Bill  does  not  enact  or 
compel  at  all,  but  it  allows  freedom  of 
election,  or  rather — for  this  is  too  large  a 
description  of  it — it  removes  restrictions  on 
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freedom  of  election,  so  far  as  those  restric- 
tions have  been  imposed  by  the  direct 
authority  of  Parliament.  And  I  believe, 
for  the  first  time,  it  proposes  to  remove 
them  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie), 
I  believe,  had  dealt  only  with  the  restrio* 
tions  imposed  by  the  Acts  of  Uniformity. 
It  had  been  objected  that  the  Bill  in  its 
old  shape  was  incomplete  and  cowardly. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  said,  and  said  truly, 
that  it  left  still  excluded  those  very  per- 
sons— I  mean  the  Roman  Catholics — whom, 
on  any  principle  of  justice  and  respect  for 
founders'  wills,  should  have  been  the  first 
to  be  included.  The  fact  undoubtedly  was 
so  ;  whether  it  was  an  objection  it  is  for 
the  House  to  say ;  but  if  it  was  it  is  so  no 
longer.  All,  then,  that  we  ask  to  be  done 
with  the  Colleges  is  that  the  State  should 
remove  restrictions  on  their  freedom  of 
action  which  the  State  itself  imposed.  All 
things  else  regarding  them  will  remain  as 
they  are  now.  Their  statutes,  old  and  new, 
will  remain  unaltered ;  the  religious  con- 
victions of  their  members,  old  and  young, 
will  remain  unaffected ;  their  feeHngs, 
their  associations,  will  continue  entirely 
unchanged ;  above  all,  the  personal  in- 
fluence of  religious  men,  whether  within 
the  Colleges  or  without,  that  influence 
which  is  the  true  source  of  religious  teach- 
ing— the  wide-reaching  power  of  religious 
life  and  religious  example — ^these  wiU  re- 
main untouched,  ^o  Act  of  Parliament 
gave  this  influence,  no  Act  of  Parliament 
can  lessen  it,  or  take  it  away.  Is  this, 
then,  just?  If  not.  it  should  not  be  done; 
and  it  is  fit,  therefore,  to  inquire  whether 
it  be  just  or  no.  Now,  as  to  the  Univer- 
sities, it  seems  to  follow  that  it  is  just, 
from  the  now  generally  received  proposi- 
tion, that  they  are  national  institutions,  to 
which  the  nation  has  granted  great  privi- 
leges, in  which  it  has  great  interest,  and 
which  it  is  fair  that  the  nation  should 
have  access  to  without  reference  to  the 
form  of  religion  which  the  individuals 
comprising  it  may  chance  to  profess.  No 
one  indeed  very  seriously  disputes  this 
part  of  the  measure  ;  and  many  Members 
opposite  have  abstained  from  voting  or 
engaging  in  any  active  opposition  to  it. 
But  it  is  said  that  it  is  not  just  to  the 
Colleges.  What  is  it,  then,  that  we  pro- 
pose ?  Literally  nothing  more  than  to 
repeal  the  Act  of  Uniformity  of  Charles  II. 
and  two  or  three  other  much  more  recent 
Acts,  specially  directed  against  the  Koman 
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that  these  are  surely  altogether  exaggerated 
expressions,  and  utterly  weak  and  un- 
worthy fears.  The  Church  and  religion 
are  always  perishing  out  of  the  laud.  Ten 
times,  at  least,  in  my  own  not  very  long 
life-time,  the  clergy  and  clerically-minded 
men  have  foretold  the  speedy  downfall  of 
both ;  but,  thank  God,  they  do  not  fall 
down ;  they  grow  and  spread ;  they  derive 
strength  from  measures  which  are  said  to 
threaten  their  extinction,  like  the  much 
quoted  tree  in  Horace,  which,  as  he  says— - 

"  Per  damna  per  coedes  ab  ipso 
Ducit  opes  animumque  ferro." 

Now,  what  was  the  Archbishop's  answer? 
I  approach  an  Archbishop,  I  hope,  with 
proper  dispositions.  There  is  the  conven- 
tional respect  for  the  rank  and  office, 
which  I  try  to  feel ;  and  there  is  the  real 
respect  for  the  man,  which  I  feel  without 
effort.  But  I  suppose  an  Archbishop's 
logic  is  no  better  than  that  of  other  men, 
and  that  his  reasons  maybe  examined  by  the 
merely  human  understanding.  He  told  the 
remonstrants  that,  as  he  had  been  tea  years 
ago  a  party  to  a  settlement  by  which  these 
endowments  were  secured  to  the  Church 
of  England,  he  would  oppose  to  the  utter- 
most of  his  power  any  measure  by  which 
that  settlement  was  threatened  with  dis- 
turbance. But  I  should  like  to  have  asked 
his  Grace  who  was  the  other  party  to  that 
settlement  ?  How  were  any  but  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  represented  on 
that  occasion  ?  It  is  true  that,  ten  years 
ago,  a  Commission  of  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  reformed  certain  scan- 
dals and  abuses  in  the  Oxford  system, 
ivhich  were  too  bad  for  longer  toleration  ; 
that  thev  reformed  establishments,  at  that 
time  confined  to  members  of  the  Church 
of  England,  for  the  benefit  and  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  Church  of  England ;  but  how 
that  affects  this  question,  or  how  it  shows, 
or  has  any  tendency  to  show,  that  persons 
belonging  to  other  religious  communions 
may  not  now  justly  share  in  the  advan- 
tages of  these  establishments,  I  am  en 
tiroly  unable  to  perceive,  and  his  Grace 
did  not  think  it  fit  or  needful  to  explain. 
The  truth,  however,  is,  this  whole  re- 
monstrance is  based  on  a  false  assumption 
as  to  religious  teaching  in  the  sense  in 
which  those  words  were  used.  I  do  not 
want  to  weary  the  House  by  going  over 
again  what  I  said  last  year  ;  yet  I  must 
respectfully  but  emphatically  assert  that 
it  does  not,  and  never  did,  exist  in  Uni- 
versity or  Colleges  in  the  sense  in  which 
these  petitioners  talk  of  it.     I  asserted 
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then,  and  I  assert  now,  that  the  real  reli* 
gious  teaching  which  men  of  my  time  got 
at  Oxford — and  I  mention  Oxford  and  my 
time,  because  what  is  true  of  Oxford  and 
my  time  is  true  mutatis  mutandis  of  all 
time  and  of  both  Universities— that  which 
awakened  conscience,  aroused  feeling,  and 
influenced  life  and  practice — was  derived 
from  the  writings  and  teaching  and  ex- 
ample of  two  illustrious  men,  equally  dis- 
couraged and  proscribed  by  University 
authorities,  one  in  Oxford  and  one  out  of 
it  —  Dr.  Arnold  and  Dr.  Newman.  All 
direct  religious  teaching  worthy  of  the 
name  I  maintain  to  be  personal ;  indirect 
religious  teaching  and  infiuence  may  come 
from  public  services,  from  the  administra- 
tion of  sacraments,  from  religious  build- 
ings, and  in  a  hundred  other  ways.  These 
indirect  influences  are  utterly  untouched 
by  the  measure  before  the  House.  The 
direct  religious  teaching,  so  far  as  it  is 
real,  so  far  as  it  depends  on  personal 
authority,  will  remain  exactly  as  it  ii. 
Does  any  sane  man  believe  that  the  in* 
fluence  of  Mr.  Jowett,  or  of  Mr.  Liddon, 
will  be  in  the  slightest  degree  affected 
by  the  repealing  of  the  Act  of  Unifor- 
mity of  the  time  of  Charles  II.  ?  Of 
course  not.  No  one  will  be  hardy  enough 
to  venture  any  such  assertion.  Is  there 
any  danger,  then,  to  doctrine  and  to  faith  ? 
First  of  all,  in  a  national  Church  you 
must  needs  have  great  variety  of  doc- 
trine. Some  time  ago,  within  my  own 
knowledge,  one  Bishop  refused  ordina- 
tion to  a  candidate  who  answered  a  doe- 
trinal  question  in  the  words  of  another 
Bishop,  telling  his  questioner  that  ho  had 
done  so.  And  at  present  you  would 
find,  upon  most  important  points  of  doc- 
trine, the  authorities  of  Oxford  and  Salis- 
bury on  one  side,  and  of  London  and 
Carlisle  on  the  other — hopelessly  irrecon- 
cilable. There  is,  as  we  know,  contro« 
versy  raging  in  the  University ;  there  is, 
as  we  know,  the  very  widest  difference 
already  in  religious  teaching ;  and  to  talk 
as  if  there  was  one  clear,  definite  code 
of  belief  taught  alike,  and  taught  with 
authority,  to  all  the  students,  is — forgive 
me — to  talk  nonsense,  and  to  talk  unfair 
and  misleading  nonsense  too.  I  am  some- 
times told  by  good  men,  with  honest 
horror,  that  iu  the  Universities  at  the 
dresent  moment  there  is  a  large  amount 
of  almost  professed  infidelity,  and  that 
every  religious  belief — even  the  most  ele- 
mentary— is  considered  there  as  an  open 
question.    I  hope,  I  believei  there  is  ex- 
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and  argument.     I  pass  by  the  ilietorical 
garland  of  abuse  which  the  distinguished 
Prelate  who  presides  over  the  See  of  Ox- 
ford offered  the  other  day  to  the  accept- 
ance of  an  audience  largely  composed  of 
undergraduates    with    great    favour  and 
applause,  because  he  does  not  sit  in  this 
House,  and  I  differ  from  him  in  thinking 
it  fair  to  make   imputations  on  men  in 
their  absence  and  when  they  can  make  no 
reply.      But   the    hon.    Gentleman    the 
Member  for  Buckingham  is  in  his  place, 
and  as  he  called  this  Bill,  a  little  while 
ago  at  a  public  meeting,  a  distinct  and 
avowed  attack  on  Christianity  itself,  I  ask 
him  to  stand  up  here  and  tell  us  whe- 
ther, when  he  said  that,  he  had  even  read 
the  Bill,  and,  if  he  had,  on   what  sen- 
tence, or  word,  or  syllable  in  it  he  founds 
a  charge  so  groundless  and  so  offensive  ? 
On  these   subjects,   however,   I   say  no 
more  ;  and  I  almost  regret  I  have  said  so 
much.     Such  courses  are  never  ultimately 
successful,  because  they  are  unfair  and  do 
not  deserve  success.     They  may  pain  and 
wound  a  particular  man;  I  will  not  deny 
to  the  hon.  GcDtleman  the  satisfaction,  if 
he  desires  it,  of  knowing  that  such  expres- 
sions have  pained  and  wounded  me,  but 
they  cannot  prevent  the  success  of  what  is 
just;  they  will  not  alter  by  one  hair's 
breadth  the  course   which,  as  matter  of 
conviction,  it  is  my  duty  to  take.      Sir, 
the  vast  endowments  of  the  Universities 
and    the    Colleges  can  no  longer  remain 
the  p^culium  of  one  particular  religious 
body.   They  were  in  effect,  by  the  change 
then  made  in  the  terms  of  holding,  given 
to  that  religious  body  for  the  wisest  pur- 
poses and  with  the  best  intentions  some 
300  years  ago.  In  the  state  of  things  which 
then  existed,  and  which  continued  for|many 
years,  they  were  useful  and  beneficial  in 
no  common  measure.     But  that  state  of 
things  has  past  away,  and  with  complete 
toleration  and  complete  social  and  political 
equality  it  is  just   and  fair  that  there 
should  also  be  a  complete   and  absolute 
educational  equality.    That  these  great  in- 
stitutions will  continue  to  work,  as  they 
have  worked  hitherto,  for  the  advance  of 
true  religion  and  of  real  morality,  I  have 
as  little  doubt  as  I  have  of  my  own  ex- 
istence.    How  they  will  work  I  do  not 
pretend  to  foretel ;   I  leave  the  future 
where  Homer  left  it,  and  where  all  wise 
men  must  leave  it,  on  the  knees  of  the 
Gods.     But  I   know   that    there  are  a 
thousand  ways  in  which  good   may  be 
done  or  religion  may  be  maintained ;  and 
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I  do  not  believe — you  must  excuse  me 
for  saying  it  is  childish  vanity,  and  folly 
to  believe — that  a  few  English  statutes  are 
the  one  set  of  provisions  in  the  world  on 
which  Christian  truth  reposes,  and  that 
when  they  are  altered  or  repealed  they 
involve  in  their  repeal  or  alteration  the 
destruction  of  Christian  truth.  There  is 
much  more  wisdom,  much  more  real  re- 
ligion, much  more  Christian  faith  in  the 
noble  words  of  Mr.  Tennyson's  King 
Arthur^  with  which,  and  with  the  thought 
contained  in  which,  I  will  end  what  I 
have  to  say — 

'*  The  old  order  ohangeth,  yielding  place  to  new, 
And  God  falfiU  Himself  in  many  ways. 
Lest  one  good  cuatom  should  oormpt  the  world." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aecond 
time." — (Mr.  Coleridge). 

Mr.  WALPOLE  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  spoken  of  those  who 
differed  from  him  on  this  question  in  lan« 
guage  which  he  did  not  expect  to  hear  from 
him  and  which  seldom  fell  from  his  lips. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Coleridge)  was  entirely  mistaken  in  his 
view  of  the  objections  entertained  to  the 
Bill.  Nobody  had  ever  thought  of  objecting 
to  the  fullest  educational  freedom  with  re- 
gard to  the  Universities,  and  indeed  the 
freedom  of  which  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  spoke  so  highly  was  already  secured 
to  everyone  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  land.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  very  properly  divided  his 
subject  into  two  parts,  the  one  relating  to 
the  Universities  and  the  other  to  the  Col- 
leges. Though  the  hon.  Gentleman  now 
maintained  that  there  was  no  distinction 
between  the  Universities  and  the  Colleges, 
he  spoke  differently  some  time  ago.  With 
regard  to  the  Universities,  his  hon.  sod 
learned  Friend  said  he  believed  the  Bill 
would  establish  a  system  of  complete  free- 
dom, while,  with  regard  to  the  Colleges,  he 
stated  that  he  only  proposed  to  do  justice 
to  them  by  removing  the  restraints  bj 
which  their  action  was  at  present  fettered. 
Let  them  see  how  the  matter  stood.  In 
both  Universities  the  utmost  freedom  of 
admission  was  given  to  Dissenters,  and  by 
the  University  Acts  powers  were  given  or 
intended  to  be  given  to  them  to  receive  tbs 
benefits  of  a  University  education  by  the 
opening  of  private  halls  or  hostels.  The 
only  distinction  between  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge—  a  distinction  which  he  admitted 
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ren  of  yarious  religions  went  to  the  school 
tho  proTisions  of  the  trust  should  not  on 
that  account  he  altered.  Parliament  said 
that  the  children  of  parents  of  every  sect 
should  he  enahled  to  go  to  these  endowed 
schools,  hut  that  it  would  not  interfere  with 
the  goTerning  hody  of  these  schools.  A 
more  complete  analogy  could  not  he  found 
than  that  which  existed  hetween  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  hy  Parliament  for  the  en* 
dowed  schools  and  that  which  he  main- 
tained ought  still  to  continue  in  these 
Colleges.  With  regard  to  the  practical 
operation  and  consequences  of  the  present 
Bill,  he  took  issue  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  would  state  in  a  very  few 
words  why  he  stoutly  and  strenuously 
opposed  his  measure.  There  were  four 
points  of  view  in  which  the  practical  work- 
ing and  consequences  of  such  a  measure 
might  be  viewed  — -  as  regarded  the  Dis- 
senters, the  Colleges,  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land—with which  the  Universities  were 
connected  ;  and  the  general  interests  of 
the  puhlio.  With  regard  to  the  Dissenters, 
could  tho  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
contend  that  they  were  at  present  debarred 
from  any  privileges  which  they  had  a  right 
to  expect,  holding  different  opinions,  as  they 
did,  from  those  on  which  these  Colleges 
were  endowed  ?  Could  he  contend  that  the 
Dissenters  did  not  now  enjoy  the  fullest 
benefits  and  advantages  of  a  University 
education  within  the  walls  of  the  several 
Colleges  ?  Did  he  not  know  that  at  this 
moment  there  were  at  Cambridge  Dissent- 
ers of  almost  every  class,  to  whom  every 
indulgence  was  extended,  and  whose  reli- 
gious convictions  and  practices  were  not 
interfered  with  ?  There  were  at  Cambridge 
Jews,  Roman  Catholics,  Dissenters,  and 
even  Parsees,  and  no  practical  grievance 
was  complained  of.  But  because  they 
received  all  the  advantages  of  a  University 
education,  and  a  share  in  the  exhibitions, 
were  they  therefore  to  have  a  share  in  the 
government  of  these  institutions  ?  He  would 
concur  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman in  regarding  it  as  a  misfortune  that 
accomplished  and  learned  students  could 
not  receive  these  Fellowships,  because  they 
belonged  to  other  religious  communities, 
but  he  denied  that  this  was  a  reason  for 
disturbing  the  trusts  on  which  these  Fellow- 
ships were  held.  It  was  to  be  regretted 
that  there  was  not  some  other  mode  of  re- 
warding those  who  had  during  their  Uni- 
versity career  attained  to  special  literary 
or  scientific  distinction,  but  this  was  not 
a  sufficient  plea  for  disturbing  the  very 
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foundations  of  the  Colleges.  Then  in  re- 
gard to  the  Colleges  themselves,  did  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  really  believe 
that  no  injury  would  happen  to  the  reli- 
gious discipline  and  teaching  of  these  col- 
legiate bodies,  if  they  admitted  to  a  share 
in  the  governing  body,  not  as  a  favour  or 
as  a  privilege,  but  as  a  right,  any  persons 
of  any  and  every  religious  opinion,  and  even 
persons  of  no  religion  at  all  ?  In  Cambridge 
there  were  seventeen  Colleges,  fifteen  of 
which  were  called  the  smaller  Colleges, 
because  they  were  not  so  large  as  Trinity 
and  St.  John.  Tho  resident  Fellows  in 
these  smaller  Colleges  did  not  average 
more  than  six  or  seven,  and  even  in  the 
two  larger  Colleges  the  seniority  was  com- 
posed of  not  more  than  six  or  seven  Fellows. 
Now,  if  persons  of  any  and  every  religion 
were  to  be  admitted  as  Fellows  they  might 
arrive  at  a  point  at  which  the  majority  of 
the  Fellows  might  not  belong  to  the  Church, 
and  would  the  practical  working  of  the 
system  under  such  circumstances  be  bene- 
ficial ?  Would  not  the  youthful  mind  of 
the  country  be  materially  injured  if  they 
gave  to  persons  holding  religious  opinioiiB 
not  in  conformity  with  the  trusts  of  the 
College  the  right  of  advocating  secular  as 
distinct  from  religious  principles,  the  right 
of  upholding  rationalistic  theories,  the  right 
of  maintaining  the  views  of  all  the  Dis- 
senting bodies,  and,  above  all  the  right  of 
prosleytising,  which  would  be  freely  used 
in  order  to  bring  these  young  men  to  Rome! 
Every  one  could  foresee  the  controversies 
and  contests  which  would  arise,  and  it 
would  be  extremely  difficult  for  the  young 
men  to  judge  between  the  scepticism  on 
the  one  hand  and  the  fanaticism  on  the 
other  which  would  prevail.  With  regard 
to  the  Church  of  England  they  could  not 
inflict  a  greater  blow  upon  her  than  by  pass- 
ing the  measure.  One  of  the  chief  bene- 
fits of  tho  connection  between  the  Colleges 
and  the  Church  of  England  was  that  the 
clergy  and  laity  were  so  brought  up  and 
educated  together  that  no  discordance  pre- 
vailed between  them,  and  they  were  taught 
to  entertain  no  narrow  or  intolerant  views. 
The  tendency  of  the  system  under  which 
they  received  a  common  education  was 
to  enlarge  the  mind  and  liberalize  the  ideas 
of  the  clergy,  and  this  was  shown  in  all 
their  dealings  with  mankind  after  they  re- 
ceived Holy  Orders.  If,  however,  the  House 
should  pass  a  measure  of  this  kind,  such  a 
state  of  things,  could  exist  no  longer.  As 
there  would  be  an  end  to  the  present  de- 
finite religious  teaching  the  consequenee 
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culture  and  refinement ;  not  more  life,  but 
a  higher  life.  And  these  they  might  have 
been  encouroged  to  attain  if  their  clergy 
had  not  been  excluded  from  the  highest 
education  which  the  country  possessed — 
namely,  in  its  Universities.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  the  nnti-social  and  disintegrat- 
ing influences  which  were  at  work  in 
modern  society  were  terribly  strong.  What 
was  the  duty  of  those  who  wished  to  coun- 
teract these  agencies  ?  To  maintain  a 
common  culture  and  a  common  faith. 
Every  one  knew  the  power  of  both  in 
smoothing  away  religious  and  political  dis- 
tinctions. Men  could  not  live  together  for 
twelve  months  without  coming  to  like  one 
another.  Nothing  had  struck  him  more 
during  the  short  period  in  which  he  had 
had  the  honour  to  be  a  Member  of  that 
House  than  the  wonderful  tolerance  with 
which  hon.  Members  listened  to  opinions 
the  most  opposite  from  their  own.  Christians 
agreed  upon  more  points  then  they  differed; 
and  the  effect  upon  young  men  of  different 
religious  opinions  of  receiving  their  educa- 
tion in  common  would  be,  that  they  would 
like  each  other  better,  and  be  more  tole- 
rant of  each  other's  opinions.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  episcopal  and  clerical 
opponents  of  the  Bill  knew  this,  and  did 
not  desire  it  to  pass  for  that  very  reason. 
It  was  said  that  it  would  be  injurious  to 
the  Church  ;  but  the  laity  of  England 
were  not  to  be  excluded  from  instruction 
in  the  Universities  because  young  men 
were  studying  there  for  the  Church.  If 
the  latter  could  not  bear  the  free  breath 
and  healthy  light  of  inquiry  and  opinion, 
let  them  have  their  theological  Colleges,  as 
had  been  suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Walpole) ;  but  let  not  great 
national  institutions  be  turned  into  forc- 
ing.houses  far  the  clergy.  He  thought, 
on  the  contrary,  that  no  greater  boon  than 
this  freedom  of  inquiry  could  be  desired 
for  them.  Which  was  the  more  cruel — to 
make  them  sign  the  Thirty-nine  Articles 
first  and  inquire  afterwards,  or  to  let  them 
inquire  first  and  sign  afterwards  ?  When 
the  deputation  on  this  question  waited 
the  other  day  on  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury,  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester 
spoke  of  the  Church  of  England  being 
founded  on  a  rock,  and  of  the  storms  that 
raged  round  it.  But  how  had  those  storms 
originated  ?  Not  with  the  Dissenters,  but 
with  some  of  the  clergy  of  the  Church. 
Fears  of  too  much  freedom  of  inquiry,  and 
even  of  infidelity,  had  been  expressed.  But 
where  did  the  thing  come  from  that  was 
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so  much  feared  ?  Not  from  Protestant 
Dissenters,  but  from  tutors  and  Fellows, 
and  even  Bishops,  who  had  swallowed  all 
the  University  tests  ;  and  they  would 
make  the  Dissenters  scape-goats  for  their 
sins,  and  send  them  into  the  wilderness. 
Apprehensions  of  Romanism  had  likewise 
been  expressed  ;  but  where  had  the 
Romanist  movement  in  the  Established 
Church  its  rise  ?  Not  among  the  Protest- 
ant Dissenters — he  should  like  to  ask  how 
many  Protestant  Dissenters  had  become 
Romanists — not  from  the  increased  activity 
of  the  Romanists  themselves,  but  at  Ox- 
ford, among  clergymen.  Fellows,  and 
tutors,  who  had  swallowed  all  your  tests } 
How  could  it  be  otherwise  so  long  as  they 
compelled  men  to  sail  under  false  colours  ! 
Men  came  in  under  false  colours  and 
changed  them  when  they  went  out.  If 
they  allowed  men  to  come  in  stating  man- 
fully what  they  believed,  they  need  not 
fear  that,  on  going  out,  they  would  depart 
from  the  opinions  they  had  expressed.  Let 
them  cease  to  try  the  consciences  of  men ; 
to  lead  them  to  tamper  with  their  convic- 
tions and  trifle  with  their  consciences  at  a 
time  when  their  convictions  were  honest 
and  their  consciences  were  clear.  The 
argument  used  by  Milton  in  his  Plea  for 
the  Liberty  of  Unlicenced  Printing^  wm 
applicable  to  this  question— 

**  Where  there  is  much  desire  to  learo,  there 
of  necessity  will  be  much  arguing,  much  writ- 
ing, many  opinions ;  for  opinion  in  good  men  is 

but  knowledge  in  the  making What 

some  lament  of,  we  rather  should  rejoiee  at, 
should  rather  praise  this  pious  forwardness  amoog 
men,  to  reassume  the  ilUdeputed  care  of  their 
religion  into  their  own  hands  again.  A  little 
generous  prudence,  a  little  forbearance  of  one 
another,  and  some  grain  of  charity  might  win  all 
these  diligencies  to  join  and  unite  into  one  gene- 
ral and  brotherly  search  after  truth,  could  we  bat 
forego  this  prelatical  tradition  of  crowding  free 
consciences  and  Christian  liberties  into  eanoos 
and  precepts  of  men." 

It  was  in  the  interest  of  Christian  tmth, 
unity,  and  charity  that  he  supported  this 
Bill.  It  would  not  injure,  but  rather  in- 
crease, the  influence  of  real  religion  by 
liberating  it  from  odions  and  unnatural  re- 
strictions ;  and  then  real  religion,  breath- 
ing more  freely,  would  more  effectively 
pursue  its  high  and  holy  course,  promoting 
truth,  peace,  and  good-will  among  men. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HEATHCOTB  said, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  spoken  with  an  ability  and — though 
he  could  not  himself  agree  with  much  thtt 
had  fallen  from  him — on  the  whole,  with 
a   temper  which  showed   that   he  woold 
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tended  that  the  Church  of  England  ceased 
to  be  the  Church  of  England,  or  that 
inBtitutions  founded  to  impart  sound  learn* 
ing  and  religion  ceased  to  be  appropriate 
to  their  purpose,  because  England,  almost 
as  one  man,  threw  off  the  yoke  of  the 
Church  of  Rome?  If,  indeed,  they  had 
ceased  to  be  ''national/'  it  was  only  to 
men  who  themselves  were  not  of  the 
nation  —  to  men  who  did  not  hold  those 
principles  and  those  creeds  which  had  at 
all  times  been  bound  up  with  the  religious 
life  and  profession  of  the  nation.  Were 
they  to  revolutionize  not  only  the  Uni- 
versities but  the  country  itself  in  order 
to  do  away  with  the  only  question  on 
which  there  was  any  repugnance  on  the 
part  of  the  Dissenters  to  the  University 
system  ?  Were  they,  he  asked,  to  revo- 
lutionize and  degrade  not  only  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Universities,  but  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  whole  land,  in  order  to  take 
away  that  which  presented  the  only  point 
of  repugnance  between  them  and  the  na- 
tion ?  He  protested  against  the  abuse  of 
the  word  "national"  in  respect  to  the 
Universities.  These  Institutions  had  come 
down  to  them  with  all  their  great  functions 
and  their  character  unchanged.  The  new 
Member  (Mr.  Winterbotham),  who  had 
spoken  that  day  with  much  ability,  had  in 
one  short  phrase  stated  the  whole  battle 
between  them,  for  he  said,  "  We  ask  for 
religious  equality,  and  wo  will  be  content 
with  nothing  less."  There  was  nothing  like 
coming  to  a  clear  explanation.  There  was 
no  use  going  on  year  after  year  with  mere 
side  issues,  which  were  only  so  many  means 
of  aggravating,  and  never  led  to  a  settle- 
ment of  anything.  The  real  question  was 
— Was  this  to  be  a  religious  land  or  was  it 
not?  [••  Oh  !'*]  He  expected  a  shout  of 
disapprobation  when  he  made  that  state- 
ment. Hon.  Gentleman  did  not  see  that 
religion  must  be  founded  on  a  faith.  They 
talked  of  their  all  uniting  in  teaching 
religion  and  morality  ;  but  the  greatest 
and  most  absurd  figment  of  the  day  was 
the  notion  that  they  could  uphold  religion 
and  teach  morality  without  a  faith  on  which 
they  were  to  be  founded.  If  they  elected 
into  the  teaching  and  governing  bodies  of 
the  Universities  men  of  entirely  different 
and  contrary  creeds,  there  must  ensue 
either  constant  conflicts  that  would  be 
destructive  of  all  religious  teaching,  or,  as 
was  more  likely  to  happen,  religion  would  be 
so  subordinated  to  every  other  subject  as 
to  be  practically  swept  out  of  the  University 
currieulum,     lieligion   would  be  tabooed 
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by  common  consent,  and  they  would  have 
no  religion  taught  at  all.  It  was  impos* 
sible  to  found  any  argument  on  the  con- 
tradictory state  of  feeling  that  now  existed. 
This  Bill  would  open  the  doors  of  the 
Universities  to  those  who  had  not  even  an 
idea  of  a  hereafter.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  argued  his  cause  with  con- 
summate ability  ;  but  he  had  pleaded  as 
an  advocate  ;  in  time  he  would  doubtless 
reach  the  highest  position  in  the  profes- 
sion which  he  adorned,  and  he  (Mr. 
Hubbard)  appealed  from  the  argument  of 
the  present  Advocate  to  the  matured  de- 
cision of  the  future  Judge.  He  had  never 
wished  to  say  a  word  that  would  give 
the  least  pain  to  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  ;  but  entertaining  as  he  did  the 
strongest  objection  to  his  proposal,  he 
could  not  shrink  from  the  duty  of  boldly 
saying  what  he  felt  and  believed  on  this 
important  subject. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  hoped  that  after 
a  discussion  of  only  two  hours  on  such  an 
important  measure  the  debate  would  not  be 
arrested.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
un-denominationalize  our  system  of  edoea- 
tion  and  to  create  a  secular  system.  The 
petition  against  the  Bill  had  been  signed 
by  460  Heads  and  Fellows  of  Colleges, 
whereas  that  in  its  favour  received  the 
signatures  of  only  290, 

And  it  being  now  a  quarter  to  Six  of  tbe 
Clock- 
Debate  adjourned  till  To-momno, 

ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAKD). 

LEAVE. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  rise.  Sir.  to 
make  the  Motion  which  stands  on  tbe 
Notice  Paper  in  my  name,  and  which,  I 
believe,  I  could  have  made,  as  a  matter  of 
form,  on  the  night  on  which  the  Resolo- 
tions  were  reported,  if  it  had  not  been  thtt 
I  waited  for  the  answer  to  the  Address  to 
the  Crown — namely,  that  leave  be  given  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  prevent,  for  a  limited 
time,  new  appointments  in  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  and  to  restrain,  for  the  same  pe- 
riod, in  certain  respects,  the  proceedings  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  NEWDE6ATE  said,  I  think  it 
necessary,  Sir,  to  give  you  notice  that  I 
object  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
ceeding at  this  hour  (7  minutes  to  6 
o'clock)  with  a  Motion  for  the  introductioo 
of  a  Bill  in  pursuance  of  the  reply  of  Her 
Majesty  to  an  Address  from  this  House ; 
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The  cases  alluded  to  by  bis  noble  and 
learned  Friend  must  have  been  very  pecu- 
liar and  unusual  in  their  character,  and 
he  should  be  obliged  if  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  favour  him  with  the 
details,  so  that  he  might  verify  them.  At 
present  the  fees,  though  not  large,  might 
be  reduced  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  with 
the  consent  of  the  Treasury.  When  the 
Bill  got  into  Committee  he  proposed  to 
move  Amendments  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  doing  away  with  some  of  the 
preliminary  steps  in  the  enrolment — steps 
which  were  totally  unnecessary.  The 
result  would  be  that  these  small  charities 
need  not  employ  any  solicitor ;  but  that 
everything  might  be  done  by  their  own 
secretaries  at  an  expense  of  about  dO«.  or 
40«. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  said,  he  agreed 
with  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  that  it 
was  most  desirable  to  prevent  any  secret 
grant  or  alienation  of  land  given  for  reli- 
gious and  charitable  purposes,  and  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  most  effectual  way 
to  secure  that  object  was  by  requiring 
that  all  those  grants  should  be  enrolled. 
There  could  be  no  practical  objection  to 
such  a  course,  which  need  not  be  attended 
with  inconvenience  or  any  great  expense. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend,  on  the 
previous  occasions  when  he  moved  a  mea- 
sure similar  to  this  one,  had  invariably 
made  enrolment  one  of  the  conditions  upon 
which  those  gifts  should  be  valid  ;  but  he 
had  altered  his  views  since,  and  had  given 
their  Lordships  no  satisfactory  reasons  for 
his  change  of  opinion,  or  why  the  principle 
of  enrolment  should  not  be  maintained ; 
and  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
llomilly)  had  shown  that  such  enrolment 
could  be  effected  easily  and  cheaply.  He 
(Lord  Chelmsford)  should  certainly  sup- 
port any  Amendment  in  Committee  which 
would  provide  for  the  enrolment  of  those 
grants. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
did  not  rise  to  offer  any  opposition  to  the 
second  reading  —  on  the  contrary,  he 
thought  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was 
exceedingly  good  and  laudable.  He  had 
ever  been  inclined  to  support  measures 
proposing  to  effect  the  acquisition  of  sites 
for  these  purposes  in  the  easiest  and 
cheapest  manner.  But  he  wished  to  ob- 
serve that  the  opinion  of  the  country  upon 
the  subject  did  not  appear  to  be  so  general 
or  unanimous  as  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  who  moved  the  second  reading 
supposed  it  to  be.  He  should  have  thought 

Lord  Bomilly 


that  the  various  bodies  throughout  the 
country,  who  were  proprietors  of  chapels 
built  upon  small  pieces  of  land,  would  have 
been  anxious  to  reduce  to  a  minimum  the 
expense  attending  the  acquisition  of  sites. 
But  he  found  that  to  be  by  no  means  the 
case.  He  had  received  a  deputation  from 
a  Conference  of  the  Methodist  body,  repre- 
senting an  enormous  number  of  chapels 
throughout  the  country  which  had  been 
built  upon  small  pieces  of  land  granted 
for  the  purpose.  Their  statement  was 
remarkable.  They  said  it  was  true  that 
the  object  of  the  Mortmain  Act  originally 
was  to  prevent  secret  conveyances  of  land 
for  religious  and  charitable  purposes ;  bat 
where  a  small  piece  of  land  was  sold  out 
and  out  to  build  a  chapel  upon  it  there 
was  no  reason  to  apprehend  any  mischief 
from  the  secrecy  of  the  transaction.  The 
Act  had,  however,  in  practice,  answered  a 
larger  and  more  important  purpose,  inas- 
much as  it  had  brought  about  a  system  of 
registration  of  the  trusts  of  small  pieces 
of  ground  which  had  proved  of  the  highest 
possible  advantage.  The  Methodist  body 
stated  that  they  had  not  a  regular  sta- 
tionary body  of  ministers  in  their  chapels. 
They  were  men  who  went  about  from  place 
to  place.  Consequently  the  deeds  of  those 
trusts  were  generally  loosely  kept,  and 
some  of  them  had  been  lost.  The  result 
was  that  all  traces  of  the  boundary  dis- 
appeared, and  encroachments  were  occa- 
sionally made  which  gave  rise  to  disputes 
as  to  the  exact  nature  of  the  trusts,  and 
the  obligations  which  were  imposed  upon 
the  trustees.  The  enrolment  was,  how* 
ever,  attended  with  this  great  advantage, 
that  they  could  procure  from  the  Court  of 
Chancery  for  a  few  shillings  an  offioe  copy 
of  the  trust  deed,  if  required.  Although 
that  was  not  the  object  of  the  Mortmain 
Act,  yet  as  it  had  sprung  out  of  it  and 
proved  to  be  beneficial  he  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  thought  they  ought  to  con- 
sider whether  it  would  not  be  well  to 
secure  it  by  a  special  enactment.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  all  practical  objects 
would  be  secured  if  those  trust  deeds  were 
required  to  be  filed,  like  affidavits,  instead 
of  enrolled,  and  the  expense  of  doing  so 
would  be  very  trifling. 

Motion  (ngreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday,  the  22nd  in- 
stant. 
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was  whether  the  Convention  which  had 
been  made  should  be  carried  into  e£fect. 
He  thought  it  better  that  the  title  to  the 
fisheries  off  the  coast  at  Arklow  should  not 
be  discussed;  but,  at  any  rate,  any  juris- 
diction that  the  Irish  Fishery  Board  had 
exercised  was  exempted ;  and  any  fishery 
within  the  proper  fishery  limits  of  the 
coast  of  Ireland  was  also  exempted. 

LoBD  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY  said, 
that  all  the  banks  between  England  and 
France  beyond  the  three  miles  were  dealt 
with  by  the  Convention.  Why  were  not 
similar  banks  off  the  coast  of  Ireland  dealt 
with  } 

Thb  lord  chancellor  said,  that 
the  House  was  not  asked  to  legislate  terri- 
torially as  to  fishing  rights,  but  only  to  give 
effect  to  an  international  arrangement 
entered  into  to  the  effect  that  the  Legisla- 
ture of  each  country  should  put  some  limit 
on  the  action  of  the  subjects  of  those  coun- 
tries. If  there  should  be  a  similar  Con- 
vention as  to  Ireland  the  House  would  have 
to  deal  with  a  measure  to  give  effect  to  it. 

The  Mabqtjess  op  CLANRICARDE 
repeated  that,  as  no  penalty  was  imposed 
in  reference  to  the  coast  of  Ireland,  great 
injury  would  be  done  by  oysters  being  taken 
in  breeding  time^  and  he  should  propose  a 
new  clause  to  remedy  this  evil. 

Eabl  grey  said,  that  while  he  agreed 
that  they  could  not  by  legislation  affect 
French  rights  in  places  more  than  three 
miles  from  the  coast,  he  thought  that  the 
objection  of  the  noble  Marquess  had  not 
been  answered.  The  Convention  secured 
to  France  and  also  to  England  all  that 
each  wanted ;  but  it  had  neglected  to  secure 
what  was  necessary  to  protect  the  Irish 
fisheries;  and  the  noble  Marquess  said  that 
Parliament  ought  not  to  pass  any  Act  until 
there  should  be  a  Convention  to  deal  with 
Irish  fisheries,  and  give  them  the  same 
protection  as  was  given  to  the  French  and 
English  fisheries.  It  seemed  reasonable 
that  they  should  postpone  legislation  until 
that  was  done ;  because  if  by  passing  the 
Bill  they  gave  France  all  she  wanted  it 
would  then  be  idle  to  ask  her  for  a  fresh 
Convention. 

The  Duke  op  RICHMOND  said,  that 
the  noble  Earl  had  not  clearly  apprehended 
the  case.  The  Convention  with  France 
was  already  signed,  but  it  was  necessary 
to  obtain  the  sanction  of  Parliament.  It 
seemed  to  be  forgotten  that  the  object  of 
the  Commissioners,  right  or  wrong,  was  to 
abolish  close  time  altogether,  and  they  had 
shortened  it  by  six  weeks.     He  had  made 

The  Lord  Ghaneellor 


inquiries,  and  could  not  find  any  case  in 
which  any  person  had  been  convicted  for 
offending  against  the  by-laws  of  the  Irish 
Fishery  Board  at  a  distance  of  more  than 
three  miles  from  the  shore ;  and  the  truth 
was  that  they  had  no  power  to  make  such 
by-laws. 

Lord  TAUNTON  said,  they  ought  not 
to  pass  this  Bill  without  further  considera- 
tion, and  that  they  should  place  Ireland 
upon  the  same  footing  as  was  proposed  for 
England  and  France.  They  ought,  at  all 
events,  not  to  part  with  the  Bill  until  they 
had  come  to  an  understanding  that  the 
matter  should  be  thoroughly  investigated, 
and  that  any  real  grievance  that  might 
press  upon  the  Irish  fisheries  should  be 
dealt  with. 

The  Eabl  op  MALMESBURY  said, 
there  seemed  to  be  some  misunderstanding 
upon  this  point;  the  Convention  was  not 
in  operation,  and  could  not  be  until  it  was 
sanctioned  by  Parliament.  He  was  in- 
clined to  think  it  desirable  that  the  discus- 
sion should  be  postponed,  because  it  seemed 
that  the  matter  was  not  at  present  well 
understood.  The  Convention  between 
England  and  France  was  confined  to  those 
two  countries  simply  because  they  possessed 
the  opposite  shores  of  the  Channel;  but 
Ireland  was  in  a  different  geographical 
position.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  Irish 
fishermen  were  labouring  under  a  state  of 
unnecessary  panic.  The  French  fishermen, 
he  believed,  had  not  hitherto  gone  to  the 
Irish  beds,  which  were  too  distant  from 
them ;  and  he  did  not  see  why  it  should 
be  supposed  they  would  now  commence 
to  go  there  simply  because  a  Convention 
hud  been  concluded  between  France  and 
England  affecting  the  Channel  fisheries. 
It  would,  however,  be  a  serious  matter  to 
allow  the  Convention  to  be  set  aside  after 
France  had  been  brought  to  agree  to  make 
undoubted  concessions.  He  might  add 
that  he  could  not  agree  that  the  English 
Parliament  had  any  power  to  make  laws 
with  respect  to  oyster  beds  which  were 
more  than  three  miles  from  the  ceast. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  that 
an  express  stipulation  was  inserted  in  the 
Convention  that  it  should  not  come  into 
operation  until  an  Act  of  Parliament  had 
been  obtained.  Ho  might  remind  the  noble 
Earl  of  an  exactly  similar  case  which 
happened  on  the  first  occasion  when  he 
held  the  Seals  of  the  Foreign  Office.  At 
that  time  a  Convention  was  concluded 
between  England  and  France,  subject  to 
the  confirmation  of  Parliament;    and  a 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  May  14,  1868. 

MINUTES.}— Supply— tfoiwirf^tf^?  in  Committee 
— CiTiL  SzBvicK  Estimates — Class  III. 
PuBLio  BiLLJi — Ordered — Unclaimed  Priie  Money 

(India)*;  Established  Church  (Ireland). 
First  Reading — Established  Church  (Ireland) 

[117]. 
Second  Reading—VKtiMioii  •  [107]. 
Committee — Boundary  Bill  [165] — b.p. 
Third  Reading  —  Customs  and  Income  Tax  * 

[108];  Exchequer  Bonds  (£1,600,000)*  [112]. 

METROPOLIS— IRON  GATES  IN 

DEVONSHIRE    PLACE   AND   WIMPOLE 

STREET.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  Whether 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  is  aware 
that  Iron  Gates  are  still  continaed  at  the 
end  of  Devonsliire  Place  and  Wimpolc 
Street,  being  one  of  the  principal  thorough- 
fares between  Oxford  Street  and  the  New 
Road,  and  that  such  Gates  are  refused  to 
be  opened  to  the  public  unless  a  gratuity 
is  given  to  the  Gatekeeper;  and,  if  the 
Board  are  aware  of  it,  whether  they  pro- 
pose to  take  any  steps  with  reference  there- 
to ;  and,  further,  whether  the  road  is  re- 
paired at  the  public  expense  or  by  any 
private  individual  ? 

Mb.  TITE  said,  this  matter  is  but  a 
portion  of  a  large  question  which  has  been 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  since  January  last  year.  There  are 
between  200  and  300  gates  of  a  similar 
character  in  the  metropolis,  and  thirty  in 
the  parish  of  St.  Pancras  alone.  The 
Board  first  memorialized  the  House  of 
Lords  to  refer  the  matter  to  the  Committee 
inquiring  into  Municipal  Regulations,  but 
that  was  not  attended  to.  Tiiey  then  ap- 
plied to  the  Home  Secretary,  who,  after 
considering  the  subject  rery  carefully,  re- 
plied that  the  ease  was  surrounded  with  so 
many  difficulties  that  he  was  unable  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject.  The  par- 
ticular cases  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Chippenham  are  not  peculiar. 
The  Board  know  of  no  justification  for 
charging  anything  in  4he  shape  of  a  toll, 
which  would  be  illegal ;  but  the  gates 
bolong  in  many  cases  to  the  owners  of  the 
property  on  which  the  streets  are  built, 
and  the  Board  have  no  power  to  interfere. 
They  hope,  how  ever,  to  be  able  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  next  Session.  The  expense  of 
repairing  the  roads  where  such  gates  exist 
iif  in  many  caBCB,  borne  by  the  parishes. 


LIBRARY  AND  MUSEUM  OF  THE 
PATENT  OFFICE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  LAYARD  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
the  Government  intend  to  carry  out  the 
recommendation  of  tlie  Select  Committee 
on  the  Patent  Office  of  1864,  and  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Patents  made  at  various 
periods,  with  regard  to  the  Library  and 
Museum  of  the  Patent  Office,  and  to  find 
proper  accommodation  for  them  ;  and,  if 
not,  why  not  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  result  of  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee  was  that  a  room,  ninety 
feet  long  and  fifty  feet  wide,  bad  .been 
provided  for  the  purpose  of  a  library,  and 
no  complaints  had  been  received  of  want  of 
accommodation  ;  though  if  it  were  found 
to  be  insufficient  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  increasing  it  considerably.  The  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  respecting 
the  Museum  of  Patents  were  not  very 
clear,  and  the  Government,  for  various  rea- 
sons, did  not  intend  to  submit  any  pro« 
posals  on  the  subject  to  Parliament. 

METROPOLIS— IMPROVEMENTS  IN 
PARK  LANE.— QUESTION. 

Viscount  HAMILTON  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Upon  whom  rests  the  responsibility  of  the 
present  impeded  state  of  the  thoroughfare 
in  Park  Lane ;  why  the  works  have  con- 
tinued so  long  unfinished  ;  and,  how  many 
men  a-day  are  employed  upon  them,  and 
when  there  is  a  probability  of  the  works 
being  completed  ? 

Colonel  HOGG  said,  perhaps  the  noble 
Lord  would  allow  him  to  answer  the  Ques- 
tions. The  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
were  at  present  engaged  in  altering  the 
thoroi/ghfare  in  Park  Lane.  Towards  the 
end  of  last  year  their  attention  was  drawn 
by  the  St.  George's  Vestry  to  the  state  of 
Park  Lane.  A  Committee  was  formed, 
and,  after  various  conferences  between  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  the  Com- 
mittees of  the  Metropolitan  Board,  and  the 
Vestry  of  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  it 
was  agreed  that  a  roadway  should  be  formed 
of  a  minimum  width  of  40  feet,  a  footpath 
on  the  east  side  of  a  minimum  width  of  10 
feet,  and  one  on  the  west  side  of  a  uniform 
width  of  8  feet.  The  deed  was  signed  and 
deposited  with  tho  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  on  the  28th  of  January,  1868,  and 
on  the  31st  the  contractor  was  ordered  to 
commence  the  work.      He  was  allowed 
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QUESTION.  \i^y^  been  in  if  I  had  been  able  to  proceed 

,-     «-,^^~     .,,*.,,         1     ,  in  the  usual  course,  at  whaterer  hour  I 

Me.  stock  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  may  ^aye  the  opportunity. 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  Why  the  First  Colonel  STUART  KNOX:  We  shall 

Clerk  in   the   Customs  at  Dublin   should  feel  it  our  duty  in  this  case  to  gire  the 

have  a  salary  of  only  £400  a-year,    bis  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  precedent  for  fu- 

Collector  s  salary  being  £1,000.  when  the  ture  occasions  in  regard  to  the  introduction 

First  Clerk  at  Glasgow  had   a  salary  of  of  BilU  of  such  a  nature, 

"^f  ^£800?"^^  ^"'  Collector's  salary  was  BOUNDARY  BILL-[Bill  78.] 

"\  SCLATER.BOOTH  replied,  that  ^^^i^i^K^S^rS/^ 
the  hon.  Member  was  misinformed  as  to  committee 
the  salaries  of  those  officers.     The  estab*  /\  j     *     ^i 
lishment  at  Dublin  and  that  at  Glasgow  ^^^^^  ^^^  Committee  read, 
were  in  precisely  the  same  classification  as  Mr.  GLADSTONE  :    It  is  to  be  re- 
regarded  the  salaries  of  the  clerks.     The  gretted.   although  I   do    not  think   it  is 
Chief  Clerk  at  each  place  had  a  salary  of  matter  of  blame  to  anyone,  that  there  was 
£350,    rising    by   annual   increments   to  no   discussion  on  the  subject  of  this  Bill 
£400.     It  was  true  that  the  Collector  at  ^hen  it  was  read  a  second  time  ;  because  it 
Dublin  had  a  higher  salary  than  the  Col-  invoWes  consideration  of  a  nature  that  can 
lector  at  Glasgow,  because  he  was  a  sort  hardly  be  discusssed  in  Committee,  unless 
of  Surveyor  General  in  Ireland.  we  consider  broader  questions   than  are 

raised  by  any  clause  on  the  Motion  for  post- 

ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND).  poning  the  Preamble.    With  regard  to  the 

QUESTIOK.  principal  provisions  of  this  Bill,  we  are  in 

Colonel   STUART    KNOX  said,  he  »  r!'-'""  f  ^^'l  considerable  difficulty. 

.  ,    J  .       K       ••        .     .  rt      ••       t  .u  ano  •'  18  only  by  the  disposition  of  the  sec- 

wished  to  ask  an  in,p,runt  Question  of  the  ,         ^  ,he  House  to  co-operate  that  we 

nght  hon.   Gentleman    the   Member   for  ^^,^           ^^^„^^  ^j        J    „„j  ^f    ,,„ 

South  Lancashire      He  regretted  that  he  jjg^^,^  '    j  ^;„  e„del»our  to  explain  the 

had  only  been   able  to  give  him  private  jt/B^.,!,"!      t?- ^^    t  «,•«  «•»    f^»  «»— ^if 

XT  *•        fi.      i_        4      J  A u     TT             mu  dimculty.     i?irst,  1  may  say,  for  mvseir 

Notice  after  he  entered  the  House.     The  ^„j  ^^^^^  ^.^^  ^,,^^  I  ^^^^  (^^  ^^^^-^„, 

question  he  wished  to  ask  was.  After  what  j  co„„„„ie3H„     tfc.t  no  part  of  the  diffi- 

hour  he  wdl  not  take  the  Suspensoir  Bill;  ^„,       ^^j,^^    f^^^   t,,^    ^^„j„^t    ^^    ^^, 

and,  whether,  as  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  Boundary  Commissioners.     They  had   en- 

can  bring  the  mat  er  before  Parliament  ^^^^^^  (^  ^^^^  ^  jig^^H  ^J  ^.^^  ,^ 

without  the  least  delay,  and  without  inter-  j   ^^  ^^^    alteration  of    the    existing 

fering  with  the  necessary  business  of  the  ^,„„d„i„  „f  boroughs,  and  with  scant? 

country,  he  will,  If  ho  still  Pew'Bts  m  his  .^^^^^  f^^„  ^,,^  ^^„,^     They  were  to 

present  intentions,  introduce  the    Bill  at   ?      •     •  »    »u^  u a^^:^^   cut  u 

'^    .          ,                .,1          ..       r  II  J-  inquire  into  the  boundaries  of  all  borouehs, 

such  an  hour  as  will  permit  a  full  discus-       J.    .  .     .i i-.: ,.  ^x  ai  *  • 

o                            ^  subiect  to  the  condition  that  they  were  m 

\rl  nr  a -ncmn-KTi?    o*    t  i.            j'/c  uo  case  to  recommend  the  contraction  of 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  have  no  dim-  ,.        l       j    •        i    ..  xi          •       i-     .     # 

I,    :                .       ,\.         ,x  H»Touuu*m  ^hoae  boundaries ;  but  the  mam  object  of 

ctilty  m  answering    he  question  for  want  ^^^,^  .      .      ^^J  ^^  ^^  ^^  ^^^^^^^  ^^^^ 

of  Notice  because  it  appears  to  me  to  be  ^^^^  the  boundaries  should  be  enlarged  so 

simple  m  Its  character.    The  Motion  which  *    •    i  j^    uw    au^k^u.  ^«k          u 

T  I '^     X         1     r     ^u    •  A    J     ^'        i?xi.'  as  to  include  withm  the  limits  of  boroughs— 

I  have  to  make  for  the  introduction  of  this  .„                 ,.,        ,,   ^               °,  . 

Bill  |s  a  Motion  which  I  believe,  in  con-  ^:i'':i'^::Z''o:''',i^tt^'\^Zt^J^ 

formity    with  the    ordinary  usages  of  the  to  bo  included  therein  for  the  purpose  ofconfer- 

House,  I  should  have  been  perfectly  justi-  ring  upon  the  occupiers  thereof  the  Parliamea- 

fied  in  making  immediately  after  the  Re«  tary  franchise." 

port  oftheBesolutions  which  passed  through  We  must  all  feel  that  the  task  imposed 

the  Committee,  and  a  Motion  for  leave  to  upon  the  Commissioners  was  a  very  arda- 

introduce  a  Bill  under  such  circumstances,  ous  one ;    and  there  was   no   noti6cation 

as  far  as  my  recollection  goes,  is  uniformly  given  to  them  on  the  part  of  Parliament  of 

acceded  to  as  a  matter  of  course.    It  was  the  principle  on  which  they  were  to  found 

from  motives  which  I  explained  on  a  for-  their    proceedings,    beyond    the    general 

mer  occusion   that,   in  deference   to  the  words,  *'All  premises,  due  regard  being 

Crown,  I  did  not  bring  in  the  Bill  at  that  had  to  situation  and  other  local  oircum- 

time.     I  trust  I  shall  bo  allowed  to  put  stances."    With  these  disadvantages  the 
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of  the  country  in  consequence  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  of  last  year,  we  ought 
to  he  very  cautious  ahout  extending  these 
provisions  in  cases  where  the  inhabitants 
do  not  desire  such  extension.  Further,  I 
do  not  think  that  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners can  be  considered  as  final.  I 
do  not  think  we  can  conclude  this  from  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners,  because  they 
themselves  have  brought  into  view  the  in- 
convenient effect  of  the  regulation  imposed 
on  them,  that  in  no  case  were  they  to  re- 
commend a  contraction  of  the  areas  of 
existing  boroughs.  They  refer  to  the  case 
of  Salisbury,  and  having  some  partial 
acquaintance  with  the  borough,  I  can  attest 
the  truth  of  their  remarks.  Then  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  fact, 
that  the  Commissioners,  proceeding  in  this 
matter  as  they  have  done  in  all  other  mat- 
ters, in  a  spirit  of  fairness  and  impartiality, 
report  on  the  indisposition  which  they  found 
in  certain  districts  to  be  annexed  to  the 
neighbouring  towns.  I  refer  to  the  words 
of  their  Report— 

'*  We  found,  in  some  cases,  a  general  indisposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  persons  residing  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  a  borough  to  permit  themselves  to 
be  included  within  the  Parliamentary  boundaries 
— an  indisposition  which,  in  almost  every  case, 
was  attributed  to  the  fear  of  an  extended  Parlia- 
mentary boundary  being  followed  by  a  similar  ex- 
tension of  the  municipal  area,  and  that  they 
would  then  be  liable  for  the  borough  rates." 

Now,  the  fact  is  one  thing,  and  the  reason 
is  another.  The  fact  is  one  that  requires 
our  gravest  consideration,  and  as  for  the 
reason  I  must  say  there  is  a  good  deal 
in  it.  I  will  not  say  that  the  extension  of 
Parliamentary  boundaries  at  all  leads,  as 
a  necessary  consequenect  to  the  extension 
of  municipal  boundaries  ;  but  I  think  the 
plain  tendency  is  in  that  direction,  and  if 
those  who  live  within  the  Parliamentary 
and  without  the  municipal  boundaries  feel 
that  they  are  more  likely  to  be  drawn  into 
the  municipal  net,  they  naturally  object  to 
being  brought  within  the  Parliamentary 
boundaries.  Rut  this  frank  declaration  of 
the  Parliamentary  Commissioners  as  to  the 
indisposition,  is  only  to  be  drawn  out  of 
their  Report.  They  tell  us  they  have  re- 
ceived all  the  memorials  addressed  to  them 
through  the  Assistant  Commissioners  ;  but 
those  memorials  are  not  before  us,  and  we 
cannot  tell  whether  they  include  the  whole 
or  nearly  the  whole  of  the  boroughs  where 
an  extension  is  recommended.  [Mr.  Russell 
OuRNEr  made  a  gesture  of  dissent.]  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says  not 
the  whole,  and  I  was  quite  prepared  for 
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that  statement,  because  I  believe  that 
in  some  cases  there  may  be  a  great 
desire  for  annexation  ;  but  the  other  cases 
will  require  our  serious  consideration. 
As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  wherever  there 
is  a  desire  that  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commissioners  should  be  carried  into  effect, 
or  where  there  is  a  disposition  to  acquiesce 
in  their  recommendations,  I  think,  in  all 
such  cases,  we  would  do  well  at  once  to 
give  effect  to  their  recommendations.  On 
the  other  hand,  I  own  I,  for  one,  am  not 
prepared — I  do  not  believe  that  this  House 
is  prepared^ to  over-ride,  without  any  fur- 
ther examination  the  objections  of  the  dis- 
tricts, where  it  may  reasonably  be  presumed 
that  there  is  a  very  divided  state  of  opinion, 
or  still  more  where  there  is  positive  aver- 
sion on  the  part  of  the  inhabitants.  To- 
day we  have  had  some  remarkable  evidence 
before  the  House,  in  the  shape  of  the 
various  petitions  and  memorials  that  have 
been  presented.  I  especially  refer  to  the 
petition  from  Aston,  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Birmingham,  where  it  appears  that  out 
of  6,000  ratepayers  nearly  5,000  have  peti- 
tioned against  being  included  in  the  Parlia- 
mentary boundaries  of  Birmingham.  Now, 
it  is  impossible,  I  think,  to  refuse  these 
parties  a  fair  hearing  of  their  case.  That 
will  not  be  acting  against  the  judgment  of 
the  Commissioners;  for  the  Commissioners 
have  not  beard  them,  not  thinking  them- 
selves allowed  to  do  so.  I  believe  they 
were  right,  and  that  it  was  not  the  intention 
of  Parliament  that  they  should  have  any 
jurisdiction  in  the  matter.  The  House, 
however,  is  entitled — nay,  more,  is  bound 
to  hear  them.  I  may  mention  a  case.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derby  (Mr. 
M.  T.  Bass)  has  put  together,  I  have  no 
doubt,  with  great  dilligence,  nil  the  names, 
[Mr.  M.  T.  Bass  :  No!]— well,  nearly  all 
the  names  which  he  can  collect,  iu  which 
there  is  a  decided  feeling  on  the  part  of  the 
inhabitants,  or  in  which  there  is  the  mani- 
festations of  a  divided  state  of  opinion ; 
and  I  should  require  that  all  those  cases 
shall  be  reserved  for  further  consideratiou. 
Our  general  position  with  reference  to  thii 
Bill  is  very  much  like  that  in  which  we 
were  placed  in  a  debate  twenty-four  hours 
ago,  when  a  Member  rose  at  30  minutes 
past  5  to  continue  a  debate  which  he  well 
knew  would,  at  45  minutes  past  5,  by  the 
rules  of  this  House,  settle  itself.  I  do  not 
say  that  position  was  at  all  unreasonable  ; 
I  use  it  merely  for  the  purpose  of  illustra- 
tion. If  there  be  elaborate  discussion  and 
examination  of  details,  followed  by  divi- 
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the  duties  of  that  Commitsion  had  heen 
charged,  that  its  recommendations  should 
he  finally  disposed  of  hy  the  Committee. 
The  only  function  of  the  Committee  would 
he  to  indicate  what  are  the  cases  in  which, 
in  point  of  fairness  and  policy,  it  would  he 
expedient  to  hold  orer,  and  not  to  attempt 
to  dispose  of  by  legislation  during  the  pre- 
sent year. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tieman  has  succeeded  in  pointing  out  a 
great  many  difficulties  which  we  shall  have 
to  encounter  in  considering  the  Report  of 
the  Boundary  Commissioners  ;  and  I  ap- 
prehend that  no  Bill  of  this  extent,  scope, 
and  dimensions  can  possibly  be  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  this  House  with- 
out such  difficulties  being  experienced.  But 
I  am  fain  to  helioTe  that  with  patience  and 
temper  we  shall  encounter  no  difficulties 
that  may  not  be  settled  in  a  manner  satis- 
factory to  the  large  majority  of  the  House, 
and,  I  hope,  entirely  satisfactory  to  the 
country.  I  was  very  much  pleased  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  take  up  a  sound 
position  with  regard  to  the  labours  of  the 
Commission — a  position,  indeed,  which  we 
should  all  expect  from  one  of  his  ability 
and  experience.  I  am  glad  that  he  did 
not  impugn  those  labours.  If  we  were  to 
sanction  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert)  we  should  be 
taking  a  course  which  we  should  after- 
wards  regret,  and  which  would  injure  the 
character  of  Parliament.  If  we  interfered 
in  such  a  manner  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  eminent  men,  statutory  Commis- 
sioners unanimously  appointed  by  Parlia- 
ment, whose  duties  were  defined  by  Par- 
liament, and  who  had  fulfilled  those  duties 
most  laboriously  and  conscientiously,  it 
would  be  difficult  to  get  any  Gentlemen 
again  to  labour  under  such  circumstances 
for  great  purposes  of  State.  I  was  glad, 
therefore,  to  find  that  on  this  point  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  took  a  position  which 
one  would  expect  from  a  Member  of  his 
standing  and  experience  in  this  House. 
Then,  let  me  say  one  word  upon  the  nature 
of  the  Bill  before  us.  It  is  really  not  in 
spirit  a  Government  measure  — •  that  is,  it 
is  not  a  measure  which  has  e?en  heen 
submitted  to  the  Cabinet,  because  there 
was  no  question  of  policy  upon  which  the 
opinion  of  the  Cabinet  was  required.  The 
Government  have  aQted  simply  as  the  trus- 
tees of  Parliament.  They  have  taken  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners,  and  have  been 
careful  to  bring  it  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House  in  a  businesslike  and  effec- 
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tual  manner.  The  House  will  recollect  all 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  Com- 
mission was  appointed.  It  was  a  statntory 
Commission.  I  may  say  that  rirtually  the 
chief  Commissioners  were  named  by  this 
House.  I  certainly  proposed  some  names, 
because  it  was  well  understood  that  unless 
some  were  proposed  we  should  never  arrive 
at  any  conclusion.  But  I  said  at  the  time 
that  the  feeling  of  the  House  was  that 
which  would  influence  the  Government ; 
and  that  there  was  nothing  we  more  de- 
sired to  avoid  in  a  matter  of  such  delicacy 
and  importance  than  that  the  imputations 
should  rest  upon  the  Commissioners  now 
that  were  freely  thrown  on  the  Commis- 
sioners of  1 832.  I  believe  that  those  im- 
putations were  unfounded ;  but  we  resolved 
to  take  such  a  course  that  there  should  be 
no  ground  for  similar  imputations  in  this 
case.  I  offered  other  names,  some  of  which 
were  not  accepted,  but  they  were  names 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  opposite 
Benches,  and  distinguished  not  only  for 
their  abilities,  but  for  their  extreme  Liberal 
opinions.  Ultimately  the  five  Commissioners 
were  appointed  by  the  House,  and  to  the 
entire  satisfaction  of  the  House.  [*'No!*'] 
All  I  can  say  is  that  I  am  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  those  who  took  part  in  the  proceed- 
ings of  last  year,  and  I  think  they  will 
admit  that  the  statement  I  have  made  is 
perfectly  well  founded.  No  objection  was 
made  to  the  ^^f^  Gentlemen  who  were 
ultimately  appointed  ;  and  the  objections 
made  to  other  individuals  were  immediately 
submitted  to  without  any  inquiry  into  their 
justice,  because  there  was  a  general  feel- 
ing that  the  Commissioners  should  be 
unanimously  appointed.  Then,  with  re- 
gard to  the  Assistant  Commissioners,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  no  connection 
at  all  with  their  appointment.  It  was  at 
once  announced,  to  prevent  any  miscon- 
ception on  that  head,  that  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  should  be  appointed  by  the 
Chief  Commissioners ;  and  I  only  learnt 
the  names  of  the  Assistant  Commissioners 
by  reading  the  Report.  It  was  therefore 
quite  impossible  that  to  fulfil  these  duties 
a  Commission  could  be  appointed  which 
was  more  completely  accepted  by  the 
House  as  its  representative  in  this  matter. 
The  results  of  the  Commission  are  now 
before  us.  I  cannot  for  a  moment  maintain 
that  the  House  has  lost  its  power  of  re- 
vising the  decision  of  the  Commissioners. 
I  do  not  suppose  for  a  moment  that  the 
Commissioners  consider  that  they  have 
submitted  to  us  a  Report  which  could  not 
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should  gi?e  certain  precepts  to  the  different 
overseers    of    the    various    parishes.      If 
therefore  the  Memhers  of  that  House  were 
to  fight  in  detail  all  the  points  which  were 
now  on  the  Notice  Paper*  it  would  he  quite 
impossihle  for  the  Bill  to  pass  in  time  for 
the  Registration  precepts  to  be  given  this 
year.     But  there  was  another  strong  mo- 
tive for  his  proceeding,  and  it  was  that  it 
would  be  quite  impossible  to  get  proper 
consideration  for  the  Amendments  on  the 
Notice  Paper  if  they  were  to  be  taken  in 
detail.     However  strong  each  case  might 
be  it  would  have  no  chance,  or  but  very 
little  chance,  of  being  successfully  brought 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House.      He 
had  therefore  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  only  course  open  to  him  was  to  move 
that  the  4th  clause  be  omitted,  in  order  to 
give   further   time   for    its  consideration. 
But,  in  giving  notice  to  that  effect,  he  had 
no  desire  whatever  to  prevent  the  extension 
of  the  boundaries  of  those  towns  to  which 
no  objection  was  taken.     In  his  opinion,  it 
was  a  matter  rather  for  the  Government 
than  any  individual  Member  to  propose  a 
plan  which  would  get  over  the  difficulties. 
With   regard    to   the  Commissioners,    he 
must  say  that,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  had  no  wish  to  impugn  their  decisions  in 
any  manner.     He  believed  that  they  had 
fairly  and  impartially  considered  everything 
that  was  brought  before  them  ;   but  the 
House  had  given  them  very  large,  vague, 
and  indefinite  Instructions  last  year,  and  it 
was  because  of  that  vagueness  that  he  held 
the  House  was  justified  in  reviewing  the 
proposals  in   the  Bill.      Those  proposals, 
ho  felt,  were  not  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
yernment.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  Disraeli)    bad   very   properly 
stated  that  this  was  the  Bill  of  the  House 
of  Commons ;  and   therefore   he  did  not 
impute  any  motives  to  the  Government  in 
what  they  had  done.    The  Bill  re-produced 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commission, 
and  he  did  not  suppose  they  had  been  in 
any  manner  altered.     He  felt  bound,  how- 
ever,  in  duty  to  his  constituents,  to  ask 
the  House  to  give  a  real  consideration  to 
the  objections  entertained.     It  was  upon 
these  grounds  that  he  had  placed  his  No- 
tice upon  the  Paper.     He  certainly  had  no 
party  object  in  view  ;  he  was  not  a  party 
man  at  all,  and  when  he  should  bring  for- 
ward his  Motion  he  would  not  deal  with  it 
in  a  party  spirit.     He  did  not  think  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of   the  Government  was  at  all 
satisfactory.      He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues  would  see 
that  there  was  a  real  necessity  for  con- 
sidering the  proposals  which  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  He  had  looked  into 
them,  and  he  knew  that  the  feeling  of  the 
people  in  many  of  the  towns  to  which  they 
referred  was  of  the  strongest  nature.  As 
they  were  about  to  legislate,  he  hoped  not 
for  a  few  years,  but  for  many,  he  trusted 
they  would  not  lay  down  boundaries  which 
would  give  dissatisfaction  for  many  years 
to  come.  Unless  the  Government  pro- 
posed some  plan  for  meeting  the  difficulty, 
he  should  feel  compelled  to  proceed  with 
the  Notice  which  he  had  given. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,   with  regard  to 
postponement,  he  wished  to  draw  attention 
to  what  had  occurred  thirty-four  years  ago 
with  respect  to  the  Boundary  Commission 
for  municipal  purposes.     In  that  case  the 
plans  were  prepared  quite  carefully  for  the 
enlargement  of  eighty-one  horooghs,  which 
was  the  exact  number  of  boroughs  which 
the  Commissioners,  in  the  present  instance, 
recommended  should  be  extended.     The 
consideration  of  the  Bill  was  postponed  on 
the  plea  of  want  of  time,  and  h'om  that 
period  to  this  no  step  whatever  had  been 
taken  to  carry  out  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners.    One  of  the  objections  raised 
to  the  measure  now  before  the  House  was 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  would  like  to  have 
the  area  of  the   Parliamentary    borough 
extended,  so  that  its  limits  and  those  of 
the  municipality  might  be  the  same.     Bat, 
inasmuch  as  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commission  on  Municipal  Boundaries  had 
never  been  carried  out,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  adopt  that  course.     He  had  en- 
deavoured   to   gather  from   the   petitions 
which  had  heen  presented,  and  the  Notices 
placed  on  the  Orders  of  the  House,  what 
the  objections  to  the  recommendations  of 
the  Commissioners  were.    In  the  discussion 
on  the  Slst  clause  of  the  Reform  Bill,  the 
question  of  Instructions  to  the  Commission- 
ers was  very  fully  debated,  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire  himself 
said  that   the  municipal   boundary  ought 
not   to  he   taken   for   the  Parliamentary 
borough.      Any   one   who  had   read    the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  would   see 
that  the  Instructions  given  to  the  Assistant 
Commissioners   had   been   most   carefully 
prepared.     They  were   to   give  notice  in 
every   town   by   advertisement,  and   they 
were   not   only  to  hear  all   the  evidence 
brought  before   them,  hut  to  inspect    in 
person    the    proposed    boundaries.      The 
Members  of  the  House  would    probably 
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particular  cases  in  which  strong  objections 
are  entertained   to   the  recommendations 
of  the  Commissioners.     In  the  majority  of 
the  cases  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
adopting    the     recommendations    of    the 
Commissionera  ;    but    in    regard    to    the 
others,  the  House  is  not  in  possession  of 
the  objections  that  have  been  locally  made 
before   the    Assistant    Commissioners.     I 
know   cascA   in    which   memorials  of  the 
strongest  character  having  been  adopted 
unanimously,  have  been  presented  against 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commissioners. 
But  these  memorials  are  not  before   the 
House  ;  and  we  are  called  upon  to  decide 
these  cases  without  any  knowledge  what- 
ever of  the  circumstances.  The  suggestion 
thrown  out  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  is, 
not  that  the  schedules  should  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee  with  a  view  to  take 
further  evidence  and  over-ride  the  decision 
of  the  Commissioners,  but  merely  to  report 
those  cases  in  which  time  for  further  con- 
sideration ought  to  be  given.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  G.  Hardy)  says  that 
there  are  but  seven  of  such  cases;  but, 
judging  from  the  Notices  on  the  Paper,  I 
should  imagine  that  there  are  from  twenty 
to  thirty.      I    know  cases  in  which  me- 
morials have  been  presented  to  the  Com- 
missioners urging  grounds  which  are  en- 
titled  to    consideration,    and    which    the 
House  ought  to  be  aware  of.     And  if  a 
Select  Committee  of  six  were  appointed  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  and  if  they 
have  the  memorials  before  them,  they  will 
be  able  to  report  whether  there  are  any 
cases,  and,  if  so,  which  they  are,  in  which 
further  time  for  consideration  is  required. 
Except  in  these  cases  the  schedules  might 
be  passed,  and  the  Bill  proceed  through 
Committee.     The  House  is  entitled  to  ask 
the  Government  to  assist  them  in  promot- 
ing this  object,  and  in  avoiding  unnecessary 
discussion.     It  is  desirable  we  should  not 
take  what  will  practically  be  the  irrevocable 
step  of  extending  the  boundaries  of  these 
boroughs  without  any  consideration  of  the 
grounds    on   which    strong   objections  are 
made  to  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
missioners. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  :  I  shall  not,  in  any  oh- 
servations  I  may  make,  complain  of  what 
the  Commissioners  have  done.  But  the 
House  will  recollect  that  last  year  I  ob- 
jected to  the  Commission — I  mean  to  the 
names  as  they  stood  on  the  Commission.  I 
did  not  say  that  they  were  not  all  very 
honourable  men  ;  but  I  thought  I  should 
have  liked  to  see  the  Commission  formed 
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in  rather  a  different  manner.     And  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  will  recollect  also 
that  I  moved  an  Amendment — at  least  I 
gave  notice  of  it,  and  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Morpeth  (Sir  George  Grey)  pro- 
posed it  to  the  House — that  words  should 
be  inserted,  calling  upon  the  Oommission- 
ers  to  have  regard  in  their  proceedings  to 
the  local  circumstances  of  the  boundaries 
of  municipal  government.     Well,  unfortu- 
nately, as  I  think,  that  Amendment  was 
not  accepted  by  the  Government  :    these 
words  were  not  introduced.     The  House 
will  see  that  at  least  I  am  free  to  discuss 
this  case  without  being  influenced  in  any 
way  by  the  notion  that  the  House  was 
unanimous.     I  am  quite  sure  it  was  not. 
But  though  there  was  no  division  on  it, 
there  was  a  feeling  on  this  side  of  the 
House  against  the  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment proposed.     The  fact  is,  that  the 
House  did  make  a  mistake,  as  we  now 
pretty  nearly  all  feel  ;  because,  although 
we  gave  the  Commissioners  powers  to  ex- 
tend— apparently  without  limit — we  gave 
them  no  power  to  contract,   which    they 
themselves    now    regret.      We   permitted 
them  to  extend,  without  any  regard  what- 
soever to  the  opinions  of  the  populations  that 
were  affected   by  the  extension.     Now,  I 
venture  to  say  that  nothing  could  be  more 
contrary  to    the   practice   of    Parliament 
than  that  of  bringing  in  a  people  from  one 
constituency  to  another  without  consulting 
the  persons  affected — bringing  people  to 
the  amount  of  400,000  from   the  county 
constituency  to  the  borough  constituencies. 
That  is  a   thing    which    Parliament   has 
never  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  Commission 
without  regard  to  the  opinions  of  the  peo- 
ple affected.     Because,  when  you  propose 
to  grant  a  charter  of  incorporation  for  a 
borough,  you  require  that  a  majority  of 
the  ratepayers  should  present  a  petition  in 
favour  of  the  measure,  and  the  Queen  in 
Council  thereupon  sends  down  an  Inspector 
who  makes  an  inquiry,  and  unless  a  majo- 
rity of  the  inhabitants  are  in  favour  of 
incorporation    the  charter  is  not  issued  ; 
and  I  argue  that  the  House  of  Commons 
would  act  very  differently  from  its  ordinary 
course  if   they  brought  20,000,  30,000, 
40,000,  or  50,000  persons  outside  of  the 
borough  within  its  limits,  contrary  to  the 
wishes  of    that  population,   and  contrary 
also  to  the  wishes  of  tho  inhabitants  of  the 
borough  to  which  it  was    proposed    that 
they  should  be  annexed.     Local  circum- 
stances surely  should  weigh  something  in 
a  matter  of  this  kind.     The  cases  brought 
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man  would  admit  that  the  course  which  I 
am   recommending    would    enable   proper 
consideration  to  be  given  to  points  which 
were  shnt  out  from  the  view  of  the  Com- 
missioners.    For  the  Commissioners  were 
not  allowed  to  entertain  the  local  circum- 
stances of  a  borough  or  the  feelings  of  the 
persons    affected    by   their    recommenda- 
tions.    That  is  quite  clear  from  the  terms 
of   their  Eeference ;  and  it  is  also  clear 
that  when  their  Report  comes  before  the 
House,  the  House  may  deal  with  it,  as  it 
does  with  Reports  of  Select  Committees. 
How   often  are    Select    Committees  ap- 
pointed and  their  recommendations  over- 
ruled,  sometimes   passed   by  altogether? 
We  do  not  want  to    overrule  the  main 
objects  of  the  Commission  ;  but  we  find 
that  there  are  certain  boroughs  to  which, 
acting  under  their  instructions,  they  were 
not  permitted  to  do  what  we  believe  to  be 
perfect  justice.     In  the  borough  which  I 
represent  there  'are   350,000   persons   at 
least,  who  ask  that  the  boundaries  of  their 
borough   shall  not   be  increased.      They 
say  that  there  is  land  within  the  boundary 
of  the  borough,  even  now,  which  will  con- 
tain 40,000  more  houses,  and  they  do  not 
wish,    with   an    existing    constituency   of 
50,000,  or,  as  it  will   be  next  year,   of 
60,000,  to  have  30,000  additional  persons 
brought  in,  a  large  number  of  whom  belong 
to  another  county,  and  about  whom  there 
is  this  further  peculiarity — that,  while  the 
350,000  within  the   borough   are  almost 
unanimous  apparently  in  asking  the  others 
not  to  come  in,  the  30,000  proposed  to  be 
added  are  absolutely  unanimous  in  wishing 
to   remain    out.     The    Commission    were 
quite  unable  to   take  cognizance  of  the 
wishes  of  those  persons  ;  they  were  only 
to  take  account  of  the  geographical  cir- 
cumstances of  the  locality,  and  they  acted 
upon   their  instructious.     It   is,  however, 
not  only  within  the  power,  but  it  is  the 
duty  of  this  House  to  take  into  considera- 
tion tho  feeling  of  the  district.   And  there- 
fore the  right   hon.    Gentleman,   without 
feeling  that  he   is  doing   any  wrong  or 
throwing  any  slur  upon  the  Commission, 
might  fairly  refer  this  matter  to  a  Com- 
mittee of   the  House.     I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  willing  to 
refer  the  whole   matter  of  the  disputed 
horoughs  back  to  the  Commissioners  ;  but 
I  believe  the  Commissioners  would  not  like 
to  have  it  so  referred,  because,  after  the 
decision  to  which  they  came,  they  would 
find  much  more  difficulty  in  going  into  the 
question  with  dispassionate  mindS|  and  in 
Jfr.  Bright 


recommending  a  different  conclusion  than 
a  select  and  fairly  appointed  Committee  of 
this  House  would  have.  Now,  I  put  it  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  put  it  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  whether  we,  who 
differ  from  some  of  you  in  this  matter, 
have  not  behaved  fairly  and  honourably. 
You  could  have  no  fairer  speech  than  that 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire — no  more  honest 
exposition  of  motives  than  that  of  the  bon. 
Member  for  Oldham — no  more  rational  or 
moderate  proposition  than  that  of  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Derby  ;  and  you  would  find  it 
difficult  to  have  any  more  judicious  ad- 
vice tlian  that  which  I  venture  to  offer. 
[Laughter,']  I  should  not'  have  made 
that  observation  if  I  were  not  sure  that 
it  would  meet  with  general  acceptance. 
Having  said  this,  I  abstain  from  going 
into  the  particulars  of  these  boroughs, 
because  I  am  sanguine  that  after  what 
has  been  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  not  refuse  to  refer  the  case  of  these 
boroughs  to  investigation  in  some  such 
manner  as  will  be  acceptable  to  the  House. 
And  I  can  promise  him  that  if  that  be  so, 
he  will  find  upon  our  part  a  great  disposi- 
tion to  forward  the  matter  with  the  least 
possible  delay. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  ai 
allusion  had  been  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  to  the  case  of  Aston  Manor, 
which  the  Commissioners  proposed  should 
bo  joined  to  the  borough  of  Birmingham, 
and  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Bright)  had  also  expressed  his  views 
upon  tho  subject,  he  was  anxious  to  state 
some  facts  connected  with  it.  It  was  im- 
possible to  consider  this  subject  without  a 
reference  to  the  wider  question,  of  which 
it  formed  a  part.  In  1854  Lord  Russeirs 
Government  proposed  to  make  a  large  ad- 
dition to  the  county  representation.  That 
was  a  wise  proposal,  for  it  would  have  in- 
creased the  general  representation  of  the 
country.  As  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire, for  instance,  he  shared  in  the  repre- 
sentation of  from  400,000  to  500,000 
people  through  the  freeholders.  He  shared 
in  tho  representation  of  Coventry  and  of 
half  Tam worth,  while  representing  2,000 
freeholders  in  Birmingham.  The  exten- 
sion of  the  county  representation  was  the 
plan  which  he  (Mr.  Ncwdegate)  had  de- 
sired ;  he  had  supported  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Wick  burgha  (Mr. 
Laing)  last  Session,  by  which  ten  addi- 
tional seats  had  been  given  to  the  oountiea; 


i7i 


Boundary  Bill — 


I  COMMONS] 


Committee, 


212 


Mr.  roebuck  :  What  I  want  to  do 
is  to  appeal  to  the  GoTernment,  and  ask 
them  what  possible  mischief  can  arise  from 
acceding  to  the  request  made  to  them  from 
this  side  of  the  House.    What  we  all  want 
to  do  is  to  make  a  satisfactory  settlement 
of  this  question,  and  to  do  it  rapidly.    Can 
we  have   an   inquiry  in  this   House?      I 
think  that  is  impossible,  there  is  such  a 
multitude  of  little  places  ;  but  in  respect 
of  this  matter,  which  will  affect  our  repre- 
sentation,   for,   perhaps,    centuries,    I  do 
not  think  there  can  be  so  much  party  spirit 
amonjE^  us  that  we  cannot  find  a  satisfac- 
tory Committee.     If  we  have  a  Committee 
a  certain  result  will  follow.     We  can  do 
what  we  want  by  means  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee more  rapidly  than  in  any  other  way, 
and  without   casting  a  slur  on  the  Com- 
missioners.    They  were  appointed  to  per- 
form certain  duties  ;  they  discharged  those 
duties,  and   did    not   step   beyond   them, 
therefore  no  possible  slur  can  be  cast  on 
them.      I  hope  that  the  Government,  in 
the  large  and  generous  spirit  which  ought 
to  actuate  the  Government  of  this  country 
on   such  an  occasion,  will  accede  to  the 
fair,  honest,  plain,  and  simple  proposition 
DOW  made  to  them. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNEY:  Sir,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Boundary  Commission,  I 
think  it  is  due  to  the  House  and  to  my 
brother  Commissioners  that  I  should  say  a 
few  words  as  to  the  principles  upon  which 
we  acted  in  doing  our  work,  and  on  the 
proposition  now  before  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  has  called  attention  to 
the  instructions  which  we  received  from 
the  House.  It  was  from  Parliament,  and 
Parliament  alone,  that  we  received  instruc- 
tions. It  gave  us  distinct  instructions  as 
to  the  course  we  were  to  pursue;  and  I 
believe  we  have  acted  faithfully  up  to 
them.  I  think  I  should  bring  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  what  were  our  instruc- 
tions, not  only  in  reference  to  the  boroughs, 
the  subject  of  discussion  to-night,  but  also 
in  reference  to  the  boroughs  to  be  created 
under  the  Reform  Act.  There  is  a  re- 
markable difference  in  the  language  as 
regards  those  two  different  classes  of 
boroughs.  As  regards  the  boroughs  to  be 
created,  this  is  the  language—- 

**  They  shall,  immediately,  afier  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  proceed,  by  themselves,  or  by  Assistant 
Commi8sionei*8  appointed  by  them,  to  inquire  into 
the  temporary  boundaries  of  every  borough  con- 
stituted by  this  Act,  with  power  to  suggest  such 
alterations  therein  as  they  may  deem  expedient." 

Mr.  Monk 


There  was  then  no  limitation  of  our  powers 
whatever,  either  in  regard  to  contracting 
or  extending  the  temporary  boundaries  pro- 
posed by  the  Act.  We  were  left  to  act 
perfectly  as  we  thought  right  in  the  matter 
— to  exercise  our  own  discretion.  But  when 
we  como  to  the  other  class  of  boroughs  yoa 
will  find  that  the  instructions  were  very 
specific.     The  language  is  as  follows : — 

"  They  shall  also  inquire  into  the  boundaries  of 
every  other  borough  in  England  and  Wales,  ex- 
cept such  boroughs  as  are  wholly  disfraDchiseid  by 
this  Act,  with  a  view  to  ascertain  whether  the 
boundaries  should  bo  enlarged,  so  as  to  include 
within  the  limits  of  the  borough  all  premises 
which  ought,  due  regard  being  had  to  situation  or 
other  local  circumstances,  to  be  included  therein 
for  the  purpose  of  conferring  upon  the  occupiers 
thereof  the  Parliamentary  franchise  for  such 
borough." 

We  viewed  this — and  I  believe  we  yiewed 
it  rightly — as  an  enfranchising  provision. 
We  looked  outside  the  present  boundaries 
of  existing  boroughs  to  see  whether  there 
were  premises  so  situated  that  the  occu- 
piers ought  to  have  a  vote  in  the  borough. 
We  are  told  that  is  merely  the  transfer  of 
a  constituency  from  a  county  to  a  borough; 
but  it  is  really  a  different  matter.    A  large 
number  of  these   persons  would  have  no 
votes  at  all  unless  the  borough  boundaries 
were  extended.     What  was  the  meaning 
of  all  we  heard  last  year  about  the  figures 
£6,  £10,  and   £12,   and  what  was   the 
special  charm  found  in  the  words  **  house- 
hold franchise,'*  if  it  is  a  matter  of  oo 
importance   whether  a  large    number  of 
the  people  outside  the  boundaries  are  in- 
cluded in  the  assessment,   whether  they 
have  a  £15  house  or  a  mere  cottage  ?   We 
did  not  look  to  the  matter  merely  as  a 
transfer  from  county  to  borough.  What  we 
louked  to  was  whether  there  was  not  in 
places  now  without  the  boundaries  of  bo- 
roughs a  large  number  of  people  who  would 
be  altogether  excluded  from  the  franchise 
unless   they  were   included   in    boroughs. 
That  was  the  principle  on  which  we  thought 
we  ought  to  act ;  that  was  the  principle 
on  which   we  did  act  ;  and  I  rather  col- 
lected from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member    for    South   Lancashire    that  he 
thought  it  the  correct  principle  to  apply  in 
respect  of  these  boroughs,  limited  as  we 
were  by  the  instructions  we  received  from 
the   House    itself.      It  is    perfectly   true 
that   the   matter    being    now   before  the 
House,  the  House  is  at  liberty   to   take 
other    matters    into   consideration   which 
the  ierms  of  our  instructions  did  not  allow 
us  to  consider.     It  may  take  cognisaneo 
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sent  petitions  to  the  Hoase,  and  i?hich 
were  Terj  few  in  number — ihej  had  on 
the  preceding  evening  amounted,  he  be- 
lieved, to  only  thirteen,  and  not  more  than 
Beven  of  these  were  important  —  should 
have  their  cases  investigated  by  a  Select 
Committee. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  I  believe  it  will  be 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House  that  I 
should  again  address  them,  and  I  hope 
that  they  will  favour  me  with  their  indul- 
gence during  a  fow  moments  for  that  pur- 
pose. The  obligations  of  the  House  and 
of  the  country  to  the  Commissioners  ap- 
pear to  me  to  be  so  considerable  and  so 
incontestable  that  I  refrained  from  respond- 
ing to  the  invitation  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  that  I  should  express  the  views  of 
the  Government  upon  this  subject  until  the 
Commissioners  had  favoured  us  with  their 
opinions  with  respect  to  it.  A  considerable 
majority  of  the  Commissioners  who  could 
be  communicated  with  have  expressed 
opinions  similar  to  those  we  have  heard 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Russell 
Gurney),  and  from  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Francis  Crossley),  and  I  have  therefore  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, we  shall  be  most  happy  to  meet 
the  wishes  expressed.  I  have  noted  some 
points  of  detail  as  the  discussion  proceeded; 
and  what  we  propose  is  that  there  shall  be 
a  Committee  of  &ye,  to  be  appointed  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection  ;  that  it  shall 
sit  from  day  to  day  ;  that  its  investigations 
shall  be  limited  to  places  that  have  already 
petitioned ;  that  it  shall  have  power  to 
confer  with  the  Commissioners,  and  that 
the  evidence  shall  bo  purely  documentary. 
These  Bve  points  embrace  all  that  I  be- 
lieve the  House  seeks.  On  the  under- 
standing that  we  take  early  steps  to  carry 
this  arrangement  into  effect,  I  conclude 
the  House  will  have  no  objection  to  go 
into  Committee. 

Mb.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  arrangement  if  it  would  ex- 
clude Portsmouth,  which  had  not  petitioned, 
although  Gosport  had,  the  public  meeting 
of  Portsmouth  being  held  that  very  night. 

Mr.  stone  qUo  stated  how  Ports- 
mouth and  Gosport  would  be  affected  by 
the  understanding  come  to. 

Sir  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  said,  that 
although  the  inhabitants  of  Reading  had 
not  presented  a  petition,  they  had  held  a 
meeting,  and  objected  to  the  proposal  by 
which  they  were  to  be  affected,  and  he 
thought  their  case  ought  to  undergo  fur- 
ther investigation. 

Sir  Francis  CrossUy 


Mr.   OSBORNE  :   The  Boundary  Bill 
is,  with  the  exception  of  the  Reform  Act, 
the  most  important  measure  that  has  for 
many  years  come  under  the  consideration 
of  Parliament,  and  yet  we  have  not,  down 
to  this  moment,  had  any  discussion  of  its 
principles.     My  constituents  have  not  ad- 
dressed any  memorial  to  the  House,  and 
I  will  not  say  anything  about  my  individual 
seat.      To  the   instructions    which    were 
given  to  the  Commission,  and  to  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  it  has  reported,  I  altogether 
object.      Before  the  House,  in  its   haste 
for  co-operation  and  legislation,  consents  to 
shuffle  off  this  question,  let   us   consider 
whether  it  is  better  not  to  pass  any  Bill  at 
all  than  to  pass  a  bad  Bill,  which  will  not 
give  satisfaction,  and  which  it  will  be  one 
of  the  first  Acts  of  the  next  Parliament  to 
repeal.      I   want  to   know  what   we  are 
going  to  refer  to  a  Select  Committee,  and 
whether  we  are  going  to  refer  merely  the 
petitions  and  memorials  from  large  towns, 
or  whether  we  are  going  to  give  it  power 
to  do  what  the  Commissioners  were  de- 
barred from  doing  —  namely,  to  contract 
the  areas  of  boroughs.      They  say  that  in 
some  cases  there  are  anomalies  which  can- 
not be  rectified  without  reducing  the  areas 
of   boroughs.     I   want  to  know  whether 
the  Select  Committee  is  to  have  the  power 
to  reduce  the   area  of   boroughs,  and  to 
correct  these  anomalies.     It  is  very  mate- 
rial that  that  should  be  stated.      If  the 
Select  Committee  is  merely  to  rectify  the 
boundaries    of    Nottingham,   Portsmouth, 
and  other  boroughs,  it  will  be  of  no  nse 
whatever.     I  will  say  one  word  with  re- 
gard  to  the  constitution  of  the  Commission. 
We  have  heard  a  statement  this  evening 
from  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  of   Yorkshire   (Sir  Franeii 
Crossley).     I  regard  that  hon.  Member  ss 
a  most  excellent  man  ;  but  I  objected  alto- 
gether to  his  being  put  upon  the  Commis* 
sion,  for  reasons  which  I  do  not  choose  to 
give  now.     I  cannot  fall  in  with  the  ex- 
cessive compliments  which  have  been  paid 
to    that   Commission.      So   far  from  itf 
Report  having  given  general   saiisfoctioo 
in  the  country,  it  has  given  greaC  dissstii- 
faction.     The  Commission  was  appointed 
in  a  House  of  thirty  Members  at  the  U% 
end  of  a  Session,   completely   worn  o«t 
with  passing  the  Reform  Act ;  and  I  viU 
venture  to  say  that   not   thirty  Member! 
have  gone  through  the  voluminous  Report 
of  the  Commission   and    the   maps  illB>' 
trating  it.      Before  we  appoint  a  Select 
Committee  we  ought  to  know  exactly  wbi^ 
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boroughs  which  were  affected  by  the  Be- 
port  to  send  up  petitious,  but  because  ho 
thought  that  their  cases  should  not  be 
determined  without  their  being  heard  upon 
the  subject.  He  presumed  he  was  correct 
in  understanding  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  consent  that  all  boroughs  which  sent 
up  petitions  up  to  the  day  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee  should  be  heard. 
[Mr.  Disraeli:  No  !]  He  could  not  sup- 
pose that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in- 
tended to  steal  a  march  upon  those  bo- 
roughs which  bad  not  sent  up  petitions  by 
deciding  that  night  that  they  should  be 
excluded. 

Sir  JAMES  SIMEON  asked,  whether 
the  Committee  would  have  the  power  of 
considering  questions  such  as  limiting 
boundaries,  on  the  application  of  petition- 
ing boroughs,  which  the  Commissioners 
had? 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  They  will  hare  that 
power  ;  but  I  may  state  that  if  the  House 
would  allow  us  to  go  into  Committee  1 
should  not  be  forced  constantly  to  break 
our  rules  by  answering  questions,  because 
I  could  then  answer  eyery  question  put  to 
me. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  should  prefer 
that  we  should  wind-up  this  conversation 
at  once,  rather  than  that  we  should  com- 
mence another  debate.  [*'  Order,  order  ! "] 
If  the  House  would  indulge  me  for  a  few 
moments,  perhaps  the  discussion  might  be 
shortened.     [*•  Order,  order ! "] 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  wish  to  consult  the 
House  as  to  the  order  of  bur  proceedings. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister made  a  speech  in  which  he  intro- 
duced a  proposal  of  an  entirely  new  cha- 
racter—  namely,  the  question  of  referring 
the  matter  to  a  Select  Committee.  It  may 
be  the  opinion  of  the  House  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  having  already  had  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  his  opinion  upon 
that  question,  other  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
feel  an  interest  in  it  shall  also  have  the 
opportunity  of  speaking  upon  it  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  anxious  that 
we  should  arrive  at  a  clear  understanding 
upon  this  subject  as  soon  as  possible.  My 
distinct  opinion  is  that  there  is  so  great  a 
disposition  in  all  quarters  of  the  House  to 
come  to  an  agreement  upon  this  matter, 
that  nothing  but  a  little  time  and  consider- 
ation are  necessary  to  enable  us  to  arrite 
at  a  satisfactory  conclusion  with  regard  to 
it ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  we  must  not 
come  to  a  premature  decision  upon  it.  The 
general  sense  of  the  House  appears  to  be 

Mr.  W.  JE.  FmUr 


in  favour  of  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee.    I  do  not  quite  understand  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  in- 
tends  that   that   Committee   shall   decide 
what  cases  shall  be  reserved  for  further 
inquiry,  or  whether  the  Committee  shall 
finally  dispose  of  all  the  cases  which  may 
come   before  them.      My  own  opinion  is 
that   the  Committee   should   report  what- 
cases  should  be  reserved  for  further  con- 
sideration.    ["No,  no!*']     I  do  not  make 
this  proposition  as  one  by  whieh  I  should 
with  to  be  finally  bound  ;  but  my  object  is 
to  prevent  the  Committee  being  deluged 
with  endless   details,  while   at   the   same 
time  I  think  an  inquiry  should  be  made  ia 
bond  fide  cases.    In  the  first  place,  I  think 
that  all  petitions  which  hare  been  already 
laid  before  the  House  should  be  referred 
to  the  Committee,  and  it  appears  to  me 
quite  necessary,  in  the  interest  of  all  parties, 
that  those  boroughs  which  have  presented 
memorials    to   the   Commissioners  should 
likewise  go  before  the  Committee.  In  point 
of  fact,  the  memorials  would  be  far  more 
likely  to  represent  the  general  diversity  of 
opinion  than  the  petitions  to  Parliament, 
and  there  can  be  no  difficulty  in  receifing 
them  as  long  as  we  keep  to  documentary 
evidence.    Another  point  to  which  I  desire 
to  draw  attention  is  this  : — Some  comma- 
nities,  instead  of  exercising  their  right  of 
petitioning,  have  relied  upon  their  Members 
to  bring  their  cases  before  Parliament,  and 
in  several  instances  Notices  of  Motion  have 
been  given  with  that  object.     I  think  it  ii 
impossible  to  exclude  such  cases  from  coo- 
sideration,  even  although  neither  petition 
nor  memorial  has  been  presented.  In  such 
cases  a  Member  ought  surely  to  be  allowed 
to  present  such  documentary  evidence  to 
trlie  Committee  as  might  have  been  laid 
before  the  Commission. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY:    I  admit 
that  it  is  very  desirable  that  we  sboold 
arrive  at  a  fair  understanding  as  to  what 
has  been  settled.     As  I  understand,  the 
majority  of  the  House  has  agreed  that  a 
Committee   shall  be  appointed,  and  that 
that  Committee  shall  be  chosen   by  the 
Committee    of    Selection.     ["No,  nol"l 
Then,  I  will  only  say  that  it  has  been 
agreed  that  a  Committee  consisting  of  a 
small    number   of  Members — say,  of  fifO 
— shall  be  oppointed,  which  shall  have  re* 
ferred  to  it   all  cases   in  whieh  petitions 
have  been  presented  to  the  House  and  are 
now  on  the  table.     It  must  be  remembered 
that  the  memorials  have  not  been  presented 
to  the  House,  but  to  the  CommisBioDerSi 
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applied  for  restriction  of  its  boundaries 
without  referring  others  which  had  not 
made  similar  applications,  in  the  belief 
that  the  Boundary  Gommissioners  had  re- 
fased  to  consider  them. 

YiscoTTKT  AMBERLEY  said,  that  in- 
asmuch as  the  evidence  before  the  Select 
Committee  was  to  be  of  a  documentarj 
character  onlj,  it  would  be  only  fair  that 
Members  representing  a  borough  that  con- 
sidered itself  aggrieved  by  the  Bill  should 
hare  the  opportunity  of  making  a  state- 
ment in  writing  to  the  Committee,  for  it 
was  quite  possible  that  the  matter  could  be 
brought  forward  more  clearly  and  fully  in 
that  way  than  by  memorials  and  petitions, 
and  the  Committee  enabled  to  decide  in  a 
more  satisfactory  manner. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  GATHORNB  HARDY:  Upon 
consideration,  inasmuch  as  there  are  a 
great  many  questions  which  will  arise  and 
must  be  discussed,  which  will  have  to  be 
discussed  again  after  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee,  I  believe  that  the  best 
course  for  the  Committee  would  be  im- 
mediately to  report  Progress.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  save  any  time  if  we  were 
to  attempt  to  go  on  at  present.  I  only 
wish  to  say  that  the  proposal  we  shall 
make  to  the  House  will  be  this,  that  iu 
naming  the  Select  Committee  we  shall 
also  name  the  places  we  propose  for  their 
consideration.  We  shall  put  the  names  on 
the  Paper,  and  if  any  hon.  Member  should 
wish  to  add  to  the  list  he  Vill  have  an  op- 

fortunity  of  stating  his  case  to  the  House. 
Cries  of  **  What  time  ?  "]  I  hope  to  give 
Notice  to-morrow,  and  to  move  on  Monday. 
Sir  GEORGE  GREY  :  If  we  had  before 
us  the  memorials  presented  to  the  Com- 
missioners it  might  be  of  advantage  in 
guiding  us  as  to  the  cases  to  be  sent  to  the 
Committee.  The  Commissioners  state  in 
their  Report  that  those  memorials  were  in 
their  hands. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY :  My  right 
hon.  Friend  must  understand  that  we 
object  to  go  into  all  the  cases  upon  which 
memorials  were  presented.  But  we  will 
go  into  cases  as  to  which  petitions  have 
been  presented  to  the  House,  and  it  will  be 
in  the  option  of  any  hon.  Member  who 
thinks  any  borough  improperly  excluded  to 
move  that  it  should  also  be  referred  to  the 
Select  Committee.  The  memorials  to  the 
Commissioners  are  of  the  most  bulky  cha- 
racter, and  it  would  be  an  extravagant  use 
of  public  money  to  print  them, 

Mr.  Darby  Griffith 


Mr.  WALDEGRAVE  -  LESLIE  in- 
quired, whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
list  would  include  the  boroughs  the  peti- 
tions of  which  had  been  presented  that 
evening  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY :  What  I 
propose  is  that  all  boroughs  from  which 
petitions  were  presented  before  the  discus- 
sion began  to-night  should  be  put  on  the 
same  footing  as  those  from  which  petitions 
were  previously  received. 

Mr.  PEASE  asked,  whether  the  Notices 
of  Motion  already  made  will  be  included  in 
the  same  category  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  replied  ia 
the  affirmative. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  that  memorials  and 
petitions  presented  up  to  this  time  would 
probably  contain  ex  parte  statements,  and 
to  make  the  documentary  evidence  com- 
plete there  ought  to  be  an  opportunity  for 
the  boroughs  affected  to  put  in  counter 
memorials. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  :  What  the  hon. 
Gentleman  says  is  perfectly  true.  Memo- 
rials have  been  presented  on  one  side,  and 
unless  memorials  be  received  on  the  other 
the  Committee  will  have  but  an  ex  parte 
statement  before  them.  But  if  the  memo- 
rials from  both  sides  are  presented,  then 
the  views  of  those  who  assent  as  well  as  of 
those  who  dissent  will  be  known. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  would  like  to 
present  a  point  of  some  weight.  Is  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  to  be  final  on  the 
question  of  boundary,  or  only  on  the  ques- 
tion  of  postponement  ?  If  the  Report  is  to 
be  final  with  respect  to  boundary,  then  its 
task  will  be  much  more  formidable  than  if 
it  was  to  report  only  on  postponement. 
A  serious  difference  of  opinion  will  often 
justify  postponement,  but  not  a  final  de- 
cision. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  :  My  pro- 
position  is  that  the  Committee  should  report 
to  the  House  the  final  decision,  and  that 
the  House  should  take  such  course  upon 
it  as  it  may  deem  expedient.  If  they 
thought  proper  the  Committee  might  re- 
ceive documentarv  evidence  on  both  sides, 
but  not  call  witnesses. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  suggested  that  the 
Committee  should  report  to  the  House  on 
what  evidence  it  arrived  at  its  conclusions. 

Mr.  WALPOLE  said,  that  he  did  not 
see  how  the  Committee  could  have  the  full 
materials  for  forming  a  proper  judgment 
before  it.  It  should  be  clearly  understood 
what  would  be  the  means  at  the  service  of 
the  Committee  to  enable  them  to  decide 
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SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
••  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

SEA  FISHERIES  BILL.— QUESTION. 

General  DUNNE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  a  Question  of  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  or  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  in  regard  to  this 
Bill.  The  Bill  was  very  much  objected  to 
in  Ireland,  because  it  would  leave  the 
oyster  fisheries  on  the  Arklow  coast,  be- 
yond three  miles  from  the  shore,  exposed 
to  the  incursions  and  depredations  of 
French  and  other  fishermen  during  close 
time.  Something  ought  to  be  done  ;  and 
be  wished  to  know  what  was  proposed  to 
alleviate  the  grievance,  which  was  felt  very 
strongly,  upon  this  subject  ?  He  hoped  he 
should  receive  a  satisfactory  answer. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  the  subject 
had  occasioned  very  considerable  discus- 
sion in  the  course  of  the  evening  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  where  the  Bill 
was  in  Committee.  The  result  had  been 
that  the  Chairman  reported  Progress,  and 
the  Department  of  the  Government  respon- 
sible for  the  conduct  of  the  Bill  having  had 
their  attention  called  to  the  subject,  he 
would  state  their  determination  on  a  future 
occasion. 

NEW  COURTS  OF  JUSTICE.—QUESTION. 

Mr.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  observed 
that  an  Estimate  had  been  given  of  the 
amount  of  money  required  for  the  purchase 
of  the  site  and  other  expenses  for  the  new 
Courts  of  Law ;  and  he  wished  to  call 
attention,  in  connection  with  this  subject, 
to  the  importance  of  providing  suitable  and 
convenient  approaches  to  the  New  Palace 
of  Justice.  The  Estimate  for  the  site 
was  £1.000,000,  and  for  the  buildings 
£2.000,000.  Here  was  an  outlay  of 
£3,000,000;  but  what  provision  had 
been  made  for  the  approaches  ?  None. 
The  Courts  of  Law  at  Westminster  and 
in  the  City  of  London  would  eventually 
be  concentrated  on  this  spot;  and  the 
amount  of  traffic  when  the  new  Courts 
were  in  action  would  be  immense.  It 
was  therefore  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  had  the  management  of  this 
aflfair,  to  see  that,  if  these  magnificent 
buildings  were  placed  in  the  centre  of  Lon- 
don, sufficient  approaches  were  provided. 
There  was  a  sort  of  Middle  Row  in  the 


Strand  between  the  two  churches  east  of 
Somerset  House.  That  block  of  bnildiDgi 
ought  to  be  removed.  Again,  from  the 
north  and  north-east  the  whole  traffic  must 
come  through  Chancery  Lane.  The  gen- 
tlemen of  the  law  had  drawn  a  sort  of 
cordon  across  London  which  much  impeded 
the  traffic  of  the  metropolis  ;  for  the  Tem- 
ple, Lincoln's  Inn,  and  Gray'a  Inn,  occu- 
pied nearly  the  whole  space  from  the  River 
Thames  to  the  King's  Road,  the  only 
openings  for  traffic  east  and  west  being 
Holborn  and  Fleet  Street.  No  doubt  it 
waa  said  it  would  be  time  enough  to  make 
suitable  approaches  when  the  Courts  were 
completed  ;  but  the  buildings  required 
to  be  pulled  down  would  be  trebled  in 
value  by  that  time.  The  House  could 
not  too  soon  admit  the  fact  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  make  large  and  wide 
approaches  to  these  Courts.  The  only 
approach  to  the  building  that  would  be 
adequate  would  be  from  the  Strand ; 
but  even  this  approach  could  not  be 
reached  from  the  west  without  passing 
through  the  narrow  portion  of  the  street 
caused  by  the  encroachment  of  Holywell 
Street.  A  wide  street  ought  to  be  made 
on  the  west  side  of  the  new  Courts  from 
the  Strand  to  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields,  and 
continued  to  Holborn  through  Gate  Street 
and  Little  Turnstile ;  and  another  street 
formed  into  Holborn  through  Great  Turn- 
stile. He  trusted  that  the  Government 
would  not  leave  these  approaches  to  be 
considered  at  the  last  moment.  A  com- 
paratively small  expenditure  now  would 
save  a  large  outlay  hereafter  ;  for  the  pub* 
lie  would  not  be  satisfied  that  the  neir 
Courts  of  Justice,  erected  at  an  outlay  of 
between  £3.000,000  and  £4,000,000. 
should  be  surrounded  with  narrow  lanes 
and  impassable  streets. 

Mr.  M.  CHAMBERS  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  th<^  Member 
for  London.  In  compensation  cases  for 
improvements  where  railways  or  new  streets 
had  been  made,  the  owners  of  houses 
always  expected  three,  four,  or  five  times 
as  much  as  they  would  previously  have 
been  glad  to  accept.  He  thought  at  first 
that  the  site  of  the  new  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice was  admirably  chosen  ;  but  this  ad* 
vantage  was  now  likely  to  be  more  than 
counter-balanced  by  the  difficulty  of  access 
to  the  Courts.  When  it  was  proposed  to 
put  these  Courts  in  a  given  position,  one 
of  the  first  questions  should  have  been— 
How  are  you  to  get  at  them  ?  Parliament 
should  not  only  have  provided  for  the  con- 
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lie  had  understood  was  to  be  submitted  to 
the  Uouse  before  its  final  adoption  ? 

The  CnANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER 4iaid,  he  had  not  made  any  explana- 
tion in  moving  the  Vote,  because  it  was 
really  almost  a  matter  of  form  after  the  Act 
that  was  passed  in  1865.  That  Act  provided 
that  certain  sums  of  money,  which  should 
ultimately  come  out  of  the  Suitors'  Fund 
in  tho  Court  of  Chancery,  should  be  tem- 
porarily advanced  from  the  Exchequer,  and 
be  re-paid  from  tho  interest  of  that  Fund. 
Authority  had  also  been  given  by  tho  Act 
to  purchase  what  was  known  as  the  Carey 
Street  site ;    accordingly,   the   properties 
thcro   were  being  gradually   bought   up  ; 
and  each  Session  a  Vote  was  proposed  to 
enable  the  Treasury  to  advance  the  money, 
which  was  to  be  re-paid  in  the  manner  he 
hnd    described.      His   hon.    and   learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Bentinck)  had  correctly  stated 
what  had  previously  occurred  in  the  House 
on  that  subject.     In  answer  to  a  question 
put  to  him,  he  had  said  that  the  Treasury 
having  great  doubts  whether  the  decision 
of  the   Judges  of  the  Designs  could  be 
held  to  be  an  award   in  any  sense,  the 
matter  had  been  referred  to  the  Attorney 
General.      All   the   parties   had   received 
notice  of  that  fact,  and  had  an  opportunity 
of  representing  their  case  to  the  Attorney 
General.     He  understood  from  the  Attor- 
ney General  that  he  had  given  his  opinion 
on  tho  point  within  the  last  day  or  two  ; 
but  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
was  not  aware  that  it  had  yet  reached  the 
Treasury.     As  soon  as  they  became  ac- 
quainted with  his  hon.  and  learned   Col- 
league's opinion,  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  consider  what  course 
should  be  taken  in  the  master,  and  then 
the  House  should  be  duly  informed  on  the 
subject.  In  reference  to  the  subject  named 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Al- 
derman Lawrence)  before  the  House  went 
into  Committee,  he  begged  to  £ay  that  the 
importance  of  it   was  recognized  by  the 
Government,  and  it  should  receive  every 
consideration. 

Mr.  pease  said,  that  in  August  last 
he  put  to  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  without  receiving  any 
very  satisfactory  reply,  tho  question,  whe- 
ther the  Judges  of  Designs  had  made  a 
Report  to  the  Treasury  without  waiting 
for  the  Report  of  the  gentleman  to  whom 
a  fee  of  500  guineas  had  been  paid  for  in- 
vestigating the  estimates  ?  He  afterwards 
heard  that  this  gentleman's  Report,  with 
reference  to  the  two  designs  most  highly 

Mr.  Bentinck 


thought  of,  showed  that  in  one  ease  the 
architect  had  under-estimated  the  probable 
cost  of  his  building  by  £400,000,  and  in 
I  the  other  that  the  discrepancy  amounted 
to  £300,000.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  whole  thing  was  now  at  a  dead-loek— 
not  a  very  creditable  position  for  all  parties 
concerned. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £3,000,000,  Abyssinian  Expedition 
(beyond  ordinary  Grants  of  1868-9). 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and   Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £102,905,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  neoeasary  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  coorae  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day 
of  March  1860,  for  the  Maintenance  and  Repair 
of  Public  Buildings ;  for  providing  tho  necetaary 
supply  of  Water  for  the  same ;  for  Rents  of  Honsei 
for  the  temporary  accommodation  of  Pablio  De* 
partments,  and  Charges  attendant  thereon." 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  observed 
that  there  was  in  the  Veto  an  item  of 
£1,470  for  the  erection  of  a  house  for  the 
Professor  of  Theology  in  King's  College, 
Aberdeen,  and  for  the  rent  of  a  boose 
during  the  erection  of  the  new  house.  He 
regretted  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Aytoun),  and  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Buteshire  (Mr.  Lament), 
who  had  lately  expressed  so  much  hostility 
to  the  granting  of  money  out  of  the  public 
funds  for  theological  purposes.  He  cer- 
tainly thought  they  would  haye  watched 
this  Vote,  and  saved  him  from  the  neces* 
sity  of  asking  for  any  explanation  with  re- 
gard to  it.  He  wished  the  Gorernment  to 
inform  him»  whether  it  was  the  fact  that 
the  Committee  were  now  asked  to  grant 
money  out  of  the  public  purse  for  the  sup- 
port of  a  Professor  of  Theology  in  the 
UniTersity  of  Aberdeen,  and  for  the  build- 
ing of  a  house  for  that  professor,  and  for 
the  rent  of  a  house  until  the  new  house 
was  built  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that  a 
snm  of  £1,885  was  granted  last  year  for 
the  same  purpose,  and  the  present  Vote 
was  required  to  complete  the  undertaking, 
to  which  the  sanction  of  the  House  had 
already  been  given. 

Mr.  POWELL,  remembering  what  had 
been  said  in  the  course  of  Wednesday's 
debate  (upon  the  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
Universities  Bill)  about  Jewish,  Parsee, 
and  Roman  Catholic  theology,  said  it  woald 
be  interesting  to  ascertain  what  kind  of 
theology  was  taught  by  the  Professor  at 
the  University  of  Aberdeen.    It  was  the 
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quired.  Tlie  separation  of  these  Offices 
ivas  not  only  productive  of  inconvenience 
to  Members,  but  of  great  expense  to  the 
public.  He  knew  these  complaints  had 
often  been  made  before,  but  thej  did  not 
appear  to  produce  any  effect. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that  this 
matter  had  engaged  the  earnest  attention 
of  the  present  Government,  as  well  as  that 
of  their  immediate  predecessors.  The  late 
Government  appointed  a  Treasury  Com- 
mission to  consider  how  all  the  great  public 
Offices  might  best  be  concentrated  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Whitehall  and  the  Houses 
of  Parliament ;  and  since  the  present  Go- 
vernment came  into  power  its  investigations 
had  been  continued.  Three  or  four  days 
ago  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  ttie 
Treasury  laid  that  Report  on  the  table  ; 
and  when  it  was  printed — which  it  would  be 
in  a  few  days — the  Committee  would  see 
that  it  had  entered  most  fully  and  minutely 
into  the  question.  The  House  of  Commons 
had  yet  to  consider  whether  it  would  sanc- 
tion the  recommendations  of  the  Commis- 
sion for  the  concentration,  in  the  most  con- 
venient manner,  of  all  the  public  Depart- 
ments and  their  subordinate  Offices.  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
(Mr.  Alderman  Lusk),  he  stated  that 
£1,500  of  the  increase  arose  from  the 
necessity  of  providing  increased  accom- 
modation for  the  Poor  Law  Board  ;  two 
other  items,  formerly  placed  under  another 
head,  amounted  to  over  £1«000  ;  and  the 
charge  for  Westminster  Bridge  was  this 
year  increased  by  £2.500  to  provide  for 
its  being  re- painted  and  gilded.  These 
sums  would  account  for  the  excess  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  Alderhan  LAWRBNCB  sug. 
gested  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  that  Glasgow  Cathe- 
dral should  be  thrown  open  to  the  public  ; 
the  lost  year's  fees  for  admission  amount- 
ing only  to  £106  17«.  lOd.,  as  against 
£256  1«.  for  the  staff  of  attendants. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(4.)  £13,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Furniture  in  Public  Departments. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  complained  that 
the  Vote  had  increased  £1,500.  He  con- 
tended that  the  head  of  each  Department 
should  make  his  own  expenditure  on  this 
account,  and  be  responsible  for  it ;  if  a 
Minister  could  not  undertake  the  duty  he 
WAS  not  fit  for  the  place. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
past  experience  had  shown  that  it  was 
Mr,  M,  Chamhere 


better  to  place  the  furnishing  of  the  public 
Offices  under  a  responsible  Minister,  rather 
than  leave  it  to  the  heads  of  the  various 
Departments.  The  increase  in  this  year's 
Vote,  he  added,  was  occasioned  by  the 
contemplated  removal  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  the  temporary  Foreign  Office,  which 
would  be  vacated  in  a  few  days. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(5.)  £122.524,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  asked  if 
steps  had  been  taken,  as  proposed  last 
year,  to  throw  open  Constitution  Hill  to  the 
public,  especially  when  the  Queen  was  ab« 
sent  from  town  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  the  ab- 
sence  of  the  Home  Secretary,  said  he  was 
not  aware  that  any  change  had  been  made 
in  that  way. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  observed  that 
there  was  a  sum  of  £49.000  included  in 
this  Vote  for  St.  James's  Park,  the  Green 
Park,  and  Hyde  Park.  Now,  there  was 
a  good  deal  of  discussion  last  year  about 
the  Parks,  and  it  was  then  stated  that 
these  Porks  belonged  exclusively  to  the 
Sovereign  and  not  to  the  nation.  If  that 
were  so,  he  should  like  to  know  why  the 
nation  was  called  upon  to  pay  £49,000  for 
them.  There  were  a  great  many  items  io 
the  Vote  referring  to  money  expended  on 
Hyde  Park.  Though  they  talked  a  good 
deal  about  liberty  in  this  country,  it  was 
almost  the  only  country,  he  believed,  io 
which  cabs  were  not  allowed  to  enter  the 
public  Parks.  If  they  went  to  Vienna  or 
Paris  they  found  that  the  inhabitants  of 
those  cities  were  permitted  to  drive  in  cabs 
in  the  Parks  there.  The  noble  Lord  might 
say  that  the  roads  in  Hyde  Park  were  not 
wide  enough  to  admit  of  cabs  and  carriages 
together  travelling  upon  them.  But  the 
Champs  Elys^es  was  not  so  large  as  Hyde 
Park,  and  yet  the  road  wos  made  suffici- 
ently wide  to  admit  cabs  as  well  as  car- 
riages to  travel  upon  it.  They  were  ad- 
vancing, he  would  not  say  in  democratic 
views,  but  in  independent  views  and  in 
common  sense — as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Nottingham  (Mr.  Osborne)  had  just  said— 
both  in  that  House  and  the  country  ;  and 
it  was  time  that  a  person  who  had  not  s 
carriage  should  he  allowed  to  go  into  II  jde 
Park  in  a  cab.  To  prevent  persons  driving 
in  the  Park  who  could  not  ride  in  their  own 
carriages  was  to  restrict  ita  use  to  some 
10,000  persons.  He  had  reeeived  a  good 
many  representations  on  this  aobject  from 


299 


Supply-^  Civil 


{COMMONSI 


Service  Esthnales. 


300 


In  Regent's  Park,  for  instance,  there  was 
an   expenditure  of   £8,000    or   £9,000, 
which  was  to  be  incurred  in  consequence  of 
the   deplorable  accident   that   took  place 
there  the  year  before  last.     Those  works 
were  now  being  pushed  forward  with  great 
rapidity,  and  would,  of  course,  be  made 
once  for  all.     He  might  congratulate  the 
Committee  that  this  would  be  the  last  year 
that  a  Vote  would    be  proposed  for  the 
Chelsea  Hospital.      The  charge  for   the 
maintenance   and  watching  the  Hospital 
grounds  would  be  transferred  to  the  Hos- 
pital, whose  estate  had  lately  sufficiently 
improved   to  allow  of  the  transfer  being 
made.     £700  was  to  be  spent  in  connec- 
tion with  the  old  wall  in  Kensington  Gar- 
dens, which  had  to  be  removed  to  prevent 
its  falling  down,  and  that,  together  with 
£300  for  painting,  might  be  regarded  as 
exceptional.     An   expenditure    of    £700 
Imd  resulted  from  placing  the  watching  of 
Hyde   Park   under   the  direction   of  the 
police,  and  though  the  change  had  resulted 
in  a  larger  expenditure,  it  had,  he  believed, 
given  general  satisfaction.     An  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Pease)  had  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  temporary  road  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Prince  Albert's  Memorial  would 
be  converted  into  a  permanent  road.     It 
would  be  seen  from  the  Estimates  that  the 
formation  of  a  carriage  road  was  proposed, 
and  if  the  Vote  were  sanctioned  by  the 
Committee,   it  would   be    at  once    com- 
menced.    His  attention  had  been  directed 
to  the  subject  of  the  road  at  the  Roeh amp- 
ton  Gate,  and  he  had  been  in  communica- 
tion with  the  joint*stock  Company  to  whom 
the  road  belonged.     He  had  every  reason 
to  believe  that,  cither  by  some  such  sug- 
gestion as  had  been  made  that  evening,  or 
by  some  other  plan,  a  result  might  be  at- 
tained which  would  be  satisfactory  to  those 
who  desired  an  alteration  in  the  present  con- 
dition of  those  roads.     As  to  the  grazing 
in  Hyde  Park,  ho  did  not  see  any  refer- 
ence to  a  particular  item  of  that  nature  ; 
and,   with  respect  to  Battcrsea  Park,  he 
might  say  that  property  in  the  neighbour- 
hood was  increasing  in  value,  and  there 
was  reason  to  believe  that  the  original  Es- 
timate would  be  borne  out. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  wanted  to  know 
if  the  Estimates  were  to  go  on  increasing 
from  year  to  year;  because,  if  so,  where 
are  we  to  stop  ?  Since  1866  there  had 
been  an  increase  of  £40,000;  and  last 
year,  as  now,  the  Committee  were  told 
that  many  of  the  items  were  exceptional, 
and  would  never  occur  again. 

Lord  John  Mannei^a 


Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  remarked 
that  there  was  always  a  tendency  to  in- 
crease in  the  sums  required  for  the  parks. 
Claims  for  additional  public  accommoda- 
tion, and  additional  public  enjoyment,  were 
continnally  being  made,  and  snch  claims 
could  not  be  met  without  increased  ex- 
penditure. The  hon.  Member,  while  com- 
plaining of  the  increase  in  the  expenditure, 
had  at  the  same  time  appealed  to  him  for 
more  attention  to  the  flowers — a  matter 
that  would,  of  course,  involve  the  outlay 
of  more  money.  The  mere  fact  of  placing 
Hyde  Park  under  the  control  of  the  police 
had  led  to  a  considerable  increase ;  bnt  a 
far  greater  expense  had  been  incurred  in 
connection  with  the  railings  which  had 
been  torn  down. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  gates  of  the  Marble  Arch  at 
the  end  of  Oxford  Street  would  be  thrown 
open,  instead  of  being  kept  closed,  as  they 
were  now. 

Mr.  M.  chambers  trusted  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  sacrifice,  by  hasty  leasing 
or  sale,  the  surplus  lands  of  Battersea 
Park. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Sandford, 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that  if 
the  public  were  not  allowed  to  have  access 
to  Richmond  Park,  through  the  private 
road  alluded  to,  it  would  be  for  the  Depart- 
ment to  consider  whether  they  would  not 
recommend  the  closing  the  gate  altogether. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £47,086,  be 
granted  to  Her  Mnjestj,  to  complete  the  sum  ne- 
cessary to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the 
31  St  day  of  March  1869,  for  the  Buildings  of  the 
Ilouses  of  Parliament." 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  it  would  be  in 
the  recollection  of  hon.  Members  that  the 
original  Estimate  for  building  the  Houses 
of  Parliament  was  £750,000  ;  and  up  to 
this  time  they  had  voted  £2,250,000,  and 
after  all  this  eipenditure  there  was  not,  in 
the  entire  building,  one  good  room.  As  a 
Member  of  the  Refreshment  Committee, 
he  called  attention  to  the  narrow,  low,  ill- 
ventilated  dining-room,  and  to  the  neces- 
sity of  providing  better  accommodation.  A 
common  dining-rootn  for  Lords  and  Com- 
mons had  been  proposed,  and  some  Peers 
to  whom  he  spoke  rather  approved  the 
project,  but  it  was  not  acceded  to.  The 
average  number  of  those  who  dined  in  the 
House  of  Commons  in  the  course  of  a  Ses- 
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gard  to  what  was  put  down  in  the  Estimates 
as  "  the  balance  of  the  contract  for  one 
statue  for  the  chronological  serieaof  statues 
of  British  Sovereigns  now  in  course  of 
execution." 

Mr.  LAYARD  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Osborne)  was  not  quite  correct  as  to 
the  case  of  Mr.  Maclise,  fur  he  (Mr.  Lajard) 
had  the  honour  of  bringing  his  claims  be* 
fore  the  Committee  on  a  previous  occasion, 
lie  quite  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  that 
Mr.  Maclise  had  not  been  fairlj  treated.  Mr. 
Maclise,  with  a  delicate  sense  of  honour, 
made  no  application,  but  left  his  case  in  the 
hands  of  the  Commissioners  ;  but  that  was 
not  the  way  that  others  had  acted.  Other 
axtists  had  not  completed  their  work,  and 
ft  recommendation  was  made  that  thej 
should  get  an  increased  sum,  and  it  was 
voted  to  them  ;  but  it  was  not  voted  to 
Mr.  Maclise,  on  the  ground  that  he  had 
completed  his  work,  which  was  as  much  as 
to  say  that  because  he  had  done  his  duty 
ho  should  get  nothing  additional,  while 
others  who  had  not  done  their  duty  should 
have  additional  pay.  He  regretted  that 
Mr.  Maclise  had  neyer  been  authorized 
to  carry  out  the  series  of  frescoes  for 
which  he  had  been  directed  to  make  de- 
signs. Now,  he  affirmed  that  there  were 
no  frescoes  so  remarkable,  so  important, 
and  so  likely  to  be  interesting  to  future 
generations  as  those  of  Mr.  Maclise  ;  they 
had  been  executed  with  the  greatest  pos- 
sible care,  and  they  were  a  faithful  re- 
cord of  two  great  events  in  English  history. 
Therefore  they  were  far  more  important 
and  interesting  than  mere  works  of  imagi- 
nation. Mr.  Maclise,  however,  did  receive 
some  extra  sum  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Layard) 
would  cordially  support  a  farther  grant 
to  him  in  order  to  continue  his  frescoes. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Not- 
tingham (Mr.  Osborne)  in  wh.it  he  had 
said  about  the  statues  in  Westminster 
Hall.  Ho  would  venture  to  say  that  any- 
thing more  incongruous  than  to  put  into  a 
hall  of  the  reign  of  Richard  II.  statues 
which  were  in  the  worst  style  of  art  of 
George  III.  could  not  be  imagined.  He 
was  sure  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Manners)  would  not  allow  them  to  remain 
there  ;  but  he  should  like  to  hear  him  say 
so.  As  a  mottcr  of  art  he  should  be  sorry 
to  see  the  statue  of  Oliver  Cromwell  placed 
there,  though  irrespective  of  that  he  should 
have  a  word  to  say  against  such  a  pro- 
posal. So  also  would  the  Irish  Members, 
for  if  ever  there   was  a  tyrant  and   op- 
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pressor  in  regard  to  Ireland  it  was  Oliver 
Cromwell.  With  respect  to  the  Hoase  it- 
self he  did  not  think  they  could  find  in 
Europe  a  building  worse  adapted  to  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  required.  There 
was  at  the  back  of  the  House  of  Lords  a 
space  about  four  times  the  size  of  that 
House,  which  was  entirely  wasted.  He 
could  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Southwark  (Mr.  Layard)  as  to  what  he 
had  said  about  Mr.  Maclise's  frescoes. 
They  were  too  crowded.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  when  Wellington  and  Blocher 
met  they  had  to  walk  their  horses  over 
dead  bodies.  [Mr.  Osborne  :  They  never 
met  at  Waterloo  at  all.]  Then  that  dis- 
posed altogether  of  the  remark  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Southwark  as  to  the  Talue  of 
the  frescoes  in  an  historical  point  of  view. 
The  Speaker's  house  was  most  inconve- 
nient, all  the  rooms  being  too  small,  while 
there  were  no  rooms  attached  to  the  House 
of  Lords  for  consultation,  for  counsel,  or 
for  witnesses  in  attendance  upon  a  great 
Court  of  Appeal.  Then,  again,  where  was 
there  another  Assembly  in  the  world  the 
Members  of  which  were  unable  to  properly 
perform  their  duties  because  they  were  not 
provided  with  seats  in  their  Chamber? 
What  was  the  use  of  electing  Members 
of  Parliament  if  sufficient  accommodation 
was  not  afforded  them  for  the  performance 
of  their  duties  ?  It  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  the  House  of  Commons  should 
be  enlarged.  Then  there  was  that  miser- 
able "  cage "  in  which  the  ladies  were 
placed.  The  accommodation  afforded  them 
was  most  discreditable  to  that  House.  The 
ladies  should  have  a  decent  refreshment- 
room  provided  for  them  ;  the  place  now 
placed  at  their  disposal  would  not  hold 
more  than  two  persons  at  a  time.  It  was 
most  disgraceful  that  the  ladies  should  be 
cooped  up  behind  a  grating  which  ought 
to  be  removed.  A  grating  was  not  found 
to  be  necessary  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
why  should  it  be  required  in  that  House  ? 
The  question  of  the  enlargement  of  the 
sitting  accommodation  of  that  House  was 
a  most  serious  one.  It  was  probable  that 
when  they  were  returned  by  the  reformed 
constituencies  hon.  Members  would  be  more 
regular  in  their  attendance  and  more  zeal- 
ous in  the  discharge  of  their  duties,  and 
then  it  would  be  impossible  to  attempt  to 
squeeze  658  Members  into  a  room  that  was 
only  calculated  to  hold  about  350.  Even 
now  it  was  frequently  impossible  for  Mem- 
bers to  hear  a  debate  or  even  the  question 
put,  and  they  had  to  run  from  the  smoking, 
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appropriated  to  that  object.  Mr.  Barry  was 
requested  to  drair  out  a  plan,  and  the  Kit- 
chen Committeo  approved  of  the  plan;  but 
the  corresponding  Committee  of  the  Lords 
objected  they  could  not  afford  to  lose  the 
Committee  accommodation  which  it  would 
entail.  The  Lords  having  thus  put  their  veto 
upon  the  scheme,  it  fell  through.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Headlam) 
proposed,  about  that  time,  the  appointment 
of  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
entire  arrangement  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    That  Committee,  after  sitting  the 
whole  of  last  Session,  were  rc-appointed 
early  this  Session,  and  had  just  concluded 
their  labours — their  Report,  he  beliefed, 
being  now  on  the  table.     It  was  therefore 
inexpedient  to  go  into  the  question  raised 
by  them  until  the  Chairman  of  that  Com- 
mittee had  had  an  opportunity  of  calling 
attention  to  their  recommendations.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr.  Osborne), 
in  one  of  those  facetious   speeches  with 
which  he  often  amused,  and  perhaps  in- 
structed, the  House,  had  asked  what  was 
the  history  of  the  arcade  which  was  about 
being  completed  in  Palace  Yard.     !Now, 
he  beticTed  it  originated  in  the  desire  of  a 
considerable  number  of  Members  that  when 
the   railway   works  had   been    completed 
they  should  be  able  to  get  to  the  station 
and  to  the  Thames  Embankment  without 
crossing  Westminster  Bridge  Road.     The 
Vote  for  that  purpose  had  been  sanctioned 
in  former  years,  he  himself  haying  no  re- 
sponsibility for   the    work.      It  was  now 
nearly   completed  ;    and,  when    the  difti- 
culties  which   had    impeded    the   railway 
company  were  remoTcd,  he  had  no  doubt 
the  arcade  and  subway  would  bo  found  a 
great  con?enience.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  also  criticized  the  Vote  of  £4,000  for 
warming  and   Tcntilatiou,  and   had   com- 
plained that  the  result  was  not  at  all  satis- 
factory.    He,  however,  could  not  see  how 
it  could  have  been  more  satisfactory  had 
the  £4,000    not   been    expended.      [Mr. 
Osborne  :    The  thing  was   badly  done.] 
He  did  not  agree  that  this  was  the  case. 
One  of  the  most  eminent  men  connected 
with  this  class  of  subjects  had  given  his 
unremitting  attention    to   this    extremely 
difficult  duty,  and  as  a  more  frequent  at- 
tendant than  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  he  did  not  think  the 
ventilation  and  warming  of  the  House,  or 
of   its  rooms  and  corridors,  was  such  as 
had  been  described.     With  regard  to  Mr. 
Madise's  claims,  they  had  been  considered 
by  the  Treasury  Commission  appointed  by 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
two  or  three  years  ago,  and  if  they  had 
not  been  fairly   dealt  with  he    was  very 
sorry  for  it ;    but  this  was  the  first  com- 
plaint he  had  heard  on  the  subject.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  also  referred  to  the 
experimental   position   of  the    statues  in 
Westminster  Ilall,  and  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  George   Bowyer)    had  urged  that  it 
was  quite  incongruous  to  ploce  in  a  Gothic 
hall,  erected  in  the  time  of  Richard  IL, 
statues  which  would  disgrace  the  reign  of 
George  III.     Now,  the  discussion  of  sta- 
tues or  pictures  always  led  to  unlimited 
controversy ;  but,  if  it  were  true  that  these 
statues  represented  the  worst  style  of  art 
in  the  reign  of  George  III ,  the  artistic 
taste  of  the  present  reign  must  be  in  a 
very   melancholy  condition,  for  they  had 
been  committed  to  the  most  distinguished . 
sculptors  of  the  day.     He,  however,  did 
not  concur    in   the  criticisms  which  had 
been  levelled  ot  them.    Whether  they  were 
properly  placed    in  Westminster  Hall  or 
no  was  a  different  question.    The  fact  was 
this  —  When  some    of    the  statues  were 
placed   in    the    Royal    Gallery,  it  struck 
everybody  who  saw  them  that  they  were 
too  large  for  the  site  for  which  they  were 
intended.      His    right    hon.    Predecessor 
entered  into  communication  with  the  archi- 
tect of  the  Palace  upon  the  subject,  and 
called  on  him  to  suggest  some  site  whore 
they  would  not  be  out  of  proportion.    The 
architect   suggested,   as    an    experiment, 
that  some  should  be  placed  in  Westminster 
Hall,  in   order  that    the    public  and  the 
House  of  Commons  might  be  enabled  to 
form  some  opinion  respecting  them.    Tem- 
porary pedestals  were  therefore  prepared, 
and  the  statues  were  placed  in  the  Hall. 
He  believed  public  opinion  was  extremely 
divided  on  the  subject ;    but  he  was  bound 
to  say  thot  if  those  statues,  which  were 
the  property  of  tho  public  and  had  been 
paid  for,  were  to  be  removed,  he,  for  one, 
should  be  sorry   to  see  them  re-placed  in 
the  Royal  Gallery,  for  they  would  certainly 
have  to  be  moved  away  again.     This  was 
a  question  on  which  the  fullest  expression 
of  opinion  should  be  given  ;  and  he  hoped 
no  hasty  decision  would  be  arrived  at  re- 
specting them.     With  respect  to  the  erec- 
tion of  a  drinking-fountain  in  Palace  Yard, 
to  which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Whitehaven  (Mr.  Bentinck)  had  referred, 
lie  had  only  to  state  that,  as  a  considerable 
number  of  cabmen  frequented  that  spot, 
it  was    considered    advisable    that    they 
should  have   ready  access  to   tho    most 


811  Supply—Civa  (C0MM0NS1 

left  to  dillettante  Members  of  that  Hoqm 
irlio  did  not  knov  irhat  tlie;  liked. 


Servie*  BtUmaUt. 


313 


Mr.  THOMSON  HANKEY  chQllenRed  I 
the  lion.  Member  for  Natlingham  [Ur. 
OaWne)  to  take  a  divisioii  ou  tlie  item, 
for  lie  belicTed  tlmt  a  Tery  large  mnjoritj 
of  the  Commidee  would  be  in  favour  of 
letiTing  the  etaluea  where  they  now  stood. 
Tliou)>h  they  might  not  be  to  fine  aa  the 
Btnluea  in  the  corridor  leading  to  the 
IIouHO  of  LordB,  they  were  oitremcly  well 
placed,  and  the  giublio  received  pleBBure 
from  viewing  tliem. 

Mb.  OSBORKE  accepted  ibe  challenge 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  Elankey).  nnd 
iDOved  the  omiiBion  of  the  item  of  £330 
for  pedeitaU  for  atatuea  in  Wcitmiiister 
Hnll,  for  iron  gates  to  the  Royal  Court, 
and  for  a  drinking  fountaia  in  Neff  Palace 
Yard. 

CoLOSEi.  W.  STUART  asked  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottingham  whether  he  ob< 
jected  to  the  drinking  fuuntaia  ? 
-     Mr.  03B0RNE:   I  leave  the  drinking 
to  you. 

Holion  made,  and  Question  pnt, 
■■  Tbnt  Ibe  Item  of  £330  for  Pedeitnla  to  St)t- 
tuB>  in  Wotminater  Uall,  tor  Iron  Gates  to  EId;b1 
Court,  and  Tor  it  Drinking  Fauatain  in  New  Pa. 
l*<w  Yard,  be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote.' 
~(Mr.  OtboTM.) 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  76 
Koes  234  :  Majority  158. 

Ma.  LAYARD  snid,  he  understood  that 
there  was  an  intention  to  place  the  ttatuo 
of  Lord  Falmerston  at  the  baok  of  tlio 
status  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  Na«  Palace 
Yard,  so  that  the  two  statues  would  hv 
bock  to  back.  He  ivithed  to  know  nhc' 
thor  there  was  any  such  intention.  With 
regard  to  the  statue  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  he 
would  venture  to  say  that  any  statue  Sn 
discreditable  to  the  art  of  this  country  had 
never  been  raised,  and  that  something 
ought  to  be  done  either  to  improve  the 
statue  or  remove  it. 

Mn.  BENTINCK  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  trould  find  on  the  Votes  of  to- 
morrow night  a  Motion  far  the  removal  uf 
the  Btatae  of  Sir  Robert  Feel. 


Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sib  COLUAN  O'LOGIILBN  said,  that 
business  of  great  importance  remained  lo 
be  transacted,  especially  the  Uoti 
right  hon.  Gentleman   (M;     "'    ' 
the  introduction  of  a  Bill  on  the  subject  of 
the  Irish  Church.     He   therefore 
that  the  Chairman  report  Progress. 
J/i',  Loekt 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
■'  That  the  Cheirmnn  do  report  Progress, 
nnd  ask  leave  to  sit  again." 

Mb.  SULATER-BOOTH  said,  there 
were  severnl  Votes  which  would  be  agreed 
to  without  discussion,  and  after  they  were 
gone  through  there  would  be  no  objection 
10  report  Progress. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  withdraw  his  Motion,  for  he 
believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone]  was  not  in  the  IIoubo  to  movo 
for  the  introduction  of  his  Bill. 
M!otlon,  by  leave,  Kithdravin. 
(7.)  Motion  made,  and  QuestioD  pro- 
losed, 

"  That  a  sura,  not  exceeding  £l,13j,  be  frantcd 
0  Her  Mtjaatf ,  to  oomplele  the  sum  neceiaarj  to 
Aeirvj  the  Cbmrge  vhieh  will  coma  in  coorae  rf 
p,-i]tnient  daring  the  fenr  ending  on  the  31st  i»J 
of  March  1809,  for  the  MaiDtenaoca  and  Repain 
of  Embass;  House*  Abroad." 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  objected  to  the 
Vote,  and  asked,  whether  it  was  intended 
to  re-furnish  the  Embaaey  House  at  Paris, 
on  which  a  very  considerable  sum  had  been 
expended \ 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  tlist 
when  Lord  Lyons  went  to  Pans  there  were 
some  necessary  changes  in  the  funiitnre  at 
the  Embassy  which  had  ocoasiuned  some 
expenditure. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERB  understood  that 
when  Lord  Lyons  went  to  Paris  he  re- 
ceived a  sum  of  £2,000,  a  portion  of  which 
was  to  be  devoted  to  the  re-placing  of  fur- 
niture at  the  Embassy.  He  moved  to  re- 
"  ce  the  Vote  by  £1,000. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  B  lum,  not  eieerding  £135,  b«  gtantal 
Her  Mnjeaij,  to  eomplela  tba  sum  neoPiOTT 

dernjr  the  Charge  *liich  will  come  in  conns 
of  payment  during  tba  jear  eniling  on  the  Slat 
daj  of  March  1899,  tor  ihe  Msinteoanoa  and  Ite- 
uira  of  Embasaj  Uoasea  Abroad." —(Jfr.  La- 

Mn.  SCLATER-BOOTH  explained  that 
the  Embassy  House  at  Paris  waa  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Crown.  The  furniture  osi 
very  dilapidated  nnd  absolutely  required 
replacing.  Lord  Lyons  received  no  such 
sum  as  that  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
any  such  purpose. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  noble 
of  tlic  !  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  if 
Gladstone)  for    he  could  confirm  thnt  Statement  \ 

LOBD  STANLEY  said,  an  Ambassador 

lOVcd  I  on  going  to  his  post  received  an  allowaoee 

for  iiereonal  outfit ;   but  this  was   apart 
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ated  truths  of  the  Charoh  of  England,  will  Dever  dent.     Uis  object  was  to  obtain  inforint- 

bo  overthrown  by  a  House  of  Commons.    It  can-  ^Jq^  as  to  the  scope  and  purport  of  the 

not  be  destroyed,  except  by  the  TOte  of  a  recreant  gj^      g^  ^y^^^^^  y^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^    . 

senate  and  an  apostate  nation.  ,  .      .     nn  .     j     i    ..•         .  , 

^r     n,r  A  l^c>n^r\'KTT^     «ri-  ^  •    xi     u  ^^^  proposed  iH  the  Bill  to  deal  either  with 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  What  .8  the  hon.  j,,^  cVona.ion  Oath  or  the  Act  of  Unioo. 

Moniber  quoting  from  ?  y^^^^    f  ,,,5^,,  ,,^j  ^^^^  ^^^^  regarded  as 

Colonel    STUART    KNOX  :    I   am  f„„dament«l  portion,  of  the  Conftitution  ? 

quoting  .from   the  right  hon.  Gentleman  jj^  ,^^^,j  ^j^^  ^^^  ^^  ^.          ^,,^  ^^^  ^^ 

himself  in  1835,  .peaking  m  the  House  of  .„^  ^^           i„cumbenciea  that  might 

Commons  upon  the  question  of  the  Irish  become  racant  during  the  period  that  the 

Church,  in  opposition  to  it.  persistent  foe.  g;,,  ,^,  ^^  ^^  ;„      e,a,io„  f    [gj,  q^„. 

Lord  Russell.    I  moye.  Sir.  that  the  de-  ^^^^^^ .  ^^^^^-^     He   did  not  kiioir 

bate  be  adjourned.  whether  tho  right    hon.   Gentleman  the 

Motion  made,  and   Question   proposed.  Member  for   South    Lancashire   intended 

"  That  the  Debate  bo  now  adjourned." —  that  the  hon.   and   learned   Member  for 

{Colonel  Stttart  Knox.)  Dundalk    should    answer  for  him.      He 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said.  that,  when  "?''«'':  t»'0"g'"  «>•»  !»"  •  ™ow  dir*ct  in- 

on  the  previous  da,  he  had  called  the  at-  'P'^'""  »';«"  the  right  hon.  Gentlemwi 

tention  of  the  House  to  the  fact,  that  it  ''««'<l'.'te  fo  accept.    He  wanted  to  know, 

wanted  less  than  ten  minute,  to  .ix  o'clock.  fPPo^'ng  ^"J  vacancy  should  occur  duniis 

and  that  no  time  consequenily  remained  for  !'?".  °P?™t««:  f   *•"«  .  »'".  .e.thcr  in^a 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  b'-'l'opr.c.  cathedral,  or  in  an  incumbency. 

.  '^              I       *•       ^f  \u^ 4^  *    Je  who  was  to  appoint  either  to  the  bishopnc, 

to  civo  onv  explanation  of  the  contents  of  ^,       ,      .      *^*^  ..          •  i  «      *      ^  ^r  *-» 

.1  •     n*ii    1                J                    1           ^  the  chapter,  or  the  parish  ?     AiraiD.  wu 

this  Bill,  he  pursued  no  unusual  course.  ^.           ^     *      •  *  j  *    u         *  •    .•     ^n 

mu                *       ««i^««  k»».«^»  *u^  «,•«  "^6  person  appointed  to  be  put  in  the  fall 

There  was  an  analoiry  between  the  man-  .  '^       .     v*:,     .                j         t         ^ 

ner  in  which  what  was  termed  the  private  «"W'ne'.    of  the  income  and  emolmneot. 

business  of  the  House-that  which  delated  ?f  ">!  f  "i'7"«'  «';•?'«'•  "'.  ""'"•nben^J 

to  matters  of  detail,  to  personal  or  local  J*'^'.  '"''  ^Ifl'^r  o  know,  for  what  period 

*x                      A  \  A  ^A  *\  ^  «-*^4j-«  the  Bill,  as  it  was  to  be  temporary,  was  to 

matters — was  conducted,  and  the  practice  .    !             ••      «     tt      •  l  j  1    i. 

of  the  House  in  Bills  of  the  most  impor-  remam  in  operation  ?     He  wished  to  know 

tant  character.    The  26th  Standing  Order  *'"''*'«;''  P"^P^|;'«''  *°  '''"^  *.  ^»»"  P"" 

related  to  matter,  touching  such  property  'r"?^"*  *     ^^  '"^TSht  «hat  »n  justice  to 

a.  that  affected  by  the  Bill,  when  affected  *^^"  ""ccessor.,  who  would  be  th«yr  legiti- 

•    J  .  -I  k    i>  •    r>.iiii-    rrV^n/*..  Q.  „i  mate   children— the  House    should  know 

m  detail  by  Pnrate  Bills.  The26lh  Stand-  ^^^  ^^^^  ^.^^  ^^^  gi„  ^^^  ^^  ^^ 

ing  Order  directed  that-  jj^„      La.tly.  he  would  a.k  the  right  hon. 

"  Previouri,  to  tha  depo..t  of  a  petitjon  for  Qe„„e„,an  when  he  propo.ed  to  take  the 

leave  to  bring  m  a  Bill  relating  to  the  Crown,  .          j«       o       ml 

Chureh,  or  corporation  property,  or  property  held  second   reading  {      1  hese    were  quesUons 

in  trust  for  public  or  charitable  purposes,  before  touching   statutes  of  a   fundamental  cha- 

the  first  reading  of  any  such  Bill  brought  from  racter,     touching    the    Constitution,    the 

the  House  of  Lords,  notice  in  writing  of  such  ap.  tenure  of  the  Crown,  and  the  duties  con- 

plication  to  Parliament  shall  be  served  upon  the  .    «      'ai    ai    a  a                mi. 

iwners  or  reputed  owners  of  such  propei?y.  and  "f  <^^\^  ""'^^  that  tenure.    There  were  some 

tho  lessees  or  reputed  lessees  of  such  property,  Members  of  the  Ilousei  at  all  efents,  who 

holding  leases  for  a  life  or  lives,  or  for  any  term  did  not  think  lightly  of  interfering  with 

of  twenty-one  years  or  upwards."  these  fundamental  statutes. 

And  further  in  certain  cases  by  a  subse-  Mb.  GLADSTONE  :    Sir,  before  ao- 

quent   Standing  Order  the  publication  of  swering  the  Questions  of  the  hon.  Member 

notice  in  the  Ga^«fte  was  necessary.  These  for  Norlh  Warwickshire,  I  wish  to  make 

safeguards  were  insisted  upon  in  the  case  a  reference  to  the  supposed  quotations  of 

of  Private  Bills,  and  they  showed  the  de-  the   hon.    and   gallant  Member  for  Dun* 

liberation,  with  which  the  subject  ought  gannon,  made  from  what  he  saya  was  a 

to  be  approached.     The  Controller  of  the  speech  of  mine.     1  was  desirous  that  with* 

Household  had  scarcely  had  time  to  make  out  the  least  delay  the  hon.  and  gallant 

his  obeisance  or  to  turn  round  after  bring-  Gentleman  should  give  me  an  opportunity 

ing  up  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Ad-  of  Terifying  those  quotations  ;  but  he  was 

dress,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  got  unable   to  give  me   any  information  that 

up  and  gave  Notice  of  this  Bill.    In  taking  would  enable  mo  to  do  so. 

the  course  he  was  doing  with  reference  to  Colonel   STUART   KNOX  :    I  have 

the  right  hon.   Gentleman's  proposal  he  reason  to  believe  that  the  iiret  part  of  my 

was  only  following  Parliamentary  prece-  quotation  was  from  the  epeeoh  made  by 

ColQn$l  Stuari  Knox 


319         JEstahlished  Church 


(COMMONS) 


(Ireland)  Bill 


320 


Act  referring  to  bishoprics  to  be  abolished 
and  benefices  to  be  suspended,  he  will  find 
that  the  framework  of  legislation  is  already 
in  action,  and  only  requires  to  be  extended 
in  order  to  meet  the  case  with  which  we 
ha?e  now  to  deal.  There  are  subsidiary 
provisions  in  respect  of  minor  offices  in  the 
Church  in  Ireland — lay  offices  of  a  minor 
character.  Persons  taking  such  offices 
are  to  take  them  subject  to  the  pleasure 
of  Parliament.  I  think  I  have  now  de- 
scribed the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  If  I  de- 
cline to  enter  into  arguments  on  those  pro- 
visions at  present,  it  is  because  I  think  I 
am  consulting  the  convenience  of  the  House 
by  so  doing,  as  I  believe  hon.  Members  will 
be  better  able  to  discuss  the  Bill  when  it 
IS  in  their  hands  than  they  can  be  now 
before  it  is  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  that  although  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  thrown  a 
doubt  upon  the  accuracy  of  the  passage 
quoted  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Dungannon,  yet  he  could  not  deny  that 
he  had  made  the  strongest  appeals  from 
time  to  time,  to  that  House,  in  favour  of 
the  Irish  Church.  He  thought  that  the 
course  now  adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman cast  a  grave  imputation  on  his  con- 
sistency. He  believed  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  in  Office  the 
House  wuuld  not  have  heard  of  any  attack 
opon  the  Irish  Church.  lie  believed  that 
had  Lord  Derby  been  in  Office  they  would 
not  have  heard  of  it.  He  believed  that  its 
object  was  to  crush  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Disraeli),  who  had  risen  to  the 
post  ho  occupied  by  his  own  talent  and  in- 
dustry, and  to  prevent  his  obtaining  a  fair 
trial  from  that  Houso.  According  to  pre- 
cedent, they  had  every  right  to  oppose,  if 
they  pleased,  the  first  reading  of  the  Bill. 
They  knew  its  contents  ;  and  its  contents 
were  such  that  he  apprehended  they  were 
entitled  to  oppose  it.  He  remembered  that 
more  than  once  a  Bill  for  securing  vote  by 
ballot  had  been  successfully  opposed  on  the 
first  reading.  This  was,  therefore,  not  an 
unprecedented  and  unusual  course.  He 
was  surprised  to  bear  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
state  that,  after  the  reception  of  the  Queen's 
Message,  he  had  a  right  to  introduce  the 
Bill ;  but,  at  any  rate,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  introduced  it,  and  they  had  a 
right  to  treat  it  as  they  pleased.  As  they 
had  not  seen  the  Bill,  and  as  it  was  de- 
sirable they  should  be  in  possession  of  that 
most  pernicious  document,  he  should  re- 
commend his  hon  Frieuds  to  reserve  their 

Mr.  Qlad$t<m$ 


opposition  until  the  second  reading.  ['*  No, 
no!"]  Then  he  should  recommend  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Stuart  Knox) 
to  take  any  course  he  thought  proper. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Viscount  INGESTRE  said,  ho  thought 
in  this  important  crisis  he  should  be  war- 
ranted in  moving  that  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  should  be  read  by  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table.  [,'  Oh,  oh  !"]  He  was  sure 
the  House  would  give  him  credit  for  saying 
that  he  would  not  do  anything  factious,  or 
in  the  spirit  of  party.  It  would  be  most 
advantageous  to  hon.  Members — anxious 
as  he  believed  they  were,  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  that  the  Bill  should  be  fairly 
discussed — to  know  what  wore  the  motives 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  bringing 
forward  the  Bill.  A  perfect  understanding 
of  what  was  about  to  be  done  would  very 
much  facilitate  matters.  He  did  not  know 
that  he  was  quite  in  order  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  read  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table; 
but  many  of  those  who  were  accustomed  to 
pin  their  faith  to  the  principles  of  the 
maintenance  of  Church  and  State  peculiarly 
advocated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Nfr.  Gladstone)  would  be  glad  to  know 
why  he  had  chongcd  his  opinions. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  unde/stood  the 
noble  Lord  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read 
by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table. 

Viscount  INGESTRE  again  rose  to 
address  the  House,  but  being  met  by  lood 
cries  of  ••  Order,"  resumed  his  seat. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  complained  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  nut  answered 
his  Question  as  to  when  he  proposed  that 
the  second  reading  should  be  taken. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  it  had  escaped 
him  to  answer  the  Question;  but  he  might 
now  state  that,  presuming  ho  obtained 
leave  to  bring  in  the  Bill,  as  the  Bill  was 
short,  and  as  he  hoped  it  would  be  in  type 
to-morrow,  he  proposed  to  fix  the  second 
reading  for  Friday,  the  22nd. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr< 
Gladstone,  Sir  George  Grey,  and  Mr. 
Lawson. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  have  to  ask  the 
permission  of  the  House  to  make  an  ex- 
planation of  a  matter  which  has  occurred 
in  the  course  of  this  debate.  [  "  Hear, ' 
hear !  "]  Aided  by  my  Frienda-^for  I, 
also,  have  Friends  as  well  as  the  hoo.  and 
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to  be  allowed  before  tbe  second  reading. 
Members  had  a  right  to  know  what  it  waa, 
and  ho  claimed  tbe  right  to  have  the  Bill 
read. 

Mr.  SPEAEEB:  I  haye  already  stated 
that  the  Houbo  itself  has  declared  the 
practice  to  be  exploded  ;  but,  if  an  hon. 
Member  makes  a  Motion  to  the  effect  that 
the  Bill  be  read  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table, 
and  it  is  seconded,  it  will  then  be  for  the 
House  to  dispose  of  that  Motion. 

The  Motion,  not  being  seconded,  was 
not  put. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill,  **  to  prevent,  for  a  limited  time,  new  ap- 
pointments in  the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  to  re- 
strain, for  the  same  period,  in  certain  respects, 
the  proceedings  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners for  Ireland,"  presented,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  proposed 
to  take  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  on 
Friday,  the  22nd. '  Feeling  fully  sensitive 
of  the  courtesy  that  had  been  shown  him 
by  hon.  Members  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House,  he  wished  to  inform  them 
that  it  was  not  his  wish,  nor  the  wish  of 
those  with  whom  he  had  been  in  commu- 
nication, to  make  any  unfair  use  of  that 
disposition  to  bring  forward  hurriedly  the 
further  consideration  of  this  Bill.  But  how 
stood  the  matter  ?  The  substance  of  the 
Bill  was  in  complete  correspondence  with 
the  second  Kesolution,  which  had  been 
before  the  House  for  a  lengthened  period. 
There  were  no  proposals  of  a  political  cha- 
racter in  it,  nor  one  involving  constitu- 
tional privileges,  nor  any  elaborate  ampli- 
fication of  detail  which  differed  materially 
from  the  second  Besolution.  That  being 
so,  and  the  Bill  being  very  short  and  per- 
fectly well  understood,  and  embracing  no 
novel  principle,  and  as  it  would  have  been 
introduced  in  usual  course  but  for  (he  re- 
spect shown  to  the  Hoyal  Prero^^ative  on 
Thursday  of  last  week,  giving  fully  a  fort- 
night or  fifteen  days  before  the  day  ho  now 
proposed  for  its  second  reading,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  acquit  him  of  any  undue 
haste  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATB  said,  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire  ap- 
peared to  have  forgotten  his  position  as 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  to  have  as- 
sumed the  functions  of  a  Cabinet  Minister 
without  being  in  Office  or  properly  a  con- 
fidential Adviser  of  the  Crown.  The  right 
lion.  Gentleman  had  no  right  to  be  ac- 
quainted with  the  substance  of  the  Beply 
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from  the  Crown  until  it  was  read  at  the 
table  ;  other  Members  of  the  House  had  no 
such  previous  information.  The  right  hon. 
Member  had  carried  four  Resolutions 
touching  the  Irish  Church,  and  might  have 
based  his  Bill  on  all  or  any  of  them.  The 
Bill  was  based  on  the  second  Reaolotion 
only,  and  he  had  said  enougl>  to  show  that 
hon.  Members  of  the  House  might  well 
feel  doubt  as  to  the  extent  and  the  purport 
of  the  Bill.  Under  the  circumstances,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  not  to  refuse 
the  usual  ten  days  or  a  fortnight  for  the 
consideration  of  the  measure  by  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  and  their  constituents. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Friday  next,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  117.] 

UNCLAIMED   PRIZE  HONEY   (iNDIl)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Stavpord  Nobthcotb,  Bill 
for  the  appropriation  of  certain  unclaimed  shares 
of  Prize  Money  acquired  by  Soldiers  and  Seamen 
in  India,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Stafford 
NoBTHCOTR  and  Sir  Jaiirs  Frbousson. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
IVidat/,  May  15,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  — Public  Bills— /tr*<  Reading^ 
Customs  and  Income  Tax*  (I^^)  \  Exohequff 
Bonds  (£1,600,000)  (112).« 

NEW  PEER  INTRODUCED. 

Sir  John  Benn  Walsh,  Baronet,  having 
heen  created  Baron  Ormathwaite  of  Or- 
mathwaite  in  the  County  of  Cumberland 
—Was  (in  the  usaal  Manner)  introduced. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  ACT,  I8«6. 
QUESTION. 

Viscount  LTFFORD,  in  rising  to  call 
the  Attention  of  the  House  to  the  Opera- 
tion  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  Act,  1866, 
and  to  ask.  Whether  it  is  the  Intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  extend  it  to 
London,  and  to  make  it  more  effective 
by  increasing  the  Hospital  Accommoda- 
tion ?  said  that  the  necessity  for  this  Act 
at  the  time  of  its  introdnction  a  few  years 
since  was  very  great.  The  health  of  the 
Army  and  the  Navy  had  greatly  suffered 
from  the  ravages  of  contagions  diseases, 
and  the  Returns  had  shown  that  an  exceed- 
ingly large  percentage  of  the  men  were 
continually  under  treatment*    The  follow- 
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must  answer  the  question  by  saying  that 
they  had  no  intention  to  undertake  so  large 
and  onerous  a  duty.  In  a  military  point 
of  view,  he  repeated,  the  greatest  advan- 
tages had  resulted  from  the  operation  of 
the  Act.  It  was  only  that  day  he  observed 
a  paragraph  in  one  of  the  morning  papers 
containing  a  number  of  facts  which  seemed 
favourable  to  his  noble  Friend's  views, 
and  which  showed  that  in  several  of  the 
naval  and  military  stations  the  percentage 
of  disease  had  already  been  very  conside- 
rably reduced.  But  when  they  came  to 
consider  the  practicability  of  applying  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  to  the  civil  popula- 
tion generally  tliey  were  met  by  very  great 
difficulties.  The  greatest  difficulty  was 
the  expense  attending  such  a  measure. 
His  noble  Friend  behind  him,  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the  Earl  of 
Longford)  had  informed  him  that  so  far  as 
the  War  Department  was  concerned,  the 
expense  incurred  was  £15,000  a  year. 
That*  expense  was,  beyond  question^  very 
profitably  incurred.  No  doubt,  it  was,  in 
an  economical  point  of  view,  the  interest 
of  the  public  that  the  health  of  soldiers 
and  sailors  should  be  preserved,  and  it  was 
most  proper  that  the  State  should  incur  n 
certain  amount  of  expenditure  with  that 
view.  Although  ho  was  free  to  admit 
that  there  were  very  high  and  important 
moral  considerations  involved  in  the  treat- 
ment of  this  subject,  he  thought  that 
Parlian>ent  could  hardly  be  legitimately 
called  upon  to  deal  with  them.  They 
must  be  left  to  private  benevolence  and 
religious  principle.  Parliament  would, 
no  doubt,  be  justified  in  dealing  with  the 
question  from  a  physical  point  of  view, 
and  if  it  could  be  shown  that  disease  of  a 
contagious  and  dangerous  character  was  at 
work  among  a  large  portion  of  the  popula- 
tion, it  might  properly  step  in  and  appro- 
priate a  certain  sum  of  money  for  the 
purpose  of  arresting  the  progress  of  the 
disease.  But  he  did  not  think  that,  under 
present  circumstances,  the  expenditure 
which  was  clearly  justifiable  in  the  cases 
of  the  army  and  navy,  would  be  equally 
justifiable  if  applied  to  the  civil  popula 
tion.  Some  idea  of  the  expense  that  would 
thus  be  incurred  might  be  arrived  at  from 
the  Estimate  that,  in  London  alone,  if  the 
Act  were  extended  to  the  Metropolis, 
about  500  beds  would  be  required,  at  an 
expense  of  £25,000  a  year ;  and  if  the 
Act  were  extended  to  other  large  towns, 
it  was  easy  to  conceive  what  a  large  ex- 
penditure would  be  involved.  He  believed 
Th^  Dulce  of  Marlborough 


that  the  noble  Lord  had  not  mis-stated  the 
serious  consequences  of  these  diseases  be- 
coming ingrained  among  the  population; 
but  it  was  a  well-known  fact  in  medi- 
cal experience  that  all  the  forms  of  the 
disease  were  not  productive  of  the  tre- 
mendous consequences  which  had  been 
adverted  to.  However,  in  order  to  reach 
the  most  virulent  kinds  of  the  disease, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  take  under  super- 
vision a  vast  amount  of  other  forms  of  tlie 
disease  which  were  not  attended  with  such 
serious  consequences.  This  circumstance 
constituted  one  of  the  difficulties  in  con- 
sidering how  far  the  Act  might  be  applied 
to  the  civil  community ;  and  he  could  not 
at  present  hold  out  any  hope  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  ask 
Parliament  to  place  the  large  expenditure 
which  would  be  required  to  extend  the 
Act  to  the  civil  community  on  the  Con*' 
solidated  Fund.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  that  the  working  of  the  Act  had 
not  been  sufficiently  brought  before  the 
public.  Its  benefits  were  very  great,  and 
It  was  most  desirable  that  more  infur- 
mation  should  be  difi^used  upon  the  subject. 
If  the  noble  Lord  thought  that  the  subject 
was  of  sufficient  importance  to  demand 
further  inquiry,  and  if  he  would  move  for 
a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
operation  of  the  Act,  and  how  far  it  might 
be  extended  with  benefit  to  the  civil  com- 
munity, the  Government  would  not  oppose 
the  granting  of  such  a  Committee. 

The  Ddkb  of  SOMERSET  said,  that 
anyone  who  had  been  connected  with  the 
administration  of  the  navy  or  army  must 
acknowledge  the  great  importance  of  this 
subject.  The  evil  had  reached  to  an  enor- 
mous height.  A  ship  which  came  into 
Portsmouth  Harbour  with  her  full  comple- 
ment of  seamen,  and  in  two  or  three  weeks 
would  hardly  be  capable  of  putting  to  sea. 
Therefore  in  1864  the  Department  of  the 
Admiralty,  after  communicating  with  the 
War  Office,  undertook  to  bring  in  the  first 
Contagious  Diseases  Act,  No  doubt,  the 
subject  was  one  of  great  difficulty;  but  all 
parties  in  the  House  of  Commons  con- 
curred in  supporting  the  measure,  and  the 
Bill,  after  being  carefully  considered  by  a 
Select  Committee,  was  passed.  To  carry 
into  effect  measures  of  this  kind,  it  was 
requisite  that  they  should  have  the  asisst- 
ance  of  local  authorities,  and  the  late  Go- 
vernment would  have  made  nothing  of 
their  Act  had  it  not  been  for  the  exertions 
of  officers  and  magistrates,  and  other  bene* 
volent  persons  at  Portamoath  and  elie- 
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The  depatation  doubtless  retired  well 
pleased  with  the  result  of  their  visit. 
This  startling  statement  of  the  Yiceroy, 
if  true,  pointed  out  an  easy  way  to  put  a 
stop  to  the  atrocious  human  traffic;  but 
when  the  speech  made  in  Paris  was  known 
in  Egypt,  the  truth  of  the  assertions  was 
impugned  by  the  European  residents  with 
indignation  and  irritation.  They  knew, 
and  the  Egyptian  Government  knew,  that 


tary  and  Consul  Eeade  was  printed  at 
the  end  of  1867,  and  would  be  found  in 
class  6,  pages  41  and  47.  If  the  noble 
Duke  referred  to  it  he  would  see  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  done  what 
they  could  to  prevent  the  slave  trade  to 
which  he  alluded,  and  that  Consul  Keade 
had  had  some  success  in  stopping  the 
sale  of  slaves.  After  that,  Lord  Stanley 
had  repeated  his  instructions  to  the  Consul 


numerous  slave  markets  existed,  and  that '  to  proceed  in  the  same  way.     Her  Ma- 
these  were  entirely  in  the  hands  of  Arab  '  jesty's  Government  had  attended  to  the 


subjects.  It  was  known  to  Mr.  Reade — 
a  gentleman  looked  up  to  by  those  who 
live  under  his  protection  as  a  valuable 
public  servant,  and  who  was  acting  Con- 
sul General  in  Egypt  last  summer  —  who 
visited  the  different  slave  markets  soon 
after,  and  personally  satisfied  himself  of 
the  inaccuracy  of  the  Pasha's  statement. 
He  did  not  know  whether  Mr.  Eeade  made 
a  report  of  his  visit  to  the  Foreign  Office. 
It  was  natural  the  Egyptian  Ministers  last 


matter,  and  he  thought  nothing  more 
could  be  done  in  it  at  present.  The  noble 
Duke,  when  he  read  the  Correspondence, 
would  find  that  to  be  so. 


REPORTS  OF  THE  COMMISSION  ON 
RITUAL.—QOESTION. 

The  Eael  of  SHAFTESBURY  asked 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  What  are  the  Inten- 
tions of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  in  re- 
year  should  wish  to  raise  the  popularity  spect  of  the  Two  Reports  of  the  Commis- 
of  the  master  they  served ;  but  this  was  ;  sion  on  Ritual  ?  Nearly  twelve  months 
not  sufficient  excuse  for  an  unwarrantable  '  had  elapsed  since  the  Government  ap- 
imputation  to  be  cast  on  foreigners  living  !  pointed  a  Commission  on  Ritual,  and  two 
under  the  protection  of  their  Government.  I  Reports  from  the  Commissioners  were 
His  Highness  said  that  slavery  had  existed  '  now  before  the  House.  The  country, 
in  Egypt  1,283  years,  and  was  mixed  up  although  it  had  been  very  attentive  and 
with  the  religion  of  the  country.  It  was  j  most  anxious  indeed  on  the  subject,  had, 
doubtful,  owing  to  the  existence  of  forced   he  believed,  been  disposed  to  make  some 


labour,  whether  the  condition  of  the  im- 
ported negro  was  worse  than  the  born 
Egyptian  in  "  that  land  of  bondage."  The 


allowance  for  the  delay  that  had  occurred; 
but  he  could  assure  the  noble  Earl  that 
the   public  were  now  becoming  exceed- 


state  of  society  in  the  East  was  not  such  j  ingly  impatient,  and  were  not  inclined  to 
as  to  satisfy  a  champion  of  women's  rights,  I  make  any  allowance  whatever  for  further 
and  the  social  requirements  of  the  country  |  delay.  He,  therefore,  wished  to  ask  the 
were  sought  for  in  the  slave  markets.  His  '  noble  Lord  what  the  intentions  of  Her 
E;jjyptian  Highness  hinted  it  would  re- i  Majesty's  Ministers  were  in  respect  of  the 
quire  time  to  soften  such  a  violent  change.  ■  two  Reports  now  before  the  House  ? 
The  ruler  of  a  wild  and  fanatical  people  ,  The  Eael  op  MALMESBURY  said, 
should  receive  every  consideration  under ,  he  thought  the  noble  Earl  could  hardly 
such  circumstances.  Should  it  be  as  the  !  expect  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  take 
Viceroy  stated  he  thought  such  powers  of '  action  on  a  question,  which  naturally  in- 
Boarch  and  every  facility  should  be  granted ;  volved  a  great  deal  of  public  feeling  on 
but  if,  as  he  feared,  that  was  mere  dust  \  both  sides,  until  they  had  a  perfect  Report 
thrown  into  the  eyes  of  Europe,  he  did  from  the  Commission  to  which  the  sub- 
not  think  any  politic  motive  ought  to  be  '  ject  had  been  entrusted.  As  to  the  delay 
an  objection  to  the  production  of  such  which  had  occurred,  he  regretted  it  as 
documents  as  would  contradict  the  state-  \  much  as  the  noble  Earl  did,  and  he 
ment  of  the  Viceroy  that  European  sub-  thought  the  greater  the  delay  the  greater 
jects  were  engaged  in  the  Egyptian  slave  would  be  the  excitement ;  but  Her  Ma- 
trade.  :  jesty's  Government  could  not  control  the 
The  Eabl  of  MALMESBURY  said,  pace  at  which  the  Commission  moved, 
the  Government  had  no  Correspondence  That  was  a  point  which  must  be  left 
on  that  subject  except  that  which  was  at- 1  entirely  to  the  discretion  of  the  Commis- 
tainable  by  the  noble  Duke  whenever  he  sioners,  who  were  men  well  fitted  to  deal  - 
pleased.  The  last  Correspondence  re-  with  the  important  question  that  had  been 
lating  to  it  between  the  Foreign  Score-   referred  to  them.     At  the  samo  time  ho 

The  Duke  of  St.  Alham 


335 


Reports  of  the 


[LOEDS) 


Commission  on  RiiuaL 


336 


dispute  were  not  disputed  on  acoonnt  of 
their  intrinsic  value,  but  because  they 
were  supposed  to  be  important  as  symbols 
of  the  doctrines  to  which  they  all  attached 
the  deepest  value — it  was  for  that  reason 
that  they  had  taken  a  deep  hold  of  the  feel- 
ing of  the  country,  and  had  excited  the  earn- 
est fears  and  apprehensions  of  his  noble 
Friend;  and  it  was  on  that  account  he 
was  afraid  they  would  excite  fears  and 
apprehensions  on  the  other  side,  which 
would  produce  violent  dissensions  in  the 
Church  of  England,  if  any  incautious  pro- 
ceedings were  taken.  He  ventured  to 
press  upon  the  Government,  precisely  op- 
posite advice  to  that  given  by  the  noble 
Earl.  This  was  a  matter  demanding  the 
very  utmost  caution ;  and  the  Government 
were  bound  to  see  that  no  measure  was 
introduced,  except  such  as  they  would  cer- 
tainly be  able  to  carry  without  producing 
divisions  in  the  Church  of  England.  He 
entreated  their  Lordships  not  to  be  excited 
by  such  an  appeal  as  that  they  had  heard 
from  the  noble  Earl,  to  precipitate  them- 
selves into  a  course  of  hasty  legislation. 
Were  they  to  do  so,  they  might  suddenly 
find  themselves  on  the  brink  of  a  great 
crisis — such  a  crisis  as  that  which  took 
place  twenty -five  years  ago  in  the  Church 
of  Scotland.  Therefore  he  earnestly  coun- 
selled the  Government  not  to  be  precipi- 
tate in  inviting  legislntion. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  deprecated  the 
application  of  such  phrases  as  ''  trembling 
in  tlie  balance ''  to  the  state  of  the  Church 
of  England.  It  generally  happened,  if  the 
noble  Earl's  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury's) 
wishes  were  not  acted  on,  that  he  at  once 
declared  the  Church  of  England  was  lost. 
He  had  no  part  in  such  fears. 

Lobd  TAUNTON  said,  that  a  question 
like  this,  in  which  so  much  controversy 
was  intermixed,  required  the  most  cautious 
and  deliberate  treatment ;  and  it  was  most 
unfortunate  that  when  the  public  mind 
was  so  much  agitated  nothing  should  be 
done  authoritatively  to  guide  it.  In  his 
opinion  it  was  not  in  the  least  necessary 
to  wait  for  the  expected  Report  before  the 
subjects  already  reported  on  were  brought 
under  the  notice  of  Parliament.  The  ad- 
vice given  by  the  Commissioners  was  mo- 
derate and  complete,  and  he  saw  no  reason 
for  delay. 

Lord  EBURY  said,  he  would  not  say 
a  word  in  defence  of  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  who  was  very  capable 
of  defending  himself.  He  (Lord  Ebury) 
was  not  aware  of  the  feeling  of  his  brother 
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Commissioners,  but  his  own  expectation 
had  been  that  the  Government  who  ap- 
pointed the  Commission  would  immedi- 
ately follow  up  the  recommendations  of 
the  Commission  by  legislation.  Had  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Malmeabury) 
merely  stated  that  the  condition  of  Public 
Business  would  not  permit  of  immediate 
legislation,  he  would  have  rested  content; 
but  the  announcement  that  Government 
did  not  intend  to  bring  in  a  Bill  until  the 
Commission  had  reported  on  the  whole  of 
the  subject  before  them  had  positively 
alarmed  him.  Considering  the  state  of 
religious  feeling  in  the  country,  and  the 
numerous  and  influential  signatures  at- 
tached to  the  petitions  that  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  he  did  not  wonder 
the  noble  Earl  near  him  (the  Earl  of 
Shaftesbury)  had  spoken  strongly  ;  he 
wondered  rather  at  the  noble  Earl's  great 
patience  up  to  this  time.  He  himself  was 
exceedingly  anxious  on  the  subject,  and 
predicted  that  great  danger  would  result 
to  the  Church  if  things  were  left  in  their 
present  unsatisfactory  state.  He  held  it 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  act  as 
speedily  as  possible  with  a  view  of  putting 
an  end  to  further  contention. 

Earl  STANHOPE  said,  he  must  con- 
fess himself  very  much  disappointed  by 
what  had  fallen  from  his  noble  Friend 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal.  It  was  not  to  be 
expected  that  the  Government  should  de- 
clare authoritatively  its  intentions  so  soon 
after  the  second  Report  had  been  presented, 
and  he  thought  it  wholly  premature  to 
address  any  question  upon  it  at  the  pre* 
sent  time;  but  his  disappointment  lay  in 
this— that  he  understood  from  his  noble 
Friend  that  the  Government  was  waiting 
till  the  third  Report  was  produced  before 
any  legislation  would  be  instituted  on  the 
subject.  He  heard  that  declaration  with 
utter  astonishment,  and  he  could  not  yet 
think  that  such  was  the  deliberate  inten- 
tion of  the  Government.  Speaking  for 
himself — and,  perhaps,  for  others  as  well 
as  himself  —  he  could  see  no  reason  why 
they  should  wait,  before  proceeding  to 
legislation,  for  the  third  Report,  which 
had  no  connection  of  subject  with  its  pre- 
decessors. The  third  Report  would  take 
a  considerable  time  in  preparation;  and 
he  osserted  in  the  presence  of  some  of  his 
brother  Commissioners  that  it  would  not 
add  an  iota  of  information  or  any  one 
further  point  of  recommendation  on  the 
specific  topics  that  had  already  been  re- 
ported on.  The  case  was  this  —  The  recom- 
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was  Burronnded  would  be  surprised  at  the 
time  the  inquiry  had  occupied.  It  was 
unfair  to  complain  that  tho  Government 
}iad  not  yet  announced  the  course  they 
intended  to  pursue,  because  the  subject 
was  one  which  required  a  great  deal  of 
deliberation!  before  action  was  taken  upon 
it. 

TnE  Earl  of  MALMESBXTRY  :  I  can 
only  express  my  regret  that  I  should  have 
been  misunderstood — for  it  is  impossible 
that  any  of  your  Lordships  should  mis- 
represent another,  unless  there  was  mis- 
understanding— and  I  desire  to  offer  a  few 
words  in  explanation.  What  I  said,  or 
meant  to  say,  was,  that  in  consequence  of 
the  delay  that  has  occurred  in  laying  the 
Reports  before  this  House — the  last  Re- 
port only  having  been  printed  two  days 
ago — it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  any  action  in  the  matter, 
at  least,  until  after  the  presentation  of  the 
third  Report.  I  thought  it  would  be  sur- 
plusage, and  perfectly  puerile,  to  tell  your 
Lordships,  who  know  everything  which 
passes  in  the  country,  that  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  consider 
so  important  and  exciting  a  subject  at  this 
period  of  the  year,  and  in  the  face  of  the 
difficulties  which,  I  am  free  to  confess,  we 
are  labouring  under,  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  Let  us  look  at  things  prac- 
tically. Does  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Shaftesbury),  who  thinks  everything  pos- 
sible which  he  undertakes,  believe  that  I 
could  bring  forward  a  Bill  this  Session, 
and  pass  it  through  both  Houses  ?  If  he 
does  believe  that  I  could  have  done  so, 
pray  let  him  try  to  do  it  himself.  No  one 
doubts  his  sincerity,  and  it  is  not  necessary 
for  him  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  prove  his  sin- 
cerity. But  it  is  equally  unnecessaiy  for 
the  Government  to  defend  themselves 
against  the  insinuation  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Overstono)  that  it  is  our  fault  in 
any  way  that  this  question  is  not  ripe  for 
legislation.  What  action  could  we  have 
recommended  that  would  have  hastened 
the  inquiry  ?  We  have  patiently  waited 
for  tho  Report,  which  has  only  been  put 
in  a  shape  to  be  read  by  us  two  days  ago. 
It  is,  of  course,  my  own  fault,  if  I  have 
been  misunderstood  ;  but  what  I  meant  to 
say  was  that,  in  the  present  state  of  things, 
it  is  impossible  that  any  action  could  be 
tuken  until  the  time  when  the  third  Re- 
port will  probably  have  been  laid  before 
your  Lordships.  I  hope,  after  this  ex- 
planation, that  the  astonishment  and  the 
disappointment  expressed    by  tho   noble 
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Earl  behind  me  will  diminish.  The  noblo 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  de  Grey  and  Ripon) 
said,  that  the  Government  is  changed  — 
that  it  has  no  longer  the  same  liead  that  ii 
had. 

Earl  DE  GREY  AND  RIPON:  I  said,  tho 
position  of  the  Government  had  changed. 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBURY  :  The 
position  of  the  Government  has  changed, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  was  expected,  even 
by  the  noble  Earl  himself,  considering  the 
state  of  public  affairs  —  that  tho  change 
that  has  occurred  would  have  been  effected 
this  year,  until  a  fair  field  had  been  pre- 
pared and  opened,  for  the  final  decision  of 
the  country,  as  to  which  of  the  two  parties 
should  govern.  In  consequence  of  circum- 
stances, into  which  I  shall  not  enter — but 
which  are  due  to  no  fault  of  ours— our 
position  has  changed ;  but  I  beg  leave  to 
differ  altogether  from  the  noble  Earl,  when 
he  says  that  we  have  no  longer  the  con- 
fidence of  Parliament.  Parliament  does 
not  consist  of  one  House  only.  It  has  not 
yet  pleased  the  House  of  Commons  to 
declare  that  it  has  no  confidence  in  the 
Government,  nor  have  I  any  recollection 
that  any  vote,  either  during  the  present 
or  during  last  Session,  which  at  all  tended 
in  that  direction,  has  been  agreed  to  by 
your  Lordships.  Therefore,  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the  noble  Earl  opposite  went 
out  of  his  way  to  give  us  what  is  called 
"  a  slap  in  tho  face.''  I  may  add  that  the 
noble  Earl's  statement,  on  this  occasion, 
was  not  made  with  his  usual  accuracy. 

LoKD  OVERSTONE  explained  that  he 
had  only  intended  to  complain  of  the 
postponement  of  legislation  upon  this  sub- 
ject to  a  future  Session. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Seven  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 
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Bum,  and  a  further  reduction  from  that 
one-half  hefore  a  comparison  could  be 
made  between  the  remuneration  paid  to 
the  Cunard  and  Inman  Companies  reapec- 
tiTcly.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was  right  in 
saying  that  £30,000  was  the  sum  put  down 
in  the  Estimate,  and  from  the  information 
he  had  received  it  will  probably  be  sufficient 
for  the  purpose.  A  messenger  had  been 
sent  to  Washington  in  consequence  of 
the  approaching  termination  of  the  Postal 
Conveniion  between  this  country  and  the 
United  States.  The  Government  regretted 
that  it  should  have  been  necessary  to  send 
him  so  early  in  the  year  ;  but  much  in- 
convenience had  resulted  from  contracts 
having  been  entered  into  so  late  last 
autumn. 

JUDICIAL  PATRONAGE. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  HAYTER  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Common 
Pleas  has  appointed  his  son,  Mr.  William 
Bovill,  last  year  a  Lieutenant  in  the  16th 
Lancers,  to  be  Clerk  of  Assize  on  the 
Western  Circuit,  with  a  salary  of  £1,000 
a  year;  and,  if  it  be  true,  whether  there  is 
any  precedent  to  justify  his  appointment  to 
such  office  ;  and,  whether  any  or  what 
legal  qualifications  are  regarded  as  neces- 
sary for  holding  such  appointment  ?  He 
found  the  office  of  Clerk  of  Assise  thus 
described  — 

"  He  is  Clerk  of  the  Crown  for  the  respective 
connties  included  in  his  Circuit ;  is  (with  others) 
associated  to  the  Judge  in  Gommipsions  of  As- 
sixe  ;  and  is,  by  Letters  Patent,  constituted  a 
Justice  of  gaol  delivery  ;  he  is  also  the  Keeper  of 
nil  the  Records  relating  to  the  criminal  proceed- 
ings of  the  Circuit.  He  cannot  act  as  Counsel  to 
any  person  on  his  Circuit." 

The  attorney  GENERAL:  Sir, 
the  Clerkship  of  Assize  on  the  Western 
Circuit  having  fallen  vacant  in  consequence 
of  the  sudden  and  unexpected  death  of 
Mr.  Chitt}',  it  devolved  upon  the  Senior 
Judge  of  the  Circuit,  Sir  William  Bovill, 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas, 
to  appoint  a  Clerk  of  Assize.  The  Clerk- 
ship of  Assize  is  an  ancient  office,  the 
constitution  and  the  emoluments  of  which 
were  altered  by  statute  some  time  ago, 
and  a  fixed  salary  is  now  received  by  the 
Clerk  in  lieu  of  fees  of  considerable  amount 
which  were  formerly  paid  to  him.  In  per- 
forming his  duties  the  Clerk  of  Assize  is 
assisted  by  a  Deputy  Clerk  of  Assize,  a 
Clerk  of  Arraigns,  and  a  Clerk  of  In- 

J/r.  Selatei^'Booih 


dictments,  all  of  whom  are  officers  perfectly 
well  known,  and  whose  salaries  are  paid 
by  the  Treasury  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund.     The   duties   which   devoWe  upon 
the  Clerk  of  Assize  are,  in  my  judgment, 
rather  of  a  ministerial  character  and  offices 
of  organization  and  routine  than  they  are 
offices  of  a  legal  nature.     And  I  may  say 
that,  according  to  my  judgment,  a  person 
of  the  highest  eminence  at  the  Bar  would 
not  find  much  advantage  from   his  legal 
knowledge  and  profound  learning  in  the 
discharge  of  the  duties  which  fall  upon  a 
Clerk  of  Assize.     The  duties  are  chiefly 
to  correspond  with  sheriffs  and  gaulera  for 
the  purpose  of  having  the  calendars  made 
out,  in  order  that  the  periods  niaj  be  fixed 
at  which   the  Assizes  shall   be  held  ;  to 
attend  the  Judges  during  the  Assizes,  and 
to  act  as  Associate  in  the  Nisi  Prius  Court, 
and  as  either  Clerk  of  Arraigns,  or  Clerk 
of  Assize,  or  Taxing  Master  in  the  Crovn 
Court,  and  to  do  other  duties  of  that  de- 
scription  which    require   no  special   legal 
knowledge.     As  to  the  question  of  pre- 
cedent, if  the  hon.  Member  means  to  ask 
whether  I  know  of  any  instance  in  which 
a  gentleman  has  been  appointed  Clerk  of 
Assize  on  the  Western  Circuit  who  was 
last  year  a  lieutenant  in  the  16th  Lancers, 
I  really  cannot  mention  such  an  instance. 
But  if,  as  I  assume,  he  intends  to  ask 
whether   there  are    instances   of    Judges 
having  appointed  their  sons  or  near  rclatiTcs 
to  those  offices,  I  may  state  for  his  in- 
formation, without  specifying  names,  that 
I    believe   that,    from    the   time  of  Lord 
Tenterden  to  the  present  day,  there  is  not 
a  single  office  of  Clerk  or  Deputy  Clerk  of 
Assize  that  has  not  been  filled  by  a  Judge's 
son  or  by  some  near  relative,  and  there  it 
no   instance  in  which  any  complaint  hss 
been  made  of  the  manner  in    which   tho 
duties  of  those  offices  have  been  performed. 
The  duties  of  the  Clerk  of  Assize  involre 
also  the  duties  of  Associate,  and  when  1 
am  asked  if  there  is  any  precedent  for  the 
appointment  of  gentlemen   who   are  not 
either  barristers  or  solicitors,  I  believe  I 
may  state  that  the  offices  of  Associate  in 
tho  three  Superior  Courts  of  Common  Law 
are  held  by  three  gentlemen,  two  of  whom 
have  been  students  for  the  Bar,  but  were 
never  called,  and  the  other  was  at  the  time 
he  received  his  appointment  either  studying 
medicine  or  had  actually  been  admitted  as 
a  physician  ;  and  I  would  appeal  to  any- 
body who  is  in  the  habit  of  attending  the  Su- 
perior Courts  whether  their  duties  are  not 
most  efficiently  performed  by  Mr.  Canipbelli 


347  Boyal  Rmdence 


{COMMONSI 


in  Ireland. 


348 


cases,  there  was  a  compensation  for  delay. 
An  opportunity  had  heen  therehy  afforded 
of  eliciting  public  opinion  on  the  subject. 
The  organs  of  public  opinion  both  in  Ireland 
and  this  country  had  almost  unanimously 
pronounced  in  favour  of  his  Motion.  There 
was  another  respect,  too,  in  which  the  delay 
had  been  advantageous.    It  enabled  a  con- 
tradiction to  be  given  in  the  most  marked 
manner  to  the  statement    that  the  Irish 
people  were  steeped  to   the  core  in  dis- 
loyalty, and  did  not  wish  the  Royal  Family 
to  visit  them.     Within  the  last  few  weeks 
the   Prince   and   Princess  of  Wales  had 
visited    Ireland,    and    anyone    who    was 
present  or  took  part  in  the  proceedings  there 
must  admit  that  nothing  could  be  more 
successful  than  that  visit,  or  prove  more 
strongly  the  feeling   of  loyalty  that   still 
,  existed  in  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people. 
Some  persons  outside  the  House  had  ob- 
jected to  the  Motion,  as  involving  matters 
in  which  the  House  of   Commons  ought 
not  to  interfere,  but  he  did  not  agree  in 
that  opinion.     He  thought  that  everytliing 
concerning  the  welfare  of  the  Empire  should 
be  considered  in  that  House ;  and,  believ- 
ing that  it  would  be  for  the  welfare  of  the 
Three  Kingdoms  to  have  a  Roval  residence 
in  Ireland,  he  felt  justified  in  bringing  the 
question  before  the  House.     He  trusted  he 
should   say   nothing    disrespectful  to  the 
Queen.      He  had  a  right  to  exercise  the 
privilege  of  speech  in  that  House,  and  he 
was  sure  Her  Majesty  would  be  the  last  per- 
son to  take  the  slightest  degree  of  offence 
at  anything  said  in  that  House  in  a  dutiful 
and  respectful  manner.     The  question  was 
totally  independent  of  party  politics,  and 
be  would    endeavour  to    avoid    irritating 
topics.     It  was  admitted  on  all  hands  that 
the  present  state  of  Ireland  was  not  satis- 
factory.   No  one  would  venture  to  say  that 
the  relations  between  Ireland  and  England 
were  as  satisfactory  as  the  relations  between 
England  and  Scotland.     It  was  the  duty 
of  the  Estates  of  the  Realm,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, to  remedy  that  state  of  things,  so  as 
to  endeavour  to  conciliate  the  Irish  peole 
and  make  Ireland  really  an  integral  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom.     The  realm  con- 
sisted of  three  Estates,  and  he  was  anxious 
for  the  co-operation  of  the  first  ;  and  he 
was  sure  that  if  Her  Majesty  would  gra- 
ciously establish  a  Royal  residence  in  Ire- 
land, that  would  tend  greatly  to  produce 
good    feeling,     peace,    and     contentment 
among  all  classes.     It  was  no  novel  com- 
plaint for  Ireland  that  her  Sovereigns  had 
no  residence  there.     The  great  evil  of  Ire- 
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land  had  been  absenteeism,  and  the  Sove- 
reigns had  been  the  greatest  absentees : 
250  years  ago  Sir  John  Davis,  who  was 
sent  over  to  Ireland  by  James  I.,  wrote  a 
I  valuable  State  Paper  upon  its  then  condi- 
tion, and  inquired  how  it  was  that,  though 
for  400  years  English  monarcha  had  borne 
the  title  of  Sovereign  Lords  of  Ireland,  the 
country  had  not  been  thoroughly  brought 
under  subjection  to  the  Crown  ;  and  he 
said  that  the  main  cause  was,  first,  the 
absence  of  the  King;  and  next,  the  absence 
of  the  great  Lords.  He  pointed  out  that 
i  since  the  Norman  conquest,  only  three 
I  Kings — Henry  II.,  John,  and  Richard  II. 
— had  visited  Ireland  ;  that  on  the  occa- 
sion of  their  visits  the  Irish  chiefs  and 
persons  of  authority  hastened  to  take  the 
Oath  of  allegiance ;  and  he  added  that  many 
causes  of  discontent  would  have  been  re> 
moved  by  the  more  frequent  presence  of 
the  King  or  the  King's  son,  because  the 
natives  of  Ireland,  both  of  English  and 
Irish  descent,  liked  to  be  governed  by 
some  great  personage.  The  present  com- 
plaint of  the  absence  of  Rojalty  was  not, 
therefore,  a  novel  complaint.  Sir  John 
Davis,  by  the  way,  declared  of  the  Irish—  ' 

'*  That  there  was  no  nation  under  the  sun  wlio 
loved  equal  justice  better  than  the  Irish,  or  woold 
rest  better  satisfied  with  the  execution  thereof 
even  against  themsclTes,  so  that  they  might  fed 
assured  of  the  protection  of  the  law  when  upon 
just  cause  thej  did  desire  it." 

Was  it  "  equal  justice"  that  the  Sove- 
reign should  be  always  an  absentee  from 
Ireland  ?  In  the  last  250  years  since  Sir 
John  Davis  wrote  had  the  relations  of 
Royalty  with  Ireland  become  more  inti- 
mate ?  How  many  times  had  Royalty 
visited  Ireland  since  ?  He  would  not  refer 
to  the  visit  of  Oliver  Cromwell  as  that  of  an 
English  monarch.  Nor  could  James  II., 
when  he  fled  from  England,  or  William 
III.  when  in  pursuit  of  James  II.,  be  said 
to  have  "  visited  "  Ireland.  From  1690 
till  1821  no  English  King  ever  visited  Ire- 
land; and  after  1821  28  years  elapsed 
before  another  Sovereign,  Her  present 
Mojesty,  landed  on  the  Irish  shores.  In 
1849  Her  Majesty  paid  a  visit  to  Ireland  ; 
but  she  remained  only  five  days.  Id 
August  1853  the  Queen  renewed  her  visit, 
but  only  remained  for  the  same  period; 
and  in  August  1861  she  again  paid  lrc« 
land  a  fivo  days'  visit.  Now,  he  did  net 
wish  to  throw  the  slightest  blame  upon  the 
illustrious  Lady  on  the  Throne  ;  he  only 
stated  these  facts  to  show  how  Ireland  bad 
been  treated  by  English  monarebs  from 
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There  were  a  few  objections  raised  to  the 
propoBftl  he  now  made  which  he  would  like 
to  notice.  In  the  first  place  it  was  said 
that  the  Rojal  Family  would  not  be  safe 
in  Ireland.  Now,  that  was  a  libel  which 
he  indignantly  denied.  It  was  true  that 
a  fanatic  at  the  other  side  of  the  globe 
had  attempted  the  hfe  of  the  Duke  of 
Edinburgh  ;  but  that  atrocious  crime  had 
been  regarded  with  abhorrence  by  every 
man  in  Ireland,  and  he  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  the  Hfe  of  the  Queen  would 
be  as  safe  in  Ireland  as  in  any  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions.  Then  there  was 
another  objection  that  there  were  a  number 
of  palaces  already,  and  the  cost  of  maintain- 
ing them  was  very  great.  But  to  that  he 
would  reply  that  it  would  be  found  much 
less  costly  to  keep  a  Royal  residence  in 
Ireland  than  to  employ  the  largo  number 
of  troops  that  were  now  maintained  there. 
Then  it  was  said,  if  you  have  a  Royal 
residence  in  Ireland,  why  not  one  in  York- 
shire  ?  But  Ireland  was  a  separate  nation, 
and  would  remain  so,  and,  therefore,  the 
canes  were  entirely  different.  Even  if  Her 
Majesty  could  not  at  her  time  of  life  be  ex- 
pected so  far  to  alter  her  habits  as  to  spend 
a  few  months  of  the  year  in  Ireland,  there 
were  other  members  of  the  Royal  Family, 
the  Prince  of  Wales,  for  example,  might 
do  80.  The  allowance  to  His  Royal  High- 
ness at  present  might  not  enable  him  to 
undergo  additional  expense  ;  but  he  had 
no  doubt  it  might  be  left  to  the  liberality 
of  the  House  on  a  future  occasion  to  make 
a  Grant  for  this  special  purpose.  No  higher 
object  could  be  achieved  by  His  Royal 
Highness  than  that  of  rendering  the  Union 
not  a  mere  parchment  Union,  but  one  of 
heart  and  soul  ;  and  to  win  the  hearts  and 
feelings  of  the  Irish  people  would  add 
more  lustro  to  his  name  than  were  he  to 
engage  in  wars  of  conquest  and  add  now 
realms  to  the  Empire. 

Mr.  PIM,  in  seconding  the  Motion, 
said,  he  advocated  tiie  establishment  of  a 
Royal  residence  in  Ireland  not  merely  as 
an  act  of  grace  and  kindly  feeling  from 
which  the  best  results  might  be  hoped  for, 
but  aUo  as  an  act  of  justice  and  fair  deal- 
ing, and  yet  not  in  any  degree  as  a  sub- 
Btitute  for  the  rcroediol  measures  which 
had  at  various  times  received  the  attention 
of  tlio  House.  The  people  of  Ireland  had 
a  just  claim  to  their  share  in  the  smiles 
of  Royalty,  and  might  appeal  with  confi- 
dence to  those  motives  of  public  policy 
wliich  were  founded  on  the  duties  that  a 
Sovereign  owed  to  his  subjects.    It  would 
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be  in  effect  a  recognition  of  tho  nation- 
ality of  Ireland  as  one  of  the  three  king, 
doms  which  constituted  the  United  King- 
dom. It  would  be  a  recognition  that  the 
Sovereign  of  England  and  Scotland  was 
also  Sovereign  of  Ireland  ;  and  that  as  she 
had  noble  palaces  in  England,  and  a  High- 
land home,  as  well  as  ancestral  palaces  ia 
Scotland,  so  she  ought  also  to  have  a 
fitting  residence  in  Ireland,  which  might 
show  to  the  people  that  she  looked  npoa 
Ireland  not  as  a  mere  dependency  of  Eng- 
land, as  it  had  too  often  been  regarded, 
but  as  a  country  of  which  she  was  Queco 
in  the  same  sense  as  she  was  Queen  of 
England  and  Scotland.  There  were  noble- 
men who  had  large  possessions  in  Ireland 
as  well  as  in  England,  and  who  while  they 
passed  the  Parliamentary  Session  in  Lon- 
don, yet  visited  their  estates  in  the  autumn, 
and  thus  became  acquainted  with  their 
tenantry  and  acquired  and  preserved  thnt 
influence  which  a  londed  proprietor  would 
always  have  who  made  himself  known  to 
and  was  respected  by  his  tenants.  Similar 
reasons  might  well  be  expected  to  induce 
Her  Majesty  to  visit  and  make  herself  per- 
sonally known  to  her  subjects,  and  thus 
preserve  those  feelings  of  loyalty  and  affec- 
tion which  were  often  created  and  always 
strengthened  by  personal  intercourse.  The 
bereavement  which  Her  Majesty  had  under- 
gone, had  induced  her  to  live  in  retirement 
for  some  years,  and  if  her  absence  from 
London  was  felt  so  much,  what  roust  be 
the  feeling  in  Ireland  where  she  had  been 
so  rarely  seen.  A  Royal  residence  would 
be  an  inducement  for  frequent  visits,  and 
not  merely  for  a  flying  visit  of  a  few  days 
as  the  guest  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant;  but 
for  such  length  of  residence  as  might  suit 
her  pleasure  and  convenience,  and  afford 
her  the  opportunity  of  becoming  better  ac- 
quainted with  the  country  and  with  her 
Irish  subjects.  There  were  few  things, 
apart  from  the  redress  of  admitted  griev- 
ances and  the  removal  of  positive  injustice, 
which  would  tend  so  much  to  cement  the 
union  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
as  would  the  frequent  residence  of  their 
Sovereign  in  Ireland.  Hon.  Members  might 
laugh  at  that  as  a  mere  sentimental  griev- 
ance ;  but  they  knew  but  little  of  human 
nature,  and  certainly  of  Irish  nature,  if 
they  supposed  that  sentimental  grievances,, 
as  they  were  called,  did  not  exercise  a 
powerful  influence  on  the  feelings  and 
conduct  of  a  sensitive  and  warm-hearted 
people.  Such  a  residence  would  be  appre- 
ciated aa  a  mark  of  confideneey  and  as  a 
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parison,  and  asked  whether  there  would 
have  heen  no  turhulence  and  ill-blood  in 
Scotlftnd  under  circuniBtances  audi  as 
those  ?  Would  there  ha?e  been  no  mutual 
distrust  and  hatred  ?  Would  there  have 
been  no  agitation  ?  Might  there  not  even 
have  been  riots  and  bloodshed  ?  Would 
none  of  the  energy  which  had  produced 
the  agriculture  of  the  Lothians,  the  manu- 
factures of  Paisley  and  Dundee,  and  the 
commercial  enterprize  of  Glasgow,  have 
been  devoted  to  party  politics  ?  Finally, 
would  the  Scotch  be  animated  by  any  very 
fervent  love  of  Englishmen,  or  any  very 
devoted  loyalty  to  British  institutions  ?  It 
might  appear  to  some  that  this  had  little 
to  do  with  tho  question  now  before  the 
House,  but,  in  truth,  it  had  a  great  deal 
to  do  with  it ;  for  the  bad  name  which  had 
been  given  to  them,  the  insecurity  which 
WAS  attributed  to  society  among  them,  the 
slowness  of  their  material  progress  when 
compared  with  England  and  Scotland,  were 
80  many  discouragements  in  the  way  of  the 
proposition  now  under  consideration.  Treat 
them  as  Scotland  had  been  treated  and 
similar  results  would  follow.  The  Scotch 
were  once  disloyal.  That  had  passed  away 
and  had  been  succeeded  by  a  thorough 
union  of  two  nations  still  possessing  their 
distinct  national  individuality.  Why  should 
they  fear  their  nationality?  Could  patriotism 
exist  without  it  ?  There  was  certainly  no 
necessary  antagonism  between  a  love  for 
Ireland  or  Scotland  as  their  native  land, 
and  a  full  appreciation  of  the  benefits  de- 
rived from  the  Constitution  under  which 
they  lived,  or  the  warmest  interest  in  the 
fortunes  of  the  Empire  of  which  they 
formed  a  part.  They  could  not  make  them 
into  Englishmen.  Nature  was  against  it. 
The  sea  which  divided  them  forbade  it.  It 
was  only  by  recognizing  and  acknowledg- 
ing, and  even  cultivating  their  nationality 
that  they  could  make  Ireland  loyal.  Above 
all,  let  their  Sovereign  appear  among  them 
as  if  she  were  really  the  Queen  of  Ireland 
—  not  the  mere  visitor  from  a  foreign 
country.  To  the  mass  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  she  was  a  foreigner — the  Queen  of 
a  country  for  which  they  entertained  no 
very  warm  affection.  Yet  they  had  always 
discriminated  between  the  Sovereign  and 
the  Government,  and  on  every  occasion  of 
their  visits  their  Sovereigns  had  been 
warmly  welcomed.  They  could  not  feel 
loyalty  to  an  abstraction.  Lot  the  people 
seo  their  Queen  living  among  them  —  let 
them  see  and  visit  the  abode  of  Royalty. 
Even  the  outward  show  and  circumstance 
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of  Royalty  had  its  ute*  and  especially 
with  a  sensitive  and  imagioative  people. 
He  knew  there  were  many  who  tliougbt 
that,  in  asking  the  Sovereign  or  the  Royal 
Family  to  visit  them  they  were  requiring 
from  her  the  performance  of  aa  irksome 
task.  He  did  not  believe  it  woald  prove 
to  be  such.  But  even  if  it  were,  the  French 
aphorism  was  applicable  —  nohleue  oblifft, 
If  the  country  be  worth  retaining,  the 
Queen  should  see  her  subjects,  and  allow 
them  to  see  her.  Danger  of  insult  or  in- 
jury there  was  none,  no  more  than  in  Eng- 
land or  Scotland — notwithstanding  the  late 
insane  and  wicked  attempt  in  Australia. 
In  former  times  the  Prince  often  risked 
his  life  when  leading  his  subjects  in  war. 
The  duties  of  a  King  now  were  more 
peaceful,  but  not  less  real ;  and  it  was  not 
less  incumbent  on  him  to  perform  them 
properly.  If  the  affections  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  were  worth  having,  some  exer- 
tions and  some  sacrifices  must  be  made  to 
obtain  them. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  tho  sad 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wordf  "aa 
humhie  Address  be  presented  to  Her  MaJMtj, 
humbly  representing  to  Her  Majesty  that  it  would 
conduce  to  the  advantage  of  the  Crown  and  thi 
good  Government  of  Ireland,  and  tend  to  aHij 
jealousy  and  discontent  in  that  country,  if  Hw 
Majesty  had  a  peroianent  residence  in  IreUad, 
and  that  this  House,  feeling  deeply  its  importaoot^ 
will  cordially  co-operate  with  Her  Majesty  in  ai^ 
steps  She  maybe  graciously  pleased  to  take  to 
carry  out  so  desirable  an  object," — (5ir  Colmm 
O^Loghlen,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  FREDERICK  HEYGATB  M 
he  was  unwilling  to  trespass  on  the  attso* 
tion  of  the  House,  but  he  wished  to  exprMi 
the  great  pleasure  he  derived  from  beiag 
able  for  once  to  agree  with  the  hen.  Bi* 
ronet  the  Member  for  Clare  (Sir  Goloti 
0*Loghlen).  The  proposition  madebytke 
hon.  and  learned  Member  was  so  evidestif 
advantageous  to  Ireland  that  all  must  sgrts 
to  it ;  and  he  for  one  was  not  disposed  to 
allow  hon.  Members  opposite  to  claim  tU 
the  loyalty  in  the  country.  The  preseat 
time  was  appropriate  for  bringing  this  nl^ 
ject  forward,  because  it  would  be  d\Bsm 
for  any  private  individual  to  follov  tbo 
present  Lord  Lieutenant.  Whenever  tte 
period  should  arrive,  and  he  trusted  i^ 
might  be  far  distant,  when  the  prsMB^ 
Lord  Lieutenant  should  resign  a  digolQ 
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land,  but  no  socli  provision  bad  been  made 
for  Ireland,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
Ireland,  in  proportion  to  her  means  con- 
tributed more  towards  the  National  Exche- 
quer than  even  England  did.  Even  the 
Isle  of  Wight  was  honoured  by  a  Royal 
residence,  and  England  had  eight  or  ten, 
but  poor  miserable  Ireland  had  not  one. 
Ireland  was  called  the  sister  country,  but 
she  ought  to  be  called  a  step-sister,  for  she 
was  treated  like  one.  If  the'  people  of 
Ireland  were  treated  like  those  of  Scotland 
and  of  this  country,  thcro  would  be  little 
to  complain  of.  Nothing  would  do  more 
to  cement  the  union  between  the  two 
countries  than  the  establishment  of  a 
Hoyol  residence  in  Ireland.  It  would  save 
thousands  of  pounds  to  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer by  stimulating  the  loyalty  of  the 
Irish  people.  Of  course  the  Queen  could 
not  reside  there  for  any  long  period  at  a 
time,  but  at  all  events  one  of  her  numerous 
sons  might  remain  in  Ireland,  jf  not  per- 
manently, at  least  for  a  season  every  year. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  cordially  ap- 
proved of  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet's 
(Sir  Golman  O'Loghen's)  proposition,  and 
should  support  it  if  it  were  pressed  to  a 
division,  believing  that  the  expense  which 
might  be  entailed  by  the  terms  of  the 
Motion  would  be  as  nothing  compared 
with  the  gain  of  the  hearts  of  a  people. 
The  Royal  Family  seldom  visited  the  Black 
Country,  and  the  great  city  of  Manchester 
had  been  visited  only  once.  The  people 
there  did  not  complain  ;  but  the  enthusiasm 
with  which  Her  Majesty's  visits  to  those 
districts  had  been  hailed  showed  what 
might  be  expected  to  follow  in  the  case 
of  Ireland. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  I  quite  agree 
that  there  is  no  influence  more  beneficial 
than  that  which  proceeds  from  personal 
relations  between  the  people  and  their 
Sovereign.  But  in  listening  to  the  com- 
plaints which  we  have  heard  from  various 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  arising  from 
the  absence  of  Her  Majesty  and  of  her  pre- 
decessors, I  would  observe  that  this  was 
largely  to  be  attributed  to  the  great  diffi- 
culty of  communication  that  for  a  long 
time  existed  between  the  various  kingdoms 
over  which  Her  Majesty  rules.  But  the 
tendency  of  the  age  in  which  we  live  is 
very  much  to  diminish  those  difficulties,  if 
not  to  make  them  disappear  altogether. 
And  if  we  take  a  general  view  of  the  sub- 
ject I  think  there  is  some  evidence  of  a 
very  much  increased  inclination  on  the  part 
of  the  Royal  Family  to  visit  those  portions 
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of  the  country  which  for  so  considerable  a 
period  have  not  been  hlessed  by  the  pre- 
sence  of  our  princes.     Indeed*  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  brought  forward  this  Motion, 
and  comf^ained  that  Ireland  in  the  course 
of  two  centuries  had  only  been  visited  for 
a  certain  number  of  days-- which  have  been 
calculated  by  a  herald  —  must  admit  that 
the   greater  number  of  those  days  have 
been  contributed  by  Her  Majesty  hersdf. 
And  we  cannot  for  a  moment  suppose  that 
there  is  any  want  of  sympathy  between 
the  Queen  and  her  Irish  subjects ;  because 
the  hon.  Baronet  has  himself  alluded  to 
the  written  record  of  Her  Majesty's  fed- 
ings  to  which  everybody  who  has  read  then 
must  have  fully  responded.     We  most  re- 
member also  that  the  position  of  Ireland  ii 
in  this  respect  no  worse  than  the  position 
of  Scotland  was  until  very  few  years  sgo. 
Scotland,  I   think,  was  never  visited  for 
any  time  by  one  of  our  Sovereigns  from 
the  time  of  James  II.  to  the  reign  of  Her 
present  Majesty.  [  Cries  of  "George  IV."] 
I  am  speaking  of  Sovereigns  who  resided 
in  the  country.    But  during  all  those  yean 
the  principle  of  Sovereignty  at  least  was 
represented  in  Ireland,  while  it  was  not 
so  represented  in  Scotland.     And  though 
it  may  be  easy  to   talk  in    depreciating 
terms  of  the  office  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
I  am  myself  persuaded — not  merely  firom 
the  experience  which  we  all  have  at  this 
moment,  but  from  other  instances  which 
we  may  remember — that  a  man  of  abilitj 
and  splendour  filling  that  office  may  effect 
a   great  deal   of  good,   and  is  something 
more  than  the  nominee  of  any  Minister. 
We  must  recollect,  then,  that  during  this 
period  Scotland  was  as  little  visited  by  the 
Sovereign  of  this  country  as  Ireland,  and 
that  Scotland  has  not  had  the  advantage 
of  an  institution  which,  when  well  admi- 
nistered, is  in  my  opinion  extremely  bene- 
ficial.    It  is  impossible  not  to  have  been 
gratified  —  every  Englishman  must  have 
shared  the  feeling — at  the  manner  in  which 
their  Royal  Highnesses  the  Prince  of  Wales 
and  the  Princess  of  Wales  were  received 
during  their  recent  visit  to  Ireland.    And 
I  may  be  permitted  to  say  that  their  visit 
afforded  Her  Majesty  the  greatest  gratifi- 
cation, and  that  she  has  heen  pleased  to 
express  her  wish  that  the  visits  of  the 
Royal  Family  to  Ireland  shall  not  be  in- 
frequent.   With  regard  to  the  specific  Mo- 
tion before  us,  I  trust  the  hon.  Baronet 
will  not  ask  the  House  in  the  present  in- 
stance to  decide  upon  it.     There  are  manj 
reasons  upon  which  it  is  now  nnneeesssry 
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they  recommended  the  designs  of  one 
architect  for  the  exterior,  and  of  another 
architect  for  the  interior  of  the  building, 
advising  that  the  work  should  be  given 
jointly  to  the  two  so  recommended.  He 
bclicTed  that  there  was  nothing  in  the 
Instructions  to  the  Committee  to  compel 
them  to  select  any  plan ;  and  the  terms  on 
which  the  architects  competed,  so  far  as  he 
was  aware,  gave  none  of  them  the  right  to 
complain  of  being  dismissed.  The  two  ar- 
chitects so  chosen  consented  to  act  toge- 
her:  but  another  difficulty  arose  as  to  whe- 
thcr  the  sum  required  for  the  building, 
according  to  their  plans,  would  not  exceed 
the  original  Estimates.  The  Report  of  Mr. 
Gardiner,  the  surveyor,  upon  that  point, 
showed  that  none  of  the  architects  had 
como  within  the  estimated  figure.  He 
should  be  glad  to  know  what  was  the  cause 
of  the  dead-lock  which  appeared  to  have 
raisen  in  the  matter.  When  the  House  met 
in  November,  questions  were  asked  on  the 
subject,  and  it  was  stated  that  a  hitch  had 
arisen.  The  Judges  had  made  their  Report, 
and  it  was  referred  to  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown.  Questions  were  again  asked  in 
February  as  to  what  was  the  real  diffi- 
culty ;  but  it  was  only  last  night,  as  he 
understood,  that  the  Opinions  of  the  Law 
Officers  had  reached  the  Treasury.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  now  some  informa- 
tion would  be  given  as  to  the  cause  of  the 
delay.  Private  individuals  occupying 
houses  adjoining  the  site  of  the  proposed 
building  had  been  put  to  considerable  risk 
and  inconvenience  by  the  uncertainty  in 
which  the  subject  was  involved.  As  far 
back  as  the  year  1866,  the  inhabitants  of 
Bell  Yard  had  received  notice  that  their 
premises  might  be  required  for  the  purpose 
of  that  structure  ;  but  they  had  no  means 
of  knowing  whether  any  use  would  be  ulti- 
mately made  of  that  notice  ;  and  they  were 
in  consequence  carrying  on  business  at  a 
loss,  which  *could  not  be  made  matter  of 
compensation,  except  by  special  legislation. 
The  Suitors'  Fee  Fund,  out  of  which  the 
money  would  ultimately  come,  also  suf- 
fered, as  the  money  was,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, advanced  by  the  Treasury,  and 
large  amounts  of  interest  were  accruing, 
which  would  have  to  be  repaid  by  the 
Suitors'  Fee  Fund.  A  notion  was  gaining 
ground  that  the  Government  had  some 
intention  of  abandoning  the  proposed  site, 
between  Carey  Street  and  the  Strand, 
and  of  erecting  the  building  at  some  other 
and  less  convenient  spot.  It  was  rumoured 
this   was    a    hobby    of    the    late    Prime 
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Minister  and  the  present  Lord  Chancellor, 
and  that  there  was  some  desire  to  take 
advantage  of  the  difficulty  which  had  arisen 
to  throw  the  whole  matter  over  and  get 
some  new  site.  He  should  be  glad  to 
receive  some  distinct  assurance  that  there 
existed  no  ground  for  snch  an  impreasion. 
The  vacant  site  would  be  a  disgraceful 
spectacle  if  there  were  any  undue  delay 
in  occupying  it ;  for  the  purpose  for  which 
it  had  been  turned  into  was  for  the  pre- 
sent no  better  than  a  wilderness. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  would  take  upon  himself 
the  duty  of  answering  the  Questions  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Dehman), 
as  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  would  have  to  answer  another 
Question.  The  subject  had  been  mooted 
in  the  House  so  often  during  the  last  few 
months,  and  he  had  answered  so  many 
Questions  upon  it,  that  he  hoped  to  be 
excused  from  following  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  in  all  that  he  had  said.  In  the 
explanation  he  was  about  to  give  he  must 
speak  from  memory.  The  Judges  of  De- 
signs were  appointed  jointly  by  the  Trea- 
sury and  by  the  Courts  of  Justice  Com- 
missioners. If  he  remembered  rightly,  the 
Treasury  were  to  select  the  design,  with 
the  advice  and  concurrence  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  it  was  thought  by  the  late  Go* 
vernment  that  such  a  concurrence  could  be 
best  obtained  by  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  Judges  of  Designs.  After  the 
Committee  was  appointed,  and  chiefly  in 
consequence  of  representations  made  in  this 
House,  two  professional  gentlemen,  Messrs. 
Pownall  and  Shaw,  were  added  to  the 
Judges.  It  was  expected  by  the  Treasury 
and  the  Commissioners  that  the  Judges 
of  Designs  would  have  selected  one  ar- 
chitect, and  the  memorandum  relating  to 
the  competition  rested  upon  that  suppo- 
sition. The  change  of  Government  oc- 
curred after  the  Judges  were  appointed 
and  the  Instructions  framed.  When  the 
Judges  of  Design  sent  in  their  Report  to 
the  Treasury,  they  stated  that  they  had 
been  unable  to  select  any  one  architect^ 
and  they  recommended  that  Messrs.  Barry 
and  Street  should  be  employed  to  prepare 
a  joint  plan,  considering  that  the  design 
of  one  of  them  was  best  in  point  of  arrange- 
ment, and  the  other  in  point  of  external 
architecture.  It  had  been  previously  agreed 
upon  between  the  Treasury  and  the  Judges 
that  a  gentleman  should  be  appointed  to  go 
through  the  estimates  submitted  by  the 
architects,  and  give  a  profesaioDal  opinion 
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awerable  for  the  circumstances  in  which  it 
had  originated. 

Mr.  COWPER  said,  tlie  delay  had  not 
been  justified  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment.  He  admitted  that  the  GoTernment, 
aa  well  as  the  Judges  of  Designs,  had  been 
placed  in  some  difficulty  by  the  course 
which  the  competition  had  taken.  The 
designs  showed  great  excellence, originality, 
and  some  sparks  of  genius.  But  the  diffi- 
culty the  Judges  felt  was  in  deciding  which  of 
these  designs,  under  all  the  circumstances 
to  be  taken  into  account — internal  arrange- 
ment, exterior  design,  and  appropriateness 
— was  absolutely  the  best.  At  last,  finding 
themselves  unable  to  agree  upon  the  supe- 
riority of  either  of  the  designs  which  they 
specially  favoured,  the  Judges  thought  it 
best  to  bracket  the  two  architects  and  make 
a  double  award.  He  admitted  that  the 
Treasury  were  thereby  placed  in  a  diffi- 
culty ;  but  he  could  not  admit  that  this 
difficulty  was  one  which  it  required  four 
months  and  a  half  to  solve.  As  to  the 
expected  Report  of  the  Judicature  Com- 
mission, he  did  not  think  that  was  a  reason 
why  an  architect  should  not  at  once  be 
appointed  and  a  beginning  made.  Great 
cfi^orts  had  been  made  to  hasten  the  purchase 
of  the  ground,  to  clear  the  site,  and  to 
urge  forward  the  competing  architects,  and 
he  hoped  that  there  would  now  be  no 
further  delay. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  on  behalf  of  the  architects 
who  had  entered  into  that  competition. 
With  some  almost  infinitesimal  exceptions, 
the  voice  of  the  educated  architects  and 
amateurs  of  England  united  in  praise  of 
the  remarkable  architectural  talent,  the 
broad  conception,  and  the  admirable  execu- 
tion which  characterized  that  noble  series  of 
drawings.  There  was  no  doubt  it  would  be 
felt  as  a  cruel  wrong  by  the  architects  and 
the  public  if  the  difficulties  and  delays  were 
to  have  the  effect  of  throwing  aside  those 
designs.  He  appealed  to  that  (the  Minis- 
terial) Bench,  or  to  tho  Bench  opposite, 
whichever  of  them  ultimately  should  have 
the  carrying  out  of  the  plan,  that  when 
the  time  came  the  architect  should  be 
chosen  out  of  that  noblo  eleven  that  had 
competed,  and  that  he  who  had  long  been 
fielding,  should  hold  the  bat  and  have 
the  innings  which  he  deserved.  Otherwise 
there  would  be  a  controversy  to  which  the 
present  Pugin  controversy  and  other  con- 
troversies would  be  but  a  trifle. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  that  a 
number  of  his  constituents  in  Bell  Yard 
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had  got  notice  that  their  premises  would 
be  required,  and  they  had  to  carry  on  tbeir 
business  without  knowing  when  they  shoold 
have  to  leave  their  houses.  What  he  had  to 
ask  was,  that  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  would  say  a  word  of 
comfort  to  those  poor  people,  and  let  them 
know  when  their  premises  would  be  re- 
quired, and  compensation  given  them. 
They  ought  not,  in  order  to  do  a  public 
good,  do  a  great  private  evil,  and  he  hoped 
the  case  of  the  occupiers  of  shops  would 
be  considered  at  once,  so  that  they  might 
know  what  position  they  were  really  in. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  said,  he 
had  only  one  remark  to  make  in  reference 
to  an  observation  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  His  right  hen.  Friend  had 
said  that  he  was  not  aware  until  last  night 
of  the  growing  feeling  that  a  mistake  had 
been  committed  in  the  proposed  site  of  the 
Law  Courts.  He  could  assure  his  right 
hen.  Friend  that  that  was  a  growing  feeling, 
and  that  it  was  very  generally  felt  that  the 
proper  site  was  the  Thames  Embankment. 
He  would  put  it  to  his  noble  Friend  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  whether,  as 
a  good  deal  of  money  was  to  be  spent,  it 
ought  not  to  be  laid  out  in  tho  most 
judicious  manner  ?  One  thing  was  certain, 
that  on  the  embankment  the  Courts  would 
occupy  a  most  beautiful  site,  quite  near 
the  Temple,  and  one  which  was  far  prefer* 
able  to  the  site  now  selected.  It  was  not 
yet  too  late  to  change  the  plan. 

Mr.  M.  CHAMBERS  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  answer  given  with  respect 
to  the  competition  was  a  satisfactory  one. 
None  of  the  eleven  competitors  had  been 
successful.  He  ventured  to  say  that  there 
had  been  too  much  inclination  of  late  years 
to  make  captivating  plans,  and  he  thought 
that  the  origin  of  that  error  was  to  be 
found  in  the  choice  of  a  captivating  plan 
for  the  Houses  of  Parliament,  which 
had  greatly  deceived  the  profession.  The 
honest  competing  architects  who  exhibited 
their  plans  in  Westminster  Hall  had  been 
unjustly  treated.  The  sum  originally 
proposed  to  be  spent  on  the  Houses  of 
Parliament  was  £750,000,  and  architects 
who  honestly  confined  themselves  within 
the  prescribed  limits  of  expense,  and  pre- 
pared their  designs  according  to  that  Esti- 
mate, were  placed  at  a  disadvantage. 
Every  architect  who  saw  the  plans  said  at 
once  that  tho  captivating  and  admirable 
design  of  Mr.  Barry  could  not  be  executed 
for  tho  amount  proposed.  He  could  only 
suppose  that  that  plan  was  put  forward  for 
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Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that  tho 
opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  on  the 
matters  referred  to  him  had  only  just  been 
received  at  tlie  Treasury,  and  the  GoYcrn- 
ment  had  as  yet  had  no  opportunity  of 
considering  it.  All  he  could  say  was,  that 
the  BUfvgestions  which  had  now  been  made 
should  be  carefully  considered,  and  that  no 
time  should  be  lost. 

REGISTRATION   OF   VOTERS  ACT- 
DISSOLUTION  OF  PARLIAMENT. 

OBSERYATIOKS. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  the  Registration  of  Voters 
Act,  6  Vict  c.  18,  and  the  other  legal 
provisions  for  tho  registerinp^  of  Voters,  and 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  What 
steps  Her  Majesty's  Government  propose 
to  take  to  shorten  such  proceedings  so  as 
to  enable  Parliament  to  be  dissolved  in  the 
autumn  ?  About  a  week  ago  they  were 
told  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  had  been 
advised  that  the  House  of  Commons  should 
have  its  existence  terminated  at  as  early  a 
period  as  the  state  of  Public  Business  would 
admit,  with  a  view  to  the  opinion  of  the 
new  constituencies  being  token  as  to  the 
conduct  of  public  affairs.  The  First  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown  stated  that  he  had  been 
advised  that  certain  steps  might  bo  taken 
with  the  co-operation  of  Parliament  to  en- 
able the  opinion  of  the  constituencies  to 
be  taken  in  the  course  of  November  in  the 
present  year.  Now,  the  House  was  pro- 
bably generally  aware  that  by  a  provision 
in  the  Act  of  last  year  no  Election  could 
be  held  previous  to  January  1,  1869,  under 
the  arrangements  made  by  that  Act.  There 
was  also  a  clause  introduced  into  that  Act 
having  reference  to  the  Reform  Acts  al- 
ready in  existence,  providing  that  the  re- 
gistration of  voters  should  come  into  ope- 
ration a  month  later  than  usual — namely, 
that  the  registration  of  voters  of  the  new 
constituencies  should  come  into  operation 
on  the  1st  of  January,  1869,  instead  of  as 
usual  on  the  1st  December.  Therefore, 
as  the  law  existed,  it  was  illegal  to  have  a 
dissolution  and  an  appeal  to  the  new  con- 
stituencies until  the  beginning  of  next 
year.  It  might  be  said  that  these  were 
mere  paper  impediments,  which  were  cre- 
ated by  Act  of  Parliament, upon  considera- 
tion more  or  less  deliberate  and  wise  with 
reference  to  the  circumstance  of  the  case, 
but  which  Parliament  might  in  its  wisdom 
think  proper  to  remove.  But  the  question 
behind  that  was  one  of  considerable  im- 
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portanoO'— namely,  whether  these  constitu* 
encies  could  be  formed  so  as  to  take  their 
opinion  at  a  much  earlier  period  tlian  that 
so  arranged.  Tho  existing  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment regulating  the  registration  of  voters 
had  been  framed  after  very  considerable 
deliberation  and  experience,  and  after  the 
matter  had  been  considered  both  in  tho 
House  and  upstairs.  The  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown  conveyed  to  the  House  that 
it  was  necessary,  in  order  to  facilitate  these 
arrangements,  that  the  Government  should 
abandon  a  great  part  of  the  Business  now 
before  them  ;  and  before  ho  went  to  the 
Registration  Acts  he  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Ilouse 
that,  unless  the  existence  of  the  House  of 
Commons  could  be  terminated  at  a  very 
much  earlier  period  than  anyone  sup- 
posed, the  abandonment  of  the  Business 
before  the  House  would  not,  in  the  least, 
contribute  to  the  object  at  which  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aimed.  By  no  conceivable 
pressure  that  had  been  suggested  in  any 
quarter  could  a  dissolution  occur  much 
earlier  than  the  end  of  October  or  the  be- 
ginning of  November,  and  no  one  could 
contemplate  that  the  Session  of  Parliament 
for  the  completion  of  the  various  matters 
submitted  for  the  consideration  of  both 
Houses  would  be  prolonged  until  the  end 
of  September  or  the  beginning  of  October. 
It  was  therefore  clear  that  the  mere  aban- 
donment of  the  Business  before  tho  House 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  appeal  to  the 
new  constituencies,  but  that,  as  far  as  the 
continuance  of  the  Session  was  concerned, 
the  length  or  brevity  of  tho  proceedings 
alloted  to  the  current  Session  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  facilitation  of  tho  dissolution 
or  taking  the  opinion  of  the  new  constitu- 
encies. Ho  must,  therefore,  express  his 
surprise  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  have  thought  it  necessary  to  intro- 
duce so  wholly  irrelevant  a  topic.  The  main 
question  was,  whether  it  was  practicable  or 
not,  by  any  arrangement,  so  to  abbreviate 
the  present  process  of  registration  and  of 
getting  a  perfect  list  of  voters  as  to  enable 
Parliament  to  be  dissolved  before  Novem* 
ber,  and  arrive  at  a  decision  on  the  ques- 
tions of  policy  to  be  submitted  to  it  before 
Christmas  ?  He  did  not  wish  to  commit 
himself  to  a  decided  opinion  on  the  subject, 
but  he  had  acquired  information,  as  he 
supposed,  in  the  same  way  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman — by  conversation  with  gen- 
tlemen conversant  with  tho  subject — and 
he  was  told  it  was  nearly  impossible  suc- 
cessfully to  abbreviate  the  process  of  regis- 
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was  given  to  it  in  ordinary  circumstances 
He  would  not  undertake  to  say  that  could 
not  be;  but  he  must  say  it  appeared  to 
him  a  paradox,  which  would  require  a  con- 
siderable degree  of  authority  and  proof  to 
satisfy  him  of  its  accuracy.  Well,  they  thus 
got  to  the  Slst  of  October;  and  now  come 
the  question  of  the  final  completion  of  the 
register,  which  was  no  ordinary  matter. 
It  seemed  to  be  supposed  that  when  the 
Revising  Barrister  had  completed  his  func- 
tions there  was  an  end  of  the  matter,  and 
they  could  have  u  General  Election  the 
next  day  ;  but  that  was  far  from  being 
the  case.  He  would  not  go  into  the  case 
of  appeals  to  the  Common  Pleas,  but  he 
was  told  that  under  the  existing  Act  the 
notices  of  appeal  must  be  given  within 
the  first  four  days  of  Michaelmas  Term — 
that  was  to  say,  between  the  2nd  of  No- 
vember and  the  4th  of  November.  That 
would  make  appeals  an  impossibility.  But 
even  at  present  the  appeals  in  the  Common 
Pleas  had  often  to  bo  deferred  till  the  fol- 
lowing Term,  from  want  of  time  to  deal 
with  them.  Appeals,  therefore,  must  be  left 
out  of  the  question.  The  clerk  of  tho  peace 
now  came  in,  and  he  had  finally  to  make  up 
the  register.  He  was  required  to  arrange 
all  the  names  alphabetically  in  the  differ- 
ent parishes,  with  their  separate  numbers, 
involving  an  enormous  amount  of  mecha- 
nical labour — at  all  times  very  considerable, 
and  on  the  present  occasion  immensely 
increased — which  could  not  well  be  dis- 
posed of  under  three  weeks  or  a  month. 
Indeed,  he  was  told  that  as  things  now 
stood  the  clerks  of  the  peace  had  often 
the  greatest  difficulty  in  making  up  the 
register  by  the  legal  term  ;  but  the  me- 
chanical difficulty  of  making  it  up  would 
now  be  greatly  increased.  Allowing  only 
a  fortnight,  however,  that  brought  them 
to  the  middle  of  November.  The  ten  days 
he  had  previously  named  were  the  only 
period  by  which  the  work  of  registration 
could  be  condensed.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman forgot  the  period  which  the  law  re- 
quired to  elapse  between  the  proclamation 
of  dissolution  and  the  meeting  of  the  new 
Parliament.  The  15  &  16  Vict,  c. 
23,  provided  that  thirty-five  days  should 
elapse  between  the  proclamation  of  dis- 
solution and  the  meeting  of  the  new  Par- 
liament. Of  course  Parliament  could  undo 
what  it  had  done  ;  but  if  there  was  to  be 
a  General  Election  in  the  moat  inclement 
season  of  tho  year,  that  period  could  not 
practically  be  reduced,  considering  that 
it  would  be  requisite  to  provide  for  polling 
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in  the  Hebrides  and  the  Orkneys,  and  that 
they  would  afterwards  have  to  get  together 
the  representatives  of  the  people  from  all 
parts  of  the  country.  This  period  of  thirty- 
five  days,  as  far  as  he  had  been  able  to 
make  out,  making  all  the  possible  redue* 
tions  in  time,  would  carry  one  on  to  the 
10th  of  December;  and  all  that  could 
be  thus  done  was  to  reduce,  perhaps  by 
forty  or  fifty,  the  number  of  days  within 
which  under  the  existing  laws  the  new 
Parliament  might  be  summoned  at  the 
earliest  possible  period  —  that  Parlia- 
ment might  meet  in  the  middle  of  De- 
cember •instead  of  early  in  February, 
as  it  might  according  to  the  present  Act. 
He  therefore  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether,  after  all  the 
consultations  on  the  subject,  the  whole 
difference  was  that,  instead  of  Parliameot 
under  the  Act  of  last  year  meeting 
early  in  February,  it  might  meet  on  the 
lOth  of  December  ?  Was  that  the  result 
of  all  the  deliberations  in  the  Cabinet, 
and  of  the  conference  with  the  highest 
Personage  in  the  realm  ?  If  so  it  was  not 
worth  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  while  to 
have  taken  tho  trouble,  for  the  sake  of  those 
two  miserable  months,  to  have  gone  down 
to  Osborne  and  tendered  advice  to  the 
Sovereign.  He  had  left  out  pf  his  obser- 
vations any  consideration  of  the  Scotch  re- 
quirements with  respect  to  registration. 
There  were  in  Scotland  analogous  require- 
ments as  to  proper  notice  of  claims  to  vote 
and  of  objections  ;  and  there  would  be  ar- 
guments before  the  Sheriffs  in  Scotlaud, 
who  stood  in  the  position  of  Revising  Bar- 
risters. Time  must  be  allowed  for  the 
completion  of  correct  lists  of  voters.  He 
wished,  then,  to  know  what  steps  the  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  intended  to  take  to  accele- 
rate the  dissolution  of  Parliamont  ?  Was 
it  merely  the  case  that  he  contemplated 
dissolving  Parliament  late  in  the  autumu  in- 
stead of  in  January  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  informed  the  House  that  he  had 
the  outhority  of  the  Crown  to  dissolve,  and 
the  House  was  entitled  to  know  what  steps 
wero  to  be  taken  to  abbreviate  those  pro- 
ceedings, rendered  necessary  under  existing 
Acts,  so  that  at  the  new  Election  the  new 
constituency  would  be  able  to  exercise  their 
suffrage.  Without  wishing  to  pry  into 
Cabinet  secrets,  he  should  also  like  to  know 
who  were  the  advisers,  of  legal  knowledge 
and  experience,  to  whom  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  recourse  bofore  be  gave  the 
advice  which  be  tendered  to  the  Sovereign. 
People  were  accustomed  to  believe  thst 
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new  claims  on  the  list  were  unobjection- 
able unless  time  was  given  for  inquiry  ?] 
They  would  know  it  really  in  the  parish 
within  the  shortest  time.  The  list  would 
have  been  published,  and  he  could  not  see 
how  the  fifteen  days  were  practically  re- 
quired. Of  course  it  was  open  to  anybody 
to  say  it  would  take  fifteen  days  for  a  soli- 
citor to  get  ready  his  opposition  to  or  sup- 
port of  a  claim  ;  but,  as  ho  had  been  as- 
sured by  experienced  anthorities  and  as  he 
himself  believed,  that  time  was,  practically, 
not  necessary.  Consequently,  instead  of 
the  Revising  Barristers' Courts  commencing 
on  the  15th  of  September,  they  might  prac- 
tically begin  on  the  21st  or  22nd  of  August. 
[Mr.  BouYERiE :  How  are  you  to  get  your 
Barristers  then  ?]  The  time  now  allowed 
the  Revising  Barristers  for  their  work  was 
from  the  15th  of  September  to  the  31st  of 
October,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Bouverie)  said  he  had  been  informed 
by  men  of  experience  that  it  could  not  be 
done  in  less  time.  For  himself,  however, 
he  must  state  that  he  had  never  known  a 
Revising  Barrister  to  take  more  than  three 
weeks. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  had  men- 
tioned the  time  fixed  for  the  revision  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  and  that  there 
would  be  an  extraordinary  amount  of  busi- 
ness this  year. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  if 
the  House  were  really  desirous  that  the 
revision  should  be  advanced  and  hastened, 
it  must  be  content  that  further  assistance 
should  be  afforded  and  that  the  number  of 
Revising  Barristers  should  this  year  be  in- 
creased. He  ventured  to  say  that  no  dearth 
of  available  Revising  Barristers  would  be 
found  ;  and  that,  by  increasing  the  number, 
he  had  no  doubt  the  revision  could  be  com- 
pleted in  a  month,  or  between  the  22nd 
of  August  and  the  22nd  of  September. 
Then  as  to  the  subsequent  operations  ;  by 
the  existing  Registration  Acts  the  town 
clerk  had,  he  knew  not  for  what  reason,  to 
number  the  entire  register  from  beginning  to 
end  in  regular  consecutive  order.  The  Go- 
vernment thought  that  was  an  unnecessary 
proceeding,  and  tlmt  if  the  names  in  each 
parish  were  numbered,  and  the  parishes 
stood  in  alphabetical  order,  it  would  at  the 
polling  have  all  the  same  result,  because 
when  the  voter  went  to  the  poll  he  would 
say  his  name  was  on  the  list  of  such  and 
such  a  parish,  and  that  his  number  was  one, 
two,  or  three  in  that  parish.  The  efiect 
of  numbering  the  whole  list  consecutively 
from  beginning  to  end  was  that  they  could 
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not  commence  to  put  the  lists  into  prist 
until  they  had  the  whole  thing  complete. 
But  by  the  plan  he  had  suggested  of  hav- 
ing the  parishes  separately  numbered  and 
put  in  alphabetical  order,  a  great  deal  of 
time  might  be  saved  in  the  process  of 
printing,  and  even  the  enlarged  register 
might  be  got  ready  within  the  period  which 
used  to  be  allowed  for  the  smaller  one. 
Probably,  the  town  clerk  or  the  clerk  of 
the  peace  would  require  to  obtain  additional 
assistance  for  that  purpose,  and,  if  so,  he 
must  be  paid  accordingly  ;  but  the  result 
would  be  that  if  they  got  the  revision  eom- 
pleted  by  the  22nd  of  September,  the  re- 
gister itself  might  be  completed  by  the  20th 
of  October.  No  doubt  that  would  involve 
considerable  difficulty  and  would  requite 
a  considerable  efibrt ;  but  ho  believed  it 
might  be  accomplished,  and  then  they  could 
have  an  election  any  day  after  the  20th  of 
October — that  was  to  say,  the  register 
would  be  ready.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man raised  an  objection  in  regard  to  the 
proclamation  on  a  dissolution,  and  the 
period  of  thirty-five  days  between  it  and 
the  meeting  of  Parliament ;  the  point  had 
taken  him  somewhat  by  surprise,  but  he 
apprehended  there  was  nothing  in  the  law 
to  say  there  should  be  no  proclamation 
issued  before  the  registration  was  com- 
pleted. [Mr.  BouYBRiE :  It  could  not  be 
done ;  there  would  be  no  constituency.]  If 
the  law  was  as  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  which  he  did  not  admit,  then 
it  was  clear  it  could  be  altered  and  the 
period  diminished.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  very  anxious  to  hasten  the  dis- 
solution. Then,  instead  of  trying  to  put 
in  the  way  every  suppositious  difficulty, 
which,  probably,  after  all,  would  be  found 
none  practically,  let  him  assist  the  Govern- 
ment in  accelerating  it.  According  to  the 
Registration  Acts  the  register  was  to  be 
ready  by  a  given  day,  and  it  was  enacted 
that  whatever  election  occurred  after  that 
register  was  complete,  must  be  based  upon 
it.  Therefore,  he  said,  and  said  with  con- 
fidence that  there  was  nothing  in  the 
proclamation  statute  or  the  Registration 
or  Reform  Acts  to  make  it  necessary  that 
the  register  should  bo  complete  before  the 
issuo  of  the  proclamation  of  dissolution. 
At  all  events  they  might  have  an  election 
at  the  end  of  October,  and  by  shortening 
the  thirty-five  days  a  meeting  of  Parlia- 
ment in  November.  Before  that  he  could 
not  see  how  it  could  practically  be  done. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth 
(Sir  Robert  Collier)  the  other  night  rtafured 
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extricating  themselves  from  the  present 
ahnormal  state  of  aflfairs  by  an  autumn 
Session.  But  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  Solicitor  General  had  made  a  ma- 
terial omission  in  his  calculations.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  publication  of  the  regis- 
tration lists  could  not  take  place  before 
the  Ist  of  August.  He  would  reduce  the 
time  noif  allowed  for  giving  notices  of  new 
claims  and  objections,  which  was  twenty- 
five  days,  to  ten  days.  He  (Sir  Robert 
Collier)  thought  fifteen  days  at  least  should 
be  given.  But  supposing  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  be  correct,  what 
followed  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  give  from  the  10th  to  the  20th 
of  August  for  the  parish  officers  to  make 
out  the  lists  of  claims  and  objections.  The 
20th  of  August  would  therefore  be  the  first 
day  on  which  the  notices  of  the  new  claims 
could  be  published,  and  it  was  absolutely 
essential,  before  the  lists  were  revised, 
that  persons  should  know  what  claims 
were  brought  forward  and  who  the  claimants 
were.  The  law  at  present  gave  fifteen 
days  for  that  purpose,  which  was  not  too 
much.  But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man allowed  not  a  single  day  or  hour  for 
the  purpose  ;  he  entirely  omitted  from  con- 
sideration that  which,  if  the  revision  was 
to  be  a  reality,  could  not  be  lost  sight  of 
—the  importance  of  giving  time  to  inspect 
the  lists,  to  examine  the  claims,  and  to  de- 
cide whether  objections  should  be  taken 
or  not.  If,  however,  the  list  of  claims  was 
only  to  be  published  on  the  20th,  and  the 
revision  commenced  on  the  21st,  there 
would  be  no  timo  to  discover  whether  the 
claims  sent  in  were  valid  or  invalid  ;  and 
therefore  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  in 
losing  sight  of  this  point,  was  altogether 
wrong,  as  he  ventured  to  think.  They 
could  not  give  loss  than  fifteen  days  for 
the  purpose  of  examining  the  claims  and 
preparing  cases.  The  Solicitor  General 
had  somewhat  sneered  at  the  preparation 
of  cases  for  the  Eevising  Barrister  ;  but,  if 
the  revision  was  to  be  a  reality  it  was  ab- 
solutely essential  that  persons  should  have 
time  allowed  them  to  prepare  for  coming 
before  the  tribunal,  and  to  consider  in  what 
shape  the  case  should  be  framed.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  gave  the  25th  of  No- 
rember  as  the  time  for  the  assembling  of 
the  new  Parliament.  But  to  attain  this 
result  he  first  omitted  five  days,  and  after- 
wards another  period  of  fifteen  days.  Add- 
ing them  together  it  brought  them  to  the 
10th  of  December,  the  exact  period  named 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sir  Robert  Collier 


Kilmarnock  as  the  earliest  period  for  the 
meeting  of  the  new  Parliament.  It  was 
extremely  undesirable  that  the  House 
should  deceive  themselves  in  this  matter, 
however  anxious  they  might  be  for  the 
assembling  of  a  new  Parliament ;  and  it 
therefore  deserved  consideration  whether 
it  was  worth  while  having  an  autumnal 
Session  this  year  at  all  or  not.  Upon  that 
point  ho  offered  no  opinion.  There  could 
be  no  question  that  the  coming  registration 
would  be  infinitely  more  difficult  and  bur- 
densome than  any  which  had  preceded  it, 
not  excepting  the  first  under  the  old  He- 
form  Act.  Therefore,  he  supposed  it  was 
that  a  clause  had  been  introduced  into  the 
Reform  Act  extending  the  registration 
from  the  end  of  November  to  the  end  of 
December.  Yet  the  time  now  proposed  for 
carrying  it  out  was  less  than  on  any  pre- 
vious occasion.  It  could  not  be  satisfac- 
tory to  the  new  constituencies  to  find  that 
the  process  of  registration  must  be  squeezed 
to  an  extent  altogether  unprecedented. 
Although  he  did  not  deny  that  the  regis-  * 
tration  appeals  need  not  be  decided  pre- 
vious to  an  election,  it  certainly  would  be 
convenient  to  have  them  disposed  of.  The 
appeals  under  this  new  system  would  be 
numerous,  and  roust  involve  many  difficult 
and  important  questions,  upon  which  it  was 
possible  that  several  of  the  Revising  Barris- 
ters might  hold  different  views.  Take  one 
point — whether  payment  of  rates  by  the 
landlord  is  to  be  considered  payment  by 
the  tenant.  In  point  of  law,  he  believed 
that  no  doubt  whatever  existed  on  the 
point ;  but  possibly  some  of  the  Revising 
Barristers  might  decide  otherwise,  and  such 
a  decision,  if  it  were  given,  must  affect  the 
franchise  possibly  of  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  persons.  He,  therefore,  thought  it  ex- 
tremely desirable  that  the  judgments  of 
the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  should  be  had 
on  the  disputed  cases  before  the  list  was 
finally  made  out,  though  he  did  not  insist  on 
that  as  a  sine  qtid  non.  If  this  question 
were  not  decided  by  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  it  might  come  before  Election  Com- 
mittees, where  they  would  get  different 
decisions,  and  not  arrive  at  the  truth  with- 
out the  expenditure  of  a  great  deal  of  time 
and  a  good  deal  of  money.  But  if  any  dis- 
solution could  be  obtained  at  a  sufficiently 
early  period  for  a  working  aatumnal  Ses- 
sion, he,  for  one,  should  not  insist  oo 
having  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Com- 
mon Pleas  taken  before  the  General  Elec- 
tion. He  did  not  make  these  remarks  for 
the  sake   of  obstructioni   but  aimply  to 
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proof.  The  fears  expresaed  in  tliat  House 
on  the  subject  of  registration  were  purely 
imaginary. 

LOTTERY  ACT.- QUESTION. 

Lord  EDWARD  HOWARD  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whe- 
ther ho  thinks  it  proper  that  the  Penal 
Clauses  of  the  Lottery  Act  should  be  en- 
forced  in  respect  to  drawings  of  prizes  for 
purely  charitable  objects  ?  His  reason  for 
calling  attention  to  this  subject  was  his 
haying  received  a  loiter  from  the  Treasury 
warning  him  that  he  was  liable  to  a  penalty 
of  £500  for  being  connected  with  a  lottery. 
That  was  a  thing  which  might  abash  most 
people.  He  was  patron  of  a  bazaar  for 
charitable  purposes,  one  of  the  attractions 
of  which  was  a  lottery  or  drawing  for 
prizes,  and  that  being  so  he  considered  it 
ought  not  to  have  been  taken  notice  of  in 
that  strong  official  manner.  The  12  Oeo.ll., 
c.  28  —  after  referring  to  the  Act  of 
William  III. — was  passed,  according  to  the 
Preamble,  for  the  more  effectually  prevent 
ing  exccRBive  and  deceitful  gaming  ;  but 
how  a  raffle  for  a  charitable  purpose  could 
come  under  that  denomination  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  conceive.  The  fine  of  £500  was 
imposed  under  the  42  Oeo,  III.,  c.  119, 
and  besides  that  the  Act  characterized 
every  person  who  took  part  in  these  raffles 
as  '*  a  rogue  and  vagabond.*'  Another  Act 
aimed  at  preventing  the  practice  of  set- 
ting up  in  places  of  ppblio  resort  what 
were  known  as  **  little  goes."  It  also  pro- 
vided for  the  extinction  of  "little  goes." 
Now,  when  he  was  at  Cambridge,  he  be- 
lieved it  was  not  considered  dishonourable 
for  those  to  take  a  "  little  go  "  who  could 
not  take  a  great  go,  and  that  it  in  no 
way  interfered  with  taking  high  posi- 
tions in  after  life.  By  the  6  &  7  Will. 
IV.,  which  related  chiefly  to  foreign  and 
other  lotteries,  a  penalty  of  £50  attached 
to  the  printer  for  printing  and  publish- 
ing the  notices,  and  by  the  8  &  9  Vict., 
which  recites  the  7  Will.  IV.,  which  was 
passed  to  put  an  end  to  actions  brought 
by  informers,  the  putting  the  terrors  of 
the  law  into  force  was  removed  from  them 
and  placed  at  the  discretion  of  the  Attorney 
General,  the  Solicitor  General,  and  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown.  He  believed  that 
that  discretion  had  been,  on  the  whole, 
wisely  exorcised,  but  ho  was  unfortunately 
the  victim  in  a  case  which  he  believed  was 
an  improper  exception  to  the  rule.  Those 
Acts  were,  in  his  opinion,  framed  for  the 
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-  purpose  of  stopping  actual  gambling  — 
lotteries  likely  to  ruin  the  people ;  but  it 
was  never  intended  that  the  law  should 
apply  to  lotteries  at  bazaars  for  charitable 
purposes.  It  was  well  known  that  the 
movers  in  most  commendable  plans  for  en- 
couraging art  were  amenable  to  the  law  as 
it  originally  stood,  and  a  speeial  Act  had 
to  bo  passed  exempting  Art  Unions  from 
the  penalties  of  the  Lottery  Act.  On  the 
same  grounds,  or  rather  on  much  stronger 
grounds,  he  contended  that  those  who  took 
part  in  schemes  for  aiding  philanthropic 
institutions  should  also  be  exempted.  The 
case  in  which  he  had  been  summoned  was 
no  uncommon  one.  The  managers  of  the 
Shiffnall  Roman  Catholio  Reformatory 
School— a  school  recognized  by  the  Go- 
vernment and  approved  of  by  the  GoTom- 
ment  Inspector  —  had  incurred  a  debt  of 
£2,000  for  the  purpose  of  better  carrying 
out  the  regulations  of  the  establishment ; 
and  in  order  to  raise  that  sum  it  was  pro- 
posed to  hold  a  bazaar,  and  one  of  the 
attractions  was  a  lottery,  and  it  was  be- 
cause he  was  connected  with  this  scheme 
that  he  had  been  stigmatized  as  a  rogue 
and  a  Tagabond.  The  school  had  hitherto 
worked  well,  and  been  of  great  public  ad- 
vantage ;  and  it  was  too  bad  that  those 
who  took  an  interest  in  reforming  juvenile 
criminals  and  thereby  conferred  a  benefit 
on  the  public,  should  have  this  slap  in  the 
face  in  the  shape  of  a  threat  of  £500 
penalty  in  carrying  out  so  desirable  ao 
object.  It  was  very  singular  that  the 
patrons  of  this  bazaar  should  have  been 
siugled  out  for  the  wrath  of  the  Treasury. 
Some  said  that  only  Roman  Catholic  in- 
stitutions were  proceeded  against  on  this 
account,  he  disclaiming  any  such  opinion ; 
but  ho  held  in  his  hand  a  ticket  for  a 
*•  Grand  Volunteer  Prize-drawing,"  not 
100  miles  away,  and  he  was  not  snre  he 
had  not  incurred  another  penalty  of  £500 
in  having  it  in  his  possession.  He  fband 
that  the  drawing  was  patronised  by  several 
mayors,  three  Members  of  Parliament,  and 
one  or  two  baronets  ;  and  he  had  been  in« 
formed  by  one  of  the  Members  of  Parlia* 
ment  that  he  had  not  received  any  warning 
from  the  Treasury.  Lecturers  had  been 
going  about  the  country  propounding  the 
most  indecent  doctrines  to  young  men  and 
women,  under  the  auspices  of  a  society 
which  called  itself  an  electoral  union  ;  and, 
although  their  path  was  bestrewed  with 
indecency,  although  they  produced  bad 
feeling  between  different  classes  of  people, 
and  although  their  progress  latterly  had 
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worth  while  retaining  the  statutes  against 
lotteries  it  was  almost  impossible  to  pro- 
secute, in  a  case  that  was  thought  to  be  a 
bad  one,  when  people  could  turn  round  and 
say  that  a  number  of  so-called  charitable 
lotteries  wore  overlooked.  He  could  not 
express  any  opinion  as  to  whether  it  would 
or  would  not  be  expedient  to  alter  the  law 
so  as  to  legalize  lotteries  for  charitable 
objects  ;  but  he  was  quite  sure  there  was 
no  partizanship  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment against  Roman  Catholic  lotteries. 
Notice  was  given  on  all  occasions  that  it 
was  found  the  laws  against  lotteries  were 
going  to  bo  infringed,  whether  the  lottery 
was  for  a  good  purpose,  or  whether,  as  was 
too  often  the  case,  it  was  established  to 
carry  out  a  considerable  scheme  of  fraud. 

Main  Question,  **  ThaC  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £32,760,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Public  Offices'  Site. 

Mb.  GOLDNEY  said,  ho  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  manner  in  which  the  sites 
of  public  buildings  were  purchased.  The 
practical  result  of  the  system  was  that  the 
surveyors  were  restricted  in  the  amount 
they  had  to  spend,  and  the  purchase  of  the 
land  they  had  to  deal  with.  The  property 
was  dealt  with  in  sections,  and  as  soon  as 
section  A  was  purchased  section  B  was 
quadrupled  in  value.  He  thought  it  would 
be  much  better  to  vote  the  requisite  sum 
and  take  the  land  at  once,  and  suggested 
the  propriety  of  postponing  the  Vote  and 
bringing  in  a  supplementary  estimate. 

Mr.  CO  VVPER  said,  he  thought  it  would 
be  unwise  to  purchase  and  clear  land  that 
might  never  be  wanted  ;  and  that  it  would 
bo  unfair  to  the  tenants  of  buildings  to 
get  rid  of  them  before  the  property  was 
actually  required  for  public  purposes.  He 
wished  to  know  what  immediate  use  was 
to  be  made  of  the  site  to  be  acquired;  and 
alsowhether  the  architect  had  completed  the 
buildings  he  had  commenced;  and  whether 
the  new  offices  about  to  be  erected  formed 
part  of  the  whole  design  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
thought  tlio  suggestions  of  his  hou.  Friend 
(Mr.  Goldney)  deserved  consideration.  He 
was  not  wedded  theoretically  to  the  present 
aysteni  of  land  purchases,  but  it  was  neces- 
Bary  under  the  existing  mode  of  keeping 
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public  accounts,  which  was  approved  of  by 
men  of  great  financial  ability.  So  long  as 
the  custom  prevailed  at  the  Treasury  of 
taking  back  those  portions  of  the  Votes  not 
really  expended  up  to  the  3Ist  March,  he 
did  not  see  how  the  system  advocated  by 
his  hon.  Friend  could  be  carried  into  prac- 
tical effect.  With  regard  to  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Cow  per 's)  Question,  the 
Commission  had  been  at  work  up  to  the 
other  day,  and  the  final  Report  wonld  be  in 
print  in  the  course  of  a  few  days.  It  was 
proposed  to  devote  the  open  space  at  the 
Foreign  Office  to  the  Colonial  and  Home 
Offices,  and  Mr.  Scott  had  been  appointed 
architect  to  them. 

Mb.  Alderman  LUSK  recommended  the 
noble  Lord  to  purchase  whatever  land 
would  be  required  by  the  Government  at 
once,  and  not  in  driblets. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £11,764,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Probate  Court  and  Registries. 

(3.)  £23,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Public  Record  Repository. 

(4.)  £44,000,  to  complete  the  som  for 
National  Gallery  Enlargement. 

Mr.  la  yard  said,  of  all  the  architee- 
tural  blunders  which  had  ever  been  com- 
mitted in  this  country  that  connected  with 
Burlington  House  was  the  most  consider- 
able.  In  order  to  preserve  the  house  entire, 
a  large  space  of  ground  had  been  sacrificed, 
and  after  all  the  building  itself  would  be 
80  altered  as  to  retain  few  of  its  original 
features.  The  House  of  Commons  having 
decided  that  the  new  National  Gallery 
should  be  built  on  its  present  site,  it  had 
been  determined  that  rooms  for  the  Royal 
Academy,  for  the  London  University,  and 
for  the  learned  societies  should  be  built  at 
Burlington  House,  but  instead  of  building 
them  in  one  group  under  one  architect,  and 
having  one  design,  three  architects  bid 
been  employed,  and  there  were  three  de- 
signs. The  London  University  was  in  a 
fair  way  of  being  finished.  The  Royal  Aca- 
demy was  nearly  completed,  and  he  believed 
that  the  annual  exhibition  would  be  held 
there  next  year;  but  the  building  for  the 
learned  societies  was  not  yet  commenced. 
It  was  now  found  necessary,  in  order  to 
reconcile  Burlington  House  with  the  build- 
ings around  it,  that  it  should  be  made  into 
something  else.  It  was  to  have  another 
story,  and  at  the  bottom  an  arcade,  a  ridi- 
culous and  absurd  thing,  after  ao  great  a  sa- 
crifice had  been  made  to  keep  the  bmlding 
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Committee   whether  a  now  story  was  to 
be  added  to  Burlington  House. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said  there 
had  been  no  alteration  in  the  plans  ex- 
]iibited  last  year,  which  included  the  erec- 
tion of  an  additional  story. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(5.)  £22,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
University  of  London,  Buildings. 

Mn.  LAYARD  inquired  whether  there 
was  any  intention  of  opening  Vigo  Street 
for  carriage  traffic  when  tho  building  was 
completed  ?  The  thoroughfare  was  very 
much  blocked  up  at  present. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that  all 
street  improvements  had  been  handed  over 
to  tho  local  authorities  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mb.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  objected 
to  public  buildings  being  erected  in  situa- 
tions which  had  no  approaches  to  them. 
He  disapproved  altogether  of  leaving  the 
question  of  approaches  in  the  hands  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 

Mr.  M.  CHAMBERS  also  complained 
of  the  difficulty  there  would  be  of  getting 
to  the  new  buildings,  and  suggested  that 
the  different  bodies  interested  should  come 
to  some  arrangement  for  providing  greater 
facilities  of  access. 

Mr.  COWPER  said,  he  conld  not  al- 
^ow  tho  Committee  to  entertain  the  idea 
that  the  University  of  London  would  be 
placed  in  an  inaccessible  position.  The 
fact  was  it  was  in  one  of  tho  best  posi- 
tions to  be  found  in  London.  It  was  not 
in  a  thorough  faro  where  carriages  were 
continually  passing  and  making  noise;  but 
that  was  so  much  the  better.  The  way 
to  get  to  it  from  Regent  Street  would  be 
through  New  Burlington  Street.  With 
respect  to  Vigo  Street,  it  was  so  narrow 
that  scarcely  any  advantage  would  be 
gained  by  opening  it.  If  this  was  a 
matter  which  concerned  the  general  traffic 
of  tho  metropolis,  the  making  of  new  ap- 
proaches devolved  upon  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  and  the  parishes,  and  not 
upon  the  Government. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that  all 
the  carnages  coming  either  to  the  Royal 
Academy  or  the  learned  societies  would 
approach  through  Piccadilly.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  London  University  did  not  require  the 
same  kind  of  access  as  other  public  build- 
ings. In  all  the  communications  which  he 
had  had  with  tho  aathorities  of  the  London 
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University  since  the  site  was  aelectod  they 
had  never  suggested  that  additional  meaai 
of  access  were  required. 

Sir  COLM an  O'LOGHLBN  remarked, 
that  the  University  of  London  had  bad  a 
Member  given  to  it,  and  there  might  be  a 
contested  election. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(6.)  £8,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Chapter  House,  Westminster. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  ho  wished  to 
know  what  use  would  bo  made  of  this 
Chapter  House  for  which  bo  much  money 
was  wanted  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the 
building  when  restored  would  be  used  as  a 
Chapter  House. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  inquired,  whe* 
ther  any  public  benefit  whatever  would  be 
derived  from  this  outlay,  or  was  the  monej 
to  be  expended  solely  for  the  adrantage  of 
the  Dean  and  Chapter?  Ho  had  been 
told  that  this  restoration  would  be  a  very 
elaborate  thing,  and  ho  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  able  to  explain  what  it  wm 
for.  It  was  all  very  well  to  put  their  hands 
into  their  own  pockets  to  gratify  a  peculiar 
taste  ;  but  it  was  a  aerious  matter  to  pat 
their  hands  deeply  into  the  public  parse 
for  the  purpose  of  decorating  a  fancy  place 
like  that  at  the  cost  of  the  nation. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  that  some  years 
ago,  before  either  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Alderman  Lusk)  or  himself  had  come  into 
Parliament,  there  had  been  a  good  deal  of 
discussion  on  this  subject,  and  it  had  beeo 
determined  to  vote  £25,000  for  restoring 
the  Chapter  House  as  a  work  of  art.  The 
present  Vote  was  the  annual  instalment  of 
that  sum.  That  being  so,  he  did  not  think 
it  competent  for  hon.  Members  to  enter  oa 
the  subject  now. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  corrobo- 
rated this  statement. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(7.)  £25,400,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
New  Palace  at  Westminster,  Acquisition 
of  Land. 

Mb.  GOLDNEY  said,  that  this  land 
was  to  be  acquired  for  tho  purpose  of 
making  a  decorative  garden  at  the  end  of 
tho  Palace.  He  hoped  that  the  freeholds 
would  be  purchased,  as  tenancy  would  be 
objectionable.  But  as  this  might  be  termed 
a  fancy  Vote,  he  hoped  the  GoTernment 
would  give  directions  that  th^  rest  of  the 
land  should  be  acquired  as  the  interesta  fell 
iu  very  gradually. 
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But  if  it  eould  not  be  preserTed  in  its  io- 
tegrity  it  had  better  not  bo  preserved 
nt  all. 

Mr.  DBNMAN'  sQid,  be  had  Tery  often 
poetcd  an  CTcning  listening  to  diacuBsionB 
of  tiiis  kind,  though  be  bad  not  taken  part 
in  them.  He  boped  tbat  the  noble  Lord 
would  ba  guided  in  the  matter  bj  con- 
siderations of  economy,  vrbich  did  not  Beem 
to  bo  much  regarded  by  pereone  of  (cathetic 
tastei.  This  Tery  night  it  bad  been  recom- 
mended tbat  St.  Margaret's  Church  should 
be  pulled  donn  i  but  it  seemed  to  him  that 
itwoald  be  an  act  of  reckleis  extraTagance 
(0  incnr  the  expense  of  destroying  that 
building  merely  because  ils  appearance 
offended  a  few  extremely  fastidious  eyes. 
With  regard  to  Burlington  House  it  nould 
be  extravagant  to  preserve  it  on  seathctic 
grounds  alone  and  alill  more  extravagant 
to  tinker  it.  If,  in  either  caac,  it  ivas  not 
fit  for  the  purpose  for  ivhich  it  was  in- 
tended t  if  It  should  be  found  not  worth 
retaining,  he  boped  that  it  would  not  be 
preserved  merely  from  r  regard  for  its 
reputation  as  a  apeeimen  of  classical  ar- 
ohitccture;  but,  if  well  suited  for  the  object 
desired,  be  did  not  see  why  it  should  be 
pulled  down. 

Mr.  BENTINCE  said  his  faon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Denman)  misrepre- 
sented him,  because  if  there  was  one  thing 
against  which  ho  conlinunlly  protested,  it 
was  expenditure  on  lesthetio  grounda. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that  the 
main  suggestion  which  had  been  made  in 
the  discuBsiou  would  be  fatal  to  the  whole 
scheme  and  absolulelj  imprnciicnble.  If 
he  had  the  least  ide&  that  Burlington 
House  would  have  been  brouglit  into  the 
discussion  ho  would  have  had  nil  the  plans 
and  elevations  brought  down,  in  order  that 
hoD.  Members  wight  see  what  had  been 
proposed  and  sanctionei]  last  year.  Before 
tlie  Government  took  any  Vote  upon  it  thej 
clearly  oiplaineil  what  they  proposed  to  do. 
As  far  as  the  Royal  Academy  was  con- 
cerned, what  was  proposed  was  that  they 
should  at  their  own  expense  build  rooma 
in  the  rear  of  Burlington  Houae.  The  i 
Academy  had  executed  their  part  of  the  ' 
contract,  and  the  buildings  were  nearly  ^ 
completed ;  and  they  would  shonly  enter  i 
into  possession  of  Burlington  House  and 
the  ground  behind  under  a  lease  for  a  long 
term  of  years.  The  Roynl  Academy  had  , 
undertaken  to  re-model  Burlington  House 
according  to  the  plans  oihlbiled  in  tbo 
Library  last  Session.  As  soon  as  iho  Koyal 
Bociety  could  make  way  fur  (he  Acadouiy, 
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I  the  latter  would  take  poeietaioii.  No 
;  money  was  being  spent  on  Builtngton  House 
!  itself  by  the  Government.  The  Committee 
I  were  not  asked  to  vote  a  single  sixpence 
for  that  purpose.  All  the  Government  bad 
undertaken  to  do  was  to  build  on  the  sides 
of  Burlington  House  aocomniodatiou  for 
the  learned  societies.  There  would  be  a 
fine  archway  in  front,  through  which 
Burlington  House  would  be  seen  from 
Piccadilly. 
Uit.  AYRTON  asked  whether  the 
^  Moorish  brick  buildings  would  be  covered 
I  by  the  buildings  proposed  to  be  erected? 
,  Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  replied  that 
;  when  the  new  buildings  were  erected  the 
brick  buildings  of  which  the  hoa.  Member 
complained  would  be  hidden. 
Vole  agreed  lo. 

(9.)  £23,905,  to  complete  the  aum  for 
Sheriff  Court  Houaoa,  Scotland. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  complained  that  the 
sum  aaked  was  in  excess  of  the  Esti- 
mate. The  original  Estimate  having  been 
£103,000,  £118,000  bad  been  voted  al- 
ready, and  £2o.000  was  wanted  this  year. 
Mr.  SCLATER  BOOTH  said,  that  the 
;  Estimate  had  certainly  been  exceeded,  bat 
the  Government  had  a  strict  eye  on  these 
works  with  a  view  to  keeping  down  ex- 
penditure. The  charge  was  nndertaken 
because  half  the  cost  of  County  Courts  in 
England  is  borne  by  the  Conaolidaled 
Fund. 

CoLo»EL  FRENCH  asked  why  Scotland 
should  receive  one-holf  the  costs  of  these 
Courts,  while  Ireland  pays  the  whole  eoit 
of  analogous  Courts  ? 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  hoped 
"  [he  act  of  justice  to  Scotland  "  would  be 
emulated  in  reference  lo  Ireland. 

Mr.  SCLATRR-BOOTH  did  not  intend 
to  represent  the  Vote  as  an  "act  of  justice 
to  Scotland." 
Vote  agreed  to 

(10.)  £,^1,252,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Rotes  for  Government  Properly. 

(1 1.)  £77,470,  to  complete  the  aum  for 
Post  Office  and  Inland  Revenue  Buildings. 

(12.)  £10,000,  New  Home  and  Colonial 
Offices. 

(13.)  Motion   made,  and  Question  pro- 

"  Tliat  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £30,000,  be  grantsd 
lo  Her  Mnjostj,  to  ilefray  the  Cliarge  wliioh  will 
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Mb.  CRAUFURD  said,  that  the  pro- 
posal was  in  strict  accordance  with  the 
principle  upon  whicli  the  Education  Grant 
was  distributed  througiiout  the  country — 
namely,  in  the  encouragement  of  local 
subscriptions.  In  this  case,  munificent 
subscriptions  had  been  raised  in  the  city  of 
Glasgow  itself,  and  to  reject  the  Vote  would 
have  very  much  the  aspect  of  a  breach  of 
faith. 

Motion,  by  lea?e,  withdraion. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(14.)  £3,200,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Wellington  Monument. 

Mr.  LAYARD  asked  for  explanations. 
He  did  not  wish  to  say  a  word  against  Mr. 
StephenSi  whom  he  belicYcd  to  be  a  man 
of  considerable  talent ;  but  it  was  plain, 
from  the  number  of  years  that  had  passed, 
and  from  the  amount  voted  in  excess  of  the 
original  Estimate,  that  there  must  have 
been  considerable  laxity  when  the  contract 
was  originallj  entered  into.  The  original 
Estimate  was  £14,000 ;  £22,800  had 
been  voted,  part  of  which,  however,  had 
not  been  spent. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  ho  was 
happy  to  be  able  to  return  a  satisfactory 
answer  to  the  question.  Mr.  Stephens 
was  making  very  rapid  progress  with  the 
completion  of  the  work,  and  hoped  in  a 
short  time  to  commence  the  necessary  pre- 
parations in  St.  Paul's. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(15.)  £1,000.  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Palmerston  Monument. 

Mb.  BENTINCK  expressed  a  desire 
for  information.  What  was  to  be  the 
nature  of  the  monument,  and  who  was  to 
be  the  sculptor  ?  When  they  saw  the 
lamentable  memorials  erected  to  the  me- 
mory of  such  men  as  Mr.  Cobden,  Sir 
George  Cornewall  Lewis,  Mr.  Thackeray, 
and  others,  they  could  not  help  feeling  un- 
easy as  to  the  character  of  any  proposed 
additions.  Westminster  Abbey  was  choke- 
full  already  ;  and  the  question  really  was, 
whether  it  would  not  be  bettor  to  remove 
to  a  different  site  the  memorials  of  all  who 
were  not  actually  buried  within  the  Abbey 
precincts  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that  the 
IIouso,  upon  the  occasion  of  the  lamented 
death  of  Lord  Palmerston,  gave  expres- 
sion, in  a  practical  manner,  to  its  desire 
that  some  fitting  memorial  of  that  states- 
man should  be  erected.     No  portion  of  the 
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money  then  voted  had  been  expended  ; 
and,  accordingly,  it  became  necessary  to 
re-vote  the  amount  this  year.  The  artist 
selected  was  Mr.  Jackson. 

Mr.  LAYARD  asked  the  noble  Lord, 
having  regard  to  the  number  of  failures 
winch  had  taken  place  in  our  public  sta- 
tues, to  give  an  undertaking  that  a  cast 
should  be  erected  in  Westminster  Abbey 
before   the  statue  itself  was  executed. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(16.)  £133,259,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Public  Buildings,  Ireland. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSR  said  he  had  last 
year  called  attention  to  an  item  of  £500 
for  "  catching  rats,  inspecting  fire-engines, 
and  sweeping  chimneys."  This  year  the 
rats  had  disappeared,  and  all  these  items 
were  put  down  under  the  head  of  *'  Mis- 
cellaneous Expenditure."  He  objected  to 
this  method  of  keeping  accounts,  as  de- 
ceptive, and  unworthy  of  a  great  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  G.  MORRIS,  referring  to  the  por- 
tion of  the  Vote  applicable  to  Coastguard 
stations  in  Ireland,  hoped  that  some  im- 
provement would  be  eflfected  in  these 
dwellings,  the  condition  of  which,  in  many 
instances  upon  the  West  coast  of  Ireland, 
was  really  disgraceful. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTII  said  that  a 
larger  portion  of  this  Vote  would  be  ap- 
plied to  the  purpose  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mr.  G.  morris  said,  what  he  com- 
plained of  was,  that  no  portion  of  it  seemed 
to  bo  intended  for  the  Coastguard  stations 
in  the  West  of  Ireland. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(17.)  £6,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Queen's  University,  Ireland. 

(18.)  £4,300,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Ulster  Canal. 

In  reply  to  Colonel  French, 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTn  said,  the  Ul- 
ster Canal  had  come  into  the  possession  of 
the  Government  in  consequence  of  those 
interested  in  the  Canal  having  failed  to  pay 
interest  on  the  sums  advanced  to  them  by 
the  Government.  He  regretted  to  say  that 
the  attempt  to  induce  tho  Canal  Company 
to  complete  the  canal  works  had  been  so 
far  unsuccessful. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGnLEN  observed 
that  the  sum  now  asked  for  was  only  part 
of  an  amount  which  had  been  sanctioned 
by  Act  of  Parliament. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
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Eahl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  thought 
the  Qovernment  had    takea    the  wisest 
course  in  withdrawing  a  Bill  which  they 
liad  no  hope  of  carrying  this  Session,  and 
he  congratulated  the  Lord  President  on  the 
personal  relief  which  he  must  feel.     The 
Lord  President  (the  Duke  of  Marlborough) 
had  admitted  the  justice  of  the  suspicion 
expressed  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Harrowby)  and  by  himself  that  the  Bill 
presented  to  the  House  was  only  a  portion 
of  that  which  was  originally  drafted  for 
consideration,  and  was  in  fact  only  a  por- 
tion of  a  much  larger  measure  of  education 
which  must  sooner  or  later  be  taken  into 
consideration,   and    his    sound  judgment 
must  make  him  feel  the  inadequacy  of  the 
portion  embodied  in  this  Bill  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  those  interested  in  the  ex- 
tension of  education.     It  would,  moreover, 
have  been  a  difficult  task  to  defend  the 
majority  of  the  details  in  the  Committee. 
There  were,  however,   some   clauses    to 
which  no  objection  had  been  made,  and 
against  which  no  Amendments  had  been 
threatened,  but  which;   on  the  contrary, 
had  been  generally  approved  by  nearly  all 
who  had  taken  part  in  the  two  previous 
debates.    Such  were  the  proposals  respect- 
ing **  evening  schools,''  **  secular  schools," 
and  **  building  grants."     But  at  the  same 
time  very  strong  objections  had  been  made 
to  embodying  minute  regulations  such  as 
these  in  a  Bill,  instead  of  embodying  them 
from  time  to  time  in  Minutes  to  be  then 
submitted  to  Parliament  for  their  sanction. 
But,  whether  these  objections  were  right 
or  wrong,  it  would  be  very  hard,  now  the 
Government  had    withdrawn    their  Bill, 
that  the  promoters  of  schools  should  be 
deprived  of  the  advantages  which  they 
would  enjoy  if,  in  accordance  with  the  or- 
dinary practice,  these  proposals  had  already 
been  embodied  in  Minutes.     He  wished 
to  know  what  course  the  Lord  President 
meant  to  pursue  on  this  point.     There 
was  also  another  question  of  greater  import- 
ance.    He  was  not  going  to  inflict  on  the 
House  the  speech  he  might  have  made  on 
moving  his  Amendment  on  the  Conscience 
Clause;  but  he  wished  to  point  out  the 
difficulty  in  which  the  Government  were 
placed,  and  the  only  way  in  which  he 
thought  they  could  advantageously  meet 
it.     The  principle  of  Conscience  Clauses 
had  been  adopted   by  the  Committee  of 
Council  ever  since  1846;  but  it  was  the 
lato  Lord  Salisbury  and  Mr.  Adderley  who 
first  had  the  credit  of  practically  applying 
it  to  a  certain  number  of  Church  schools. 
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They  in  certain  cases  refused  to  make 
Grants   to   schools  unless  the   promoters 
agreed  to  insert  in  the  trust  deeds  one  of 
two  Conscience  Clauses.    The  same  system 
was  followed  during  the  Governments  of 
Lords  Palmerston  and  Eussell  ;    and  be 
believed,  but  was  not  sure,  that  no  devia- 
tion had  been  made  from  it  by  either  of 
the  noble  Dukes  who  since  had  presided 
over  the   Council.     An  important  step, 
however,  had  been  lately  taken  ;  the  Bill 
which  had  been  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment contained  a  Conscience  Clause,  and 
the  Bill  was  supported  by  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  chiefly  because  it  contained 
that  clause.    Some  of  his  (Earl  Granville's) 
Friends  had  desired  to  divide  against  the 
Bill;   but  he  ventured  to  disuade  them 
from  doing  so  on  its  second  reading,  partly 
because  it  was  not  inconsistent  with  a 
much  larger  measure,  but  chiefly  because 
it  established  the  principle  of  applying  a 
Conscience  Clause  to  some  Church  schools. 
His  Friends  yielded  to  that  argument,  and 
no  one  objected  to  the  construction  he  had 
put  on  it.     That  Vote,  in  his  opinion,  was 
fatal  to  all  the  abstract  objections  to  a 
Conscience  Clause.    He  had  looked  over 
the  famous  Seventeen  Reasons  against  a 
Conscience  Clause  that  very  morning,  and 
he  had  found  that  Vote  was  absolutely 
fatal  to  them  all.    None  of  their  Loi*dships 
could  pretend  now  that  there  was  a  com- 
pact between  the  Executive  and  the  Church 
which  could  not  be  broken,  or  that  no 
clergyman    could    receive    a   Conscience 
Clause  without  detriment  to  his  conscience, 
and  that  no  Government  or  Parliament 
could  impose  such  a  burden  on  a  clergy- 
man.    All  that  now  remained  was  a  ques- 
tion of  degree  and  expediency,  and  not  of 
principle.      The  Government  had  aban- 
doned the  Bill.     What  course   did  they 
now  intend  to  pursue  with  respect  to  a 
Conscience  Clause?     The  great  difficulty 
he  had  felt  in  answering  the  objections  of 
those  hostile  to  a  Conscience  Clause  was  to 
explain  why  he  had  not  procured  Parlia- 
mentary sanction  for  it.     When  examined 
before  the   Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  the  following  Question  was  put 
to  him  by  the  present  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Sir  John  Pakington) : — 

**  May  I  take  the  liberty  of  .isking  why,  as  the 
head  of  the  Department,  you  did  not  in  the  case 
of  the  Conscience  Clause,  as  in  the  case  of  other 
important  changes  in  the  practice  of  the  Office, 
place  the  question  before  Parliament  ?" 

He  (Earl  Granville)  answered— 
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of  CommonBy  would  facilitate  the  passing 
of  the  Education  Votes.  If  questioned  it 
would  give  the  Government  the  luxury  of 
finding  themselves  in  an  enormous  ma- 
jority, and  it  would  tend  more  than  any- 
thing else  to  arrest  the  current  which  was 
beginning  to  flow  against  a  denomina- 
tional system  —  and  consequently  against 
the  Church  of  England — in  favour  of  a 
purely  secular  one. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  that,  so  far 
from  the  clause  having  been  generally 
accepted,  as  the  noble  Earl  had  stated,  the 
schools  of  the  National  Society  and  nearly 
all  the  Church  schools  in  the  country  were 
exempted  from  its  operation. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
that  the  Endowed  Schools  Act,  on  which 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  so  much 
relied,  did  not,  in  point  of  fact,  contain 
any  Conscience  Clause  at  all.  It  merely 
laid  down  the  rule,  and  left  the  particular 
form  of  Conscience  Clause  to  be  afterwards 
adopted.  A  form  had  been  prescribed  by 
the  Education  Department ;  and  the  Go- 
vernment, after  due  consideration,  had 
proposed  another,  which  they  thought 
would  be  an  improvement,  and  which, 
after  consultation  with  the  heads  of  the 
Church,  had  been  accepted  by  them,  and 
by  others  who  were  unwilling  to  accept 
that  now  in  use,  and  who  were  equally 
opposed  to  that  supported  by  the  noble 
E^l.  '  As,  however,  it  was  not  possible 
to  obtain  the  assent  of  Parliament  to  it, 
there  would  be  no  deviation  from  the  pre- 
sent practice,  nor  was  it  intended  that 
there  should  be  any  deviation  from  the 
principles  at  present  acted  upon  by  the 
Education  Department,  without  the  direct 
sanction  of  the  Legislature.  As  to  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Earl  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  lay  on  the  table  of  either 
House  a  Minute  embodying  bis  views,  he 
could  only  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Minis* 
ters  had  no  such  intention.  He  could  only 
repeat  the  regret  that  Government  felt 
that  they  had  neither  the  opportunity  nor 
the  power  of  legislating  during  the  pre- 
sent  Session  on  the  subject  of  education. 

After  a  few   words   from  the  Earl  of 
AiauE, 

Order  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  Com- 
mittee on  Friday  next,  dUcharged, 
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REGULATION  OF  RAILWAYS  BILL. 
{The  Duke  of  Richmond,} 

(no.  95.)      BEPOET. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

Amendments  made. 

Clause  14  (Fares  to  be  posted  in  Sta- 
tions). 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY 
moved  an  Amendment  compelling  rail- 
way companies  to  print  on  each  ticket 
the  fare  for  the  journey  for  which  it  was 
issued. 

The  Duke  op  RICHMOND  declined 
to  assent  to  the  Amendment,  which  he 
regarded  as  unnecessary.  This  very  clause 
afforded  the  public  sufficient  protection, 
inasmuch  as  it  provided  that  a  list  of 
fares  should  be  exhibited  at  the  various 
railway  stations.  For  his  own  part  be 
very  much  doubted  whether  passengers 
were  often  cheated  in  purchasing  ti^eir 
tickets. 

The  Earl  op  CLANCARTY  supported 
the  Amendment.  He  thought,  amongst 
other  advat>tQges,  it  would  tend  to  facili- 
tate the  keeping  their  accounts. 

The  M^dTJKSs  op  SALISBURY  trusted 
that  their  Lordships  would  support  the 
Government  in  their  resistance  to  an 
Amendment  which  could  afford  no  addi- 
tional protection  to  the  public,  while  it 
would  entail  a  large  extra  expenditure  on 
the  railway  companies.  As  their  Lord- 
ships could  easily  understand,  the  tickets 
were  struck  off  in  large  numbers,  and,  as 
the  fares  were  continually  being  altered, 
with  each  change  the  tickets  not  issued 
would  have  to  be  destroyed.  On  one  oc- 
casion the  Great  Northern  Railway  Com- 
pany, having  made  an  extensive  alteration 
in  their  tariff,  had  to  destroy  no  less  than 
1,000,000  tickets,  which  had  become  use- 
less from  this  cause.  The  constant  ten- 
dency of  railway  fares  in  this  country  was 
to  become  lower  and  lower,  and  therefore 
it  would  be  detrimental  to  the  public  in- 
terest were  their  Lordships  to  discourage 
railway  companies  from  altering  their 
fares.  Upon  what  ground  did  their  Lord- 
ships propose  to  fix  this  expensive  regu- 
lation upon  commercial  undertakings  of 
this  description  ?  Could  the  noble  Lord 
who  proposed  the  Amendment  (Lord 
Stanley  of  Alderley)  adduce  any  evidence 
to  show  that  the  interest  of  the  public  had 
suffered  from  the  absence  of  such  a  provi- 
sion, which,  in  his  humble  opinion,  was 
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he  required.  He  did  not  believe  that  the 
public  would  be  at  all  benefited  by  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  noble  Earl ;  and  therefore  he  should 
adhere  to  the  clause  as  it  stood  in  the  Bill. 

Eael  grey  had  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  such  a  statement  as  he  required 
might  be  given  by  any  railway  company 
in  four  or  five  pages.  There  was  a  very 
general  belief  that  certain  charges  on  goods 
were  made  low  between  particular  dis- 
tricts to  conciliate  private  persons  who  had 
interest  on  particular  Boards  of  Directors. 
If  that  statement  was  unfounded,  it  would 
be  easy  to  contradict  it;  and  no  parties 
were  so  much  interested  in  having  the 
facts  well  ascertained  than  the  railway 
companies  themselves.  There  could  be 
no  real  difficulty  in  affording  aU  the  in- 
formation he  desired. 

Eael  FORTESCTTE  said,  he  must  con- 
firm the  statement  of  his  noble  Friend. 
Such  statements  had  been  made  to  him 
repeatedly;  and  when  the  Queen's  high- 
way had  been  practically  superseded,  when 
railway  companies  monopolized  the  traffic, 
and  were  tending  to  coalition  instead  of 
competition,  the  public  were  deeply  in- 
terested in  having  at  least  such  protection 
as  publicity  with  regard  to  charges  could 
give. 

The  Eabl  of  CLANCARTY  thought 
that,  especially  in  Ireland,  where  traffic 
was  undeveloped,  and  frequent  changes  in 
rates  must  be  made,  the  re-printing  of 
voluminous  statements  would  be  attended 
with  great  expense,  and  would  be  of  no 
value  whatever. 

LoBi)  COLVILLE  desired  to  draw  atten- 
tion  to  a  statement  which  had  been  drawn 
up  by  one  of  the  most  experienced  mana- 
gers of  railways  in  the  kingdom,  Mr. 
Seymour  Clarke,  for  the  purpose  of  show- 
iog  the  enormous  number  of  items  which 
must  be  comprised  in  the  book  of  rates 
required  on  the  Great  "Western  system. 
The  number  of  rates  between  the  various 
stations  would  be  500,000,  and  on  the 
London  and  North- "Western  system,  with 
600  stations,  they  would  be  10,000,000. 
Great  expense  would  necessarily  be  incurred 
by  the  publication  of  such  statements  and 
their  frequent  alteration,  and  he  did  not 
see  what  advantage  could  be  derived  from 
it. 

^  Lord  BELPER  said,  that  this  proposi- 
tion did  not  in  any  way  interfere  with  the 
management  of  railways.  Railway  com- 
panies at  present  could,  within  certain 
limits,  make  what  charges  they  liked  for 
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the  carriage  of  goods,  and  it  was  of  great 
importance  that  publicity  should  be  given 
to  their  rates.  The  public  depended  oa 
them  for  the  carriage  of  goods,  and  all  that 
was  wanted  was  that  the  public  should 
know  what  the  charges  were.  Public 
opinion  would  then  be  brought  to  bear 
upon  them.  It  was  a  subject  of  universal 
complaint  that  these  charges  were  very 
irregular  and  unjust,  favour  been  shown  to 
particular  parties.  If  such  complaints 
were  unfounded  no  parties  would  derive 
more  benefit  from  their  contradiction  than 
railway  directors  themselves.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  charges  were  true,  the 
best  mode  of  providing  a  remedy  against 
such  proceedings  was  by  bringing  public 
opinion  to  bear  on  them. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  sug- 
gested to  meet  the  objection  on  the  ground 
of  expense,  that  instead  of  adopting  the 
clause  proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  exactly 
as  it  stood,  it  would  perhaps  be  as  well  to 
require  the  Companies  to  publish  in  the 
first  place  a  standard  book  of  rates  and 
charges,  and  subsequently  to  print  only 
such  alterations  as  might  from  time  to  time 
be  made. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  said,  that  no 
confusion  arose  from  the  present  practice, 
for  persons  who  wished  to  send  goods  by  a 
railway  had  only  to  go  and  ask  the  statioa- 
master  what  was  the  rate  charged  at  the 
time.  On  the  other  hand,  if  a  printed 
book  of  the  rates  of  carriage  were  published 
the  rates  might  be  changed  at  the  end  of  a 
week,  and  then  the  book  would  either  be 
useless  to  or  would  mislead  the  persons 
who  had  bought  it. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  thought  that  the 
argument  in  favour  of  the  greatest  pub- 
licity possible  being  given  to  the  rates  of 
charge  by  railway  companies  very  strong. 

Lord  REDESDALE  was  of  opinion  that 
the  adoption  of  the  clause  would  have  a 
tendency  to  cause  railway  companies  to 
raise  the  rates  of  charge  instead  of  lowering 
them. 

On  Question  ?  their  Lordships  divided : 
— Contents  29;  Not-Contents  68:  Ma- 
jority 24. 
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to  consume  its  own  smoke,  the  terms  of 
the  Act  had  been  complied  with,  and 
quashed  the  conviction.  He  thought  that 
it  was  desirable  to  alter  the  existing  law 
as  little  as  possible.  He  therefore  should 
prefer  leaving  the  law  as  it  was,  making  it 
incumbent  upon  a  railway  company  to 
have  all  their  engines  so  constructed  as  to 
consume  their  own  smoke;  and  he  pro- 
posed that  where  an  engine  was  so  con- 
structed, but  failed  to  consume  its  own 
smoke  through  the  default  of  the  driver  or 
person  using  it,  every  person  guilty  of 
such  offence  be  liable  to  a  penalty  not  ex- 
ceeding 40«.  In  every  case  in  which  the 
engine  had  not  been  constructed  to  con- 
sume its  own  smoke  proceedings  might  be 
taken  against  the  company. 

Earl  GEEY  hoped  the  noble  Duke 
would  reconsider  the  decision  arrived  at. 
If  the  penalty  were  recoverable  merely 
against  the  engineers  and  stokers,  how 
were  the  persons  complaining  to  dis- 
cover the  persons  guilty  of  the  offence  ? 
Cases  had  been  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  noble  Duke  in  which  persons  had 
been  exposed  to  great  inconvenience;  and 
their  houses  rendered  almost  uninhabitable 
by  the  continuing  nuisance  of  engines 
vomiting  clouds  of  smoke.  Few  people 
liked  to  be  put  in  the  position  of  prose- 
cutors ;  but  one  gentleman,  who  had  taken 
up  the  question  energetically,  thereby 
made  himself  obnoxious  to  the  engine- 
drivers,  who  inflicted  upon  him  every 
petty  annoyance  they  could,  so  that  his 
house  became  almost  uninhabitable.  Hail- 
way  companies  had  a  remedy  in  their  own 
hands,  for  they  had  the  power  of  dismis- 
sing their  own  servants ;  whereas  the  only 
remedy  which  the  public  could  have  lay 
in  making  the  company  responsible.  In 
London  the  penalties  against  engines  which 
did  not  consume  their  own  smoke  had 
never  been  enforced,  till  the  duty  of  en- 
forcing them  was  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  police,  and  the  odium  thereby  removed 
from  private  prosecutors.  The  clause  of 
the  noble  Duke  really  did  not  strengthen 
the  law  as  it  now  existed  at  all. 

The  Duke  op  CLEVELAND  said,  that 
the  law  was  plain  enough,  but  what  was 
really  wanted  were  facilities  for  carrying 
the  law  into  execution.  At  present  rail- 
way companies  could  afford  to  run  the  risk 
of  an  information  being  laid  against  them 
because  they  knew  that,  practically,  per- 
sons would  not  take  the  trouble  to  do  so. 

LoEB  EEDESDALE  also  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  transfer  the  penalty 
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from  the  driver  to  the  railway  company, 
who  would  then  take  care  that  their  ser- 
vants attended  to  the  fires  ;  and  that  the 
penalty  might  be  advantageously  increased 
from  40«.  to  £5.  In  other  respects  be 
approved  the  clause. 

The  Maeqttess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
the  reason  for  putting  the  penalty  on  tbe 
driver  instead  of  the  company,  was  that  it 
was  the  driver's  fault  if  the  smoke  was 
not  prevented;  and,  moreover,  directed 
against  the  driver  himself  would  be  more 
likely  to  frighten  him  than  one  directed 
against  the  company.  Their  Lordships; 
however,  must  not  suppose  that  they  eould 
succeed  in  all  oases  in  preventing  this. 
While  a  train  was  in  motion  it  was  per- 
fectly feasible  to  prevent  smoke  from  being 
emitted ;  but  by  a  higher  law  than  Uie 
omnipotence  of  Parliament,  locomotives 
stopping  still,  when  the  fire  at  the  same 
time  required  to  be  replenished,  could  not 
be  prevented  from  sending  out  a  certain 
quantity  of  opaque  smoke.  The  wording 
of  the  clause  suggested  by  his  noble  Friend 
opposite  (Earl  Grey)  was  of  Draconic 
stringency,  for  the  penalty  was  to  attach 
"  every  time  that  smoke  was  emitted," 
meaning,  he  supposed,  every  puff. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  tiiere 
was  a  defect  in  the  Railway  Clauses  Act 
of  1845  which  clearly  was  never  contem- 
plated at  the  time  it  passed.  It  provided 
that  every  locomotive  should  be  con- 
structed on  the  principle  of  consuming 
its  own  smoke ;  but  it  did  not  go  on  to 
say  that  it  should  consume  its  own  smoke 
whenever  practicable.  It  was  very  de- 
sirable that  this  defect  should  be  re- 
medied, and  the  clause  proposed  by  the 
Government  would  do  so.  Inasmuch  as 
there  was  a  difficulty  in  ascertaining  the 
name  of  the  driver  of  an  engine,  it  would 
be  much  better  to  make  the  railway 
company  responsible  to  the  public,  leav- 
ing the  company  to  arrange  matters  be- 
tween themselves  and  their  servants^ 
which  they  no  doubt  could  do  satisfac- 
torily. The  noble  and  learned  Lord  then 
suggested  a  clause  to  the  effect  that  where 
the  engine  failed  to  consume  its  own 
smoke  through  the  default  of  a  servant  of 
the  company,  the  company  should  be 
guilty  of  the  offence  under  the  clause  in 
question  in  the  Railway  Clauses  Act. 

Clause,  as  amended  agreed  to,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

The  Duxe  of  RICHMOND  moved  the 
insertion    of  the   following   clause  after 
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IRELAND-RELIGION  OF  CONVICTS. 

QUESnOK. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  fact  tljat  a  prisoner  in  Mountjoj 
Prison,  who  declared  himself  a  Unitarian, 
was  ordered  hy  the  GoTernor  to  select  his 
religion  as  Anglican,  Roman  Catholic,  or 
Presbyterian,  and  that  on  his  declining  to 
do  so  he  was  sentenced  to  penal  cell,  with 
bread  and  water  diet  ? 

The  Eahl  op  MAYO  :  Sir.  I  presume 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers 
to  the  case  of  a  convict  named  John  Brophy 
alias  Pagan  0*Leary,  who  was  received  in 
the  Mounljoy  Convict  Prison  on  the  Slst 
of  July,  1865.      With  respect  to  this  man 
the  Governor  applied  for  instructions  under 
the  following  remarkable  circumstances— 
and  I  may  say  it  is  the  only  ca«e  of  the 
kind  which  has  ever  occurred — The  con- 
vict stated  he  was  of  no  religion,  and  had 
never  attended  a  place  of  worship.  Accord- 
ing to  a  Return  from  another  gaol  in  which 
he  had  been  confined,  it  appeared  he  had 
not  attended  any  place  of  worship  since 
his  committal,  and  refused  to  be  instructed 
in  any  religion.  Under  these  circumstances 
the  Director  in  a  minute  to  the  Governor 
ordered  the  convict  Brophy  to  select  his 
religion  immediately.      The  Governor  sent 
for  Brophy  and  told  him  what  was  required 
of  him;  but  the  latter  objected  to  go  to'any 
place  of  worship,  saying  he  did  not  believe 
in  any  religion,  and  would  not  select  one. 
He  was  therefore  put  upon  penal  diet  for 
three  days,  and  on  the  4lh  of  August,  two 
days  after  he  had  been  put  upon  the  penal 
diet,  he  was  received   into  the   hospital, 
where  he  remained  for  five  days.     After  he 
left  the  hospital  he  was  again  placed  on 
penal   diet   for  three   days,  and   then   he 
selected    the    Roman    Catholic    religion. 
Tlie  prisoner  was  then  sent  to  his  task 
work.     I  may  say  that  penal  diet  is  not 
bread  and  water,  though  it  is  considerably 
lower  than  is  given  to  the  other  prisoners. 
Since  my  attention  has  been  called  to  this 
case,  I  have  caused  inquiries  to  be  made  as 
to  what  is  the  practice  in  other  branches 
of  the  convict  service,  and  I  shall  be  able 
to  state  at  some  future  period  what  rule — 
for  I  certainly  think  that  some  sort  of  rule 
is  necessary — shall  be  made  to  govern  such 
cases  in  future. 


IMPORTATION  OF  FOREIGN  CATTLE. 

QUESTIONS. 

Sir  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education,  Whe- 
ther the  restrictions  on  the  importation  of 
Cattle  from  Spain  and  Portugal  to  the 
Ports  of  Liverpool  and  Southampton  hav- 
ing been  removed,  those  restrietions  will 
be  continued  against  sueh  importation  to 
the  Port  of  Plymouth  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  replied, 
that  the  Order  in  Council  passed  on  Satur- 
day last  had  been  so  framed  as  to  meet 
the  case  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
and  to  include  Plymouth  in  the  privilege. 
He  would  explain  the  Order  more  fully  in 
reply  to  the  Question  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cashel  had  given  Notice. 

Mr.  0*BEIRNE  said,  ho  wished  to 
ask.  Whether  there  is  any  reason  why  the 
privileges  now  conceded  to  Cattle  imported 
from  Normandy,  Britany,  Spain,  and  Por- 
tugal should  not  also  be  conceded  to  Cattle 
imported  into  London  from  Ireland  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  replied, 
that  Irish  cattle  were  in  every  respect 
on  the  same  footing  as  English  cattle. 
English  cattle  had  no  privileges  which 
Irish  cattle  did  not  enjoy.  As  to  French 
and  Spanish  cattle  no  privileges  had  beea 
extended  to  them  which  were  not  possessed 
by  English  and  Irish  cattle. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said,  he  wished  to 
ask.  Whether  the  restrictions  on  the  im- 
portation of  Cattle  from  Spain  and  Portu- 
gal to  the  Ports  of  Liverpool  and  South- 
ampton having  been  removed,  these  re- 
strictions will   be  continued   against  such 
importation  to  the  Port  of  North  Shields! 
Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  the 
Order  in  Council  of  Saturday  last  had  been 
so  framed  that  it  applied  to  the  whole  line 
of  coast  from  the  North  Foreland  to  the 
South  and  West  round  to  the  Mull  of  Can- 
tire,  including   Glasgow.     The  reason  of 
this  was  that  towns  on  this  coast  had  in 
former  years  drawn  their  foreign  supplies 
only  from  Normandy,  Brittany,  Spain,  or 
Portugal.     The  towns,  on  the  other  hand, 
to  the  north  of  the  North  Foreland  had  in 
former  years  drawn   their   supplies  from 
Holland  and  the  Baltic   provinces.    The 
French    and    Spanish    trades    were   not 
natural  to  them.      Besides,  as  they  had 
no  cattle  ships  which  plied  exclusively  to 
Spain,  they  could  not  fulfill  the  required 
conditions  or  enter  into  the  bond  which 
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as  laid  down  by  the  Boundary  Commissioners,  and 
to  report  what,  if  any,  alterations  should  bo  mado 
therein  :— 


Northampton 

Nottingham 

Oldham 

Portsmouth 

Preston 

Reading 

Salisbury 

South  Shields 

Tynemouth 

Warwick 

Wigan 

Windsor 


Birkenhead 

Birmingham 

Bolton  le  Moors 

Bristol 

Cheltenham 

Chester 

Derby 

Gateshead 

Gloucester 

Greenwich 

Hastings 

Lambeth 

Liverpool  «__«« 

Manchester 

Mary lebone  C  helsea  and  Kensington 

Newport      (Isle      of    Darlington 

Wight)  Middlesborough 

Newport  ( Monmouth-    Staly  bridge," — 

shire) 

'^{Mr,  Secretoi-y  OcUhome  Hardy.) 

Mr.  NBWDEGATE  was  pointing  out 
that  the  Committee,  as  nominated,  did  not 
include  a  single  English  county  Member, 
and  urging  the  propriety  of  selecting  one 
from  each  side  of  the  House,  when — 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  although  be 
had  put  the  Motion  as  a  whole,  yet  its 
parts  would  afterwards  be  put  separately. 
The  hon.  Member  could  not  canvass  the 
composition  of  the  Committee  until  it  had 
been  ogreed  that  a  Committee  should  be 
appointed,  and  the  names  were  put  seve- 
rally from  the  Chair. 

Admiral  BUNCOMBE  said,  it  would  be 
invidious  to  object  to  the  names  of  Mem- 
bers when  they  were  submitted,  but  he 
would  propose  that  the  Committee  should 
consist  of  seven  Members. 

Mr.  BRIGHT:  I  desire  that  we  may 
understand  the  precise  meaning  of  the 
words — 

**  That  a  Select  Committco  bo  appointed  to 
consider  tho  Boundaries  of  the  following  Boroughs, 
as  laid  down  by  the  Boundary  Commissioners, 
and  to  report  wliat,  if  any,  alteration  should  be 
mado  therein." 

I  merely  wish  to  understand  that  these 
words  arc  not  to  fetter  the  Committee. 
Are  they  to  consider  the  boundaries  pro- 
posed by  the  Commissioners,  ond  the  old 
boundaries,  and  anything  between  the  two; 
and  will  they  be  at  liberty  to  recommend 
that  any  particular  borough  or  boroughs 
may  be  postponed  for  future  consideration? 
I  wish  to  understand  that  the  words  are 
not  to  be  held  to  deprive  the  Committee  of 
free  action  as  to  what  they  think  should  be 
done  in  regard  to  any  particular  borough 
in  this  list. 


Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  replied 
that  the  Committee  would  have  the  latitude 
pointed  out  in  the  first  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion. The  only  point  on  which  he  was  dis- 
posed to  differ  from  the  hon.  Member  was 
as  to  the  Report  not  being  final.  He  did 
not  think  it  was  meant  that  the  considera- 
tion of  the  case  of  any  borough  should  be 
postponed  to  a  future  period. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  :  I  do  not  know  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  means  by  its  being  a 
final  Report.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mean  that  the  House  is  to  have  no 
option  afterwards  but  to  adopt  it  ?  [Mr. 
Gathorne  Hardt  :  No.]  Of  course  if  they 
shall  recommend  that  any  borongh  shall 
remain  as  it  now  is,  that  would  be  a  post- 
ponement  for  an  indefinite  period,  and  the 
Committee  would  be  at  liberty  to  mike 
that  recommendation. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  asked,  whether  the 
Committee  would  have  power  to  give  effect 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Commis- 
sioners in  regard  to  those  places  the  boon* 
darics  of  which  they  would  have  contracted 
if  they  had  not  been  prohibited  from  re- 
stricting any  boundaries.  They  said  that 
these  places  presented  anomalies  which 
could  not  be  rectified  in  uny  other  way. 
Salisbury  was  on  the  list,  but  Wilton  was 
not,  and  as  the  former  could  not  be  en- 
larged without  contracting  the  latter,  there 
would  be  a  difficulty  in  dealing  with  them. 
Again,  Rochester  and  Chatham,  and  other 
places  named  by  the  Commissioners,  were 
not  in  tho  list  at  all.  Would  it  not  be 
convenient  if  these  cases  were  brought  be* 
fore  the  Committee  ? 

Mr.  LOCKE  KING  moved  the  omission 
of  the  words  "as  laid  down  bj  the  Boun- 
dary Commissioners,"  with  the  view  of 
giving  the  Committee  greater  power  of 
action. 

Sir  JOHN  SIMEON  seconded  the 
Amendment,  in  order  to  insure  that  the 
Committee  should  have  power  to  contract 
the  limits  of  certain  boroughs. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  ''ns  laid  down  by  the  Boundary 
Commissioners.'* — {^Mr,  Locke  King.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.*' 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  suggested 
whether  it  should  not  be  competent  for  the 
Committee  to  receive  applications  from 
boroughs  which  were  not  included  in  the 
list? 

Mr.  M.  T.  bass  said,  he  was  surprised 
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Windsor 


Chelsea  and  Kensington 
Darlington 
Middlesborough 
Stalybridge. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  all  Petitions  presented  to  the  House  re- 
latire  to  the  said  Boroughs  be  referred  to  the 
Committee,  and  that  the  Committee  hare  power 
to  receiTO  and  call  for  Maps,  Memorials,  Reports, 
Papers,  and  Records  concerning  the  said  Bo« 
roughs,  and  to  confer  with  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners and  those  employed  under  them  in 
their  inquiries."  —  (JWr.  Secretary  Oathorne 
Hardy.) 

Mr.  YORKE  said,  that  no  question  of 
the  contraction  of  boundaries  ought  to  be 
entered  into  by  the  Committee  ;  for  if  the 
Commissioners  had  obtained  power  to  go 
into  that  question  they  would  liave  had  to 
inquire  into  the  cases  of  a  much  larger 
number  of  boroughs  than  was  proposed  at 
present. 

Viscount  AMBERLEY  said,  when  the 
question  was  discussed  before  he  was  under 
the  impression  tiiat  it  was  intended  to  re- 
fer to  the  Comn^ittee  only  such  petitions 
as  had  been  presented  to  the  House,  and 
such  memorials  as  had  been  laid  before  the 
Commissioners;  but  the  proposal  was  now 
much  wider,  and  therefore  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
he  had  put  on  the  Paper.  He  wished, 
however,  to  ask  what  was  intended  to  be  ! 
included  under  the  word  **  Papers  ?'* 

Mu.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
apprehended  the  noble  Lord  or  any  other 
hon.  Member  might  send  in  a  memorial  if 
lie  thought  proper,  but  it  would  be  left  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Committee  to  deal 
with  the  memorials  as  they  might  think 
best.  If  they  thought  a  memorial  im- 
properly sent  in  they  might  object  to  enter 
into  the  case  to  which  it  related. 

Mr.  A.  F.  EGERTOJS^  said,  he  had  re- ' 
ceived  representations  from   many  parties 
who  wished  to  lay  statements  before  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  bright  said,  that  in  the  latter 
part  of  the  Motion  it  was  proposed  that 
the  Committee  should  be  able  to  confer 
with  the  Boundary  Commissioners,  and 
those  who  had  been  employed  under  them. 
He  thought  the  boroughs  concerned  and 
their  representatives  would  bo  at  a  disad- 
vantage if  those  gentlemen  were  to  come 
before  the  Committee  and  defend  the  re- 
commendations they  had  made.  They  all 
knew  how  stoutly  gentlemen  were  apt  to 
stand  up  in  support  of  their  own  opinions. 


and  Assistant  Commissioners  were  no  ex- 
ception to  the  rule.  He  did  not  thiuk, 
therefore,  that  it  would  be  advisable  to 
bring  all  the  memorials  and  all  the  Assis- 
tant Commissioners  before  the  Committee 
if  no  one  else  was  allowed  to  be  heard. 
Perhaps  the  House  would  think  it  desirable 
that  the  Committee  should  have  power  to 
confer  with  the  Members  for  the  boroughs 
affected,  who  might  be  able  to  give  as 
good  reasons  for  their  views  as  the  Com- 
missioners and  Assistant  Commissioners. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  he  would  suggest, 
in  order  to  meet  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright),  that 
these  words  should  be  added— "And  to 
take  further  evidence  if  to  them  it  shall 
seem  fit." 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  it  would  occasion 
great  disappointment  and  failure  if  the 
public  were  not  to  have  a  locus  standi 
for  the  purpose  of  bringing  before  the 
Committee  the  case  of  any  borough  they 
might  think  necessary,  as  the  Committee 
were  to  proceed  in  the  matter  upon  the 
principle  of  private  Bill  legislation. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  the  Committee 
were  not  bound  to  confer  with  the  Com- 
missioners or  the  Assistant  Commissioners, 
but  it  was  a  power  which  was  reserved  to 
them  if  they  wished  to  exercise  it.  And 
with  regard  to  conferring  with  Members 
of  the  House,  Committees  had  always  that 
power,  and  were  very  willing  to  exercise  it. 
Therefore  to  insert  the  words  suggested 
would  not  be  necessary. 

Mr.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  Committee  conferring  with 
the  Commissioners  and  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners. He  did  not  attribute  the  mis- 
takes and  errors  which  had  occurred  to  the 
Commissioners  themselves,  but  to  the  As- 
sistant Commissioners,  and  unless  hon. 
Members  had  an  opportunity  of  answering 
them  they  would  labour  under  a  great  dis- 
advantage. So  far  as  regarded  Ports- 
mouth, the  Commissioners  had  decided 
contrary  to  the  evidence.  He  had  another 
objection  to  the  course  which  had  beea 
pursued,  and  contended  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  no  right  to  refuse  to  place 
the  evidence  before  the  House,  for  it  was 
the  property  of  the  Houso  and  not  of  the 
Government.  He  suggested  that  one  Mem- 
ber for  each  borough  should  have  the  op- 
portunity of  attending  before  the  Com- 
mittee and  offering  such  explanations  as  he 
might  consider  necessary. 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  would  move,  in 
accordance  with  the  suggestion  of  the  hoo« 
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was  quite  immaterial  whether  they  repre- 
sented horqughs  or  counties.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  five  was  a  reasonahle  number, 
and  that  the  Committee,  consisting  as  it! 
would  do  of  Members  of  as  great  experience 
and  as  great  knowledge  as  had  for  a  long 
time  sat  in  that  House,  was  a  very  fair  one, 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  support  the 
Government  in  restricting  the  number  to 
five. 

Question,  '*  That  the  word  *  Five  'stand 
part  of  the  Question,''  put,   and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  nominated', —  Mr.  Walpole,  Sir 
William  Stirung- Maxwell,  Mr.  Whitdbkad,  Mr. 
Austin  Bbucb,  Mr.  Kirkman  HoDasoN. 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 

(SCOTLAND)  BILL— [Bill  29.] 

(  The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequevy  Sir  James  Fergution,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  BAXTER,  in  rising  to  move  "That 
it  bo  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
instead  of  adding  to  the  numbers  of  the 
that.  House,  they  have  power  to  disfran- 
chise Boroughs  in  England  having,  by 
the  Census  Returns  of  1861,  less  than 
5,000  inhabitants,"  said,  he  should  en- 
deavour to  state,  as  succinctly  as  he  pos- 
sibly could,  his  reasons  for  having  taken 
this  course.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
proposed  to  provide  for  the  necessary 
increase  in  the  number  of  Members  for 
Scotland  by  an  addition  to  the  number  of 
Members  of  that  House.  His  proposal, 
on  the  contrary,  was  that  they  should,  in- 
stead of  doing  so,  disfranchise  the  boroughs 
in  England  having  at  the  last  Census  a 
population  of  less  than  5,000.  That  pro- 
position would  not,  he  thought,  require  or 
justify  an  elaborate  argument.  He  had  to 
show,  in  the  first  place,  that  there  were 
certain  increasing  constituencies  in  the 
northern  part  of  this  island  requiring  addi- 
tional representation,  which  was  not  pro- 
vided for  in  the  Bill  of  last  year.  Ho  had 
got  to  show  that  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  reference  to  the  increased 
representation  of  such  places  was  not  one 
that  ought  to  be  adopted,  and  he  had  also 
got  to  show  that  the  scheme  laid  down  in 
the  Instruction  he  now  moved  was  the 
host  solution  of  the  difficulty.  He  wished 
at  the  outset,  however,  to  disclaim  any- 
thing like  a  partizan  or  factious  spirit  in 
bringing  forward  this  Motion.  He,  and  he 
alone,  was  responsible  for  it.     He  informed 
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his  constituents  last  October  of  his  intention 
to  bring  it  forward,  and  though  glad  to  find 
so  strong  a  feeling  on  that  side  of  tho  House 
in  its  favour,  he  would  under  any  circum- 
stances have  proceeded  with  it.  So  far,  in- 
deed, from  being  actuated  by  party  motives, 
he  had  to  complain  of  the  conduct  of  both 
parties  in  relation  to  the  question,  and  he 
held  both  parties  accountable  for  the  pre- 
sent embarrassment.      Government  after 
Government — Liberal  as  well  as  ConservA- 
tive — instead  of  treating  this  as  a  united 
Empire,  had  insisted  on  dealing  with  the 
three  kingdoms  in  separate  Bills,  thus  ren- 
dering   it   impossible   to   take   a  general 
survey  of  them  for  the  purposes  of  re-dis- 
tribution.     When,   in    1859,  the  present 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  introduced  a 
Reform   Bill,   he  moved    an  Amendment 
condemnatory  of  that  mode  of  procedure, 
though  it  was  not  thought  desirable  to 
press  it  to  a  division  ;  and  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Bright),  when  some  years  ago   ho 
framed  a  scheme  of  re-distribution,  pro- 
ceeded on   the   principle  of  dealing   with 
the  United  Kingdom  as  a  whole.     He  had 
no   desire  to  impede   the  passing  of  the 
present  Bill,  and  he  gave  the  Government 
credit  for  having  adopted  the  course  which 
they  thought  would  be  most  satisfactory  to 
the  majority  of  the  House.     They  were  well 
aware  of  the  existence  both  of  Scylla  and 
Charybdis  in  the  course  which  lay  before 
them  ;  but  in  their  desire  to  steer  clear  of 
the  rock  they  had  rushed  into  the  greater 
dangers  of   the  whirlpool.     There  might 
be  a  few  Members  who  objected  to  a  trans- 
fer of  seats  from  one  portion  of  the  United 
Kingdom  to  another ;    but  he  believed  a 
much  larger  body  objected  under  any  cir- 
cumstances to  adding  to  the  numbers  of  the 
House.     Both  sides  of  the  House  and  suc- 
cessive  Governments    had    admitted    the 
claim  of  Scotland  to  increased  representa- 
tion, and  it  would  be  a  waste  of  time  to 
quote  any  elaborate  statistics  in  support  of 
it.      At  the  time  of  the   passing  of  the 
Act  of  Union  in  1707  and  of  the  Reform 
Act  in  1832,  the  proportion  of  Members 
allotted  to  Scotland  was  based  on  popula- 
tion and  revenue.     If  that  principle  were 
insisted  upon,  Scotland  would  now  require 
not  ten  as  proposed  in  his  Instruction,  but 
twenty-five  additional  representatives.  This 
might  appear  an  extravagant  assertion  to 
those  unacquainted  with  the  advance  Scot- 
land had  made,  especially  in  wealth,  during 
the  last  half-century,  but  Returns  that  had 
been  laid  on  the  table  showed  that  whereas 
in  1710 — three  years  after  the  date  of  the 
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Beats,  to  take  Members  from  Scotland  and 
give  them  to  England,  and,  perhaps,  to 
Ireland.  He  now  asked  the  House  to  do 
what  ought  to  have  been  done  last  jear, 
in  order  to  render  the  measure  of  the  Go- 
vernment more  complete.  There  happened 
to  be  ten  places  which  he  could  scarcely 
dignifj  by  tlie  name  of  boroughs,  but  which 
were  in  fact  smnll  decayed  villages,  each 
of  which  returned  one  Member.  The  po- 
pulation of  these  places  was  in  each  case 
less  than  5,000.  Tho  population  of  the 
ton  boroughs  was  in  the  aggregate  39,704, 
the  averoge  being  less  than  4,000.  The 
total  number  of  electors  in  the  ten  boroughs 
was  2,874.  Eight  of  these  ten  hod  greatly 
decreased  in  population  during  the  last  five 
years,  and  they  were  all  situated  in  coun- 
ties which  were  OTcr-represented,  and  the 
Boundary  Commission  in  their  Report  to 
tho  House  say  that  it  is  almost  impossible 
that  under  any  circumstances  they  should 
ever  increase  in  population.  He  would  ask 
hon.  Members  whether  it  was  not  certain 
that  if  the  present  House  of  Commons  re- 
frained from  disfranchising  these  boroughs 
it  would  be  the  first  act  of  the  new  Parlia- 
ment to  disfranchise  them  in  order  to  pre- 
vent the  scandal  of  places  that  were  merely 
hamlets  returning  representatives  to  Par- 
liament. The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  South  Northamptonshire  (Sir  Rainald 
Knightley)  proposed  to  amend  the  Instruc- 
tion by  taking  a  second  Member  from 
English  boroughs  having  populations  of 
between  10,000  to  12,000.  He  should 
approve  such  a  proposition  standing  by 
itself,  but,  under  the  circumstances,  he 
preferred  his  own  scheme.  Every  one  of 
these  boroughs  had,  however,  increased 
in  population  since  1831,  tho  increase 
having  been  32,000,  equal  to  the  total  po- 
pulation of  the  ten  boroughs  which  he  (Mr. 
Baxter)  proposed  to  disfranchise.  If,  more- 
over, they  adopted  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  they  would  get  into  a  difficulty 
with  the  Boundary  Commissioners,  because 
they  proposed  to  extend  tho  boundaries  of 
those  boroughs.  He  had  only  heard  two 
objections  to  his  scheme.  The  first  was 
that  it  was  totally  contrary  to  the  principle 
laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemon  at 
the  head  of  the  Government — namely,  that 
no  place  should  be  totally  disfranchised. 
But  the  allegation  was  incorrect,  because, 
whatever  might  have  been  said  last  year, 
the  Government  this  Session  proposed  to 
disfranchise  six  boroughs  in  Ireland,  and 
he  thought  they  had  done  perfectly  right. 
These  questions,  however,  of  redistribu- 

jl/r.  Baxter 


tion  and  registration  were  not  matters  of 
principle  at  all  but  of  detail.  The  second 
objection  was  that  a  similar  proposal,  when 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee)  last 
Session,  had  been  rejected  by  the  House. 
That  proposal,  however,  was  at  that  time 
a  mere  theoretical  scheme  of  re-distribu- 
tion, and  it  was  not  proposed  to  allot  these 
seats  in  any  particular  way.  The  same 
objection  might,  in  fact,  be  urged  against 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  be- 
cause the  House  had  rejected  a  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
VVhitbread)  which  hit  four  of  these  bo- 
roughs. He  would  only  repeat  that  he 
had  brought  forward  this  Instruction  on 
his  own  responsibility  and  on  constitutional 
principles.  He  thought  he  had  made  out 
a  good  case,  and  he  appealed  with  con- 
fidence to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  and  to  the  wisdom 
and  justice  of  the  House  to  affirm  his  Re- 
solution. 

Mr.  whit  BREAD,  in  seconding  the 
Resolution,  said,  that  of  all  the  proposi- 
tions which  the  present  Government  had 
made  in  regard  to  the  Reform  question 
not  one  had  been  more  condemned  both 
in  and  out  of  the  House  than  that  of 
adding  to  the  number  of  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  only  excuse 
he  had  heard  for  that  proposal  was  that 
it  was  a  more  temporary  measure,  that 
some  boroughs  would  be  sure  to  be  dis- 
franchised for  corruption  by-and-by,  and 
that  Parliament  need  not  enfranchise  any 
other  place  until  they  reverted  to  the 
original  number.  But,  did  anyone  sop- 
pose  that  when  one  borough  was  disfran- 
chised for  corrupt  practices  there  would 
not  be  plenty  of  large  growing  towns 
coming  forward  as  claimants  for  the  vacant 
representation  ?  Where  was  the  increase 
to  end  ?  The  Government  had  fixed  upon 
the  number  of  seven  additional  representa- 
tives for  Scotland,  but  they  said  also  that 
they  were  ready  to  add  eight  or  ten  or  even 
any  larger  number.  One  thing  was  cer- 
tain, that  an  addition  of  seven  to  the  repre- 
sentatives to  Scotland  by  increasing  the 
number  of  the  House  would  not  be  ac- 
cepted as  a  settlement  of  this  question.  In 
point  of  wealth  and  numbers  Scotland  was 
entitled  to  twenty-five  additional  Members. 
It  was  one  thing  to  take  seven  Members 
from  England  and  give  them  to  Scotland, 
and  another  to  increase  the  number  of 
Members  of  that  House  by  seven.  The 
concession  in  the  latter  case  to  Scotland 
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on  one  oecaeion  when  he  endeayoured  to 
make  the  House  take  that  view,  the  most 
eloquent  defender  of  the  amall  boroughs 
was  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone) — 

"  Stiff  in  opinions,  always  in  the  wrong, 
ETorjthing  by  starts,  and  nothing  long." 

Ab  a  Conservatiye  anxious  to  put  a  stop  to 
further  agitation,  he  (Sir  Rainald  Knight- 
lejr)  was  prepared  to  TOte  in  the  direction 


in  a  wrong  direction.  As  was  said  in  the 
French  proverb  having  reference  to  a  lady 
whose  virtue  was  supposed  to  be  wavering 
— "  Ce  n*est  que  le premier  pas  qui  caute.*' 
If  the  House  adopted  the  principle  of  giving 
away  without  receiving  back,  and  of  in- 
creasing the  number  of  Members  whenever 
fresh  claims  were  put  forward,  he  did  not 
know  when  it  would  be  possible  to  stop. 
Scotland  candidly  avowed    that  she  only 


he  had  indicated.  The  object  at  which  j  accepted  this  concession  as  an  instalment, 
he  had  always  aimed  was  to  obtain  more!  and  a  claim  for  forty  additional  Members 
Members  for  the  counties,  which  were  most    had  been  set  up  for  Ireland.    He  confessed 


inadequately  represented.  Take  the  case 
of  Tiverton,  the  population  of  which  was 
just  over  10,000,  and  which  possessed 
twice  as  much  representation  as  the  whole 
county  of  Lanarkshire  with  631,000.  He 
was  not  a  Revolutionist,  and  did  not  want 
to  portion  out  the  country  into  electoral 
districts  ;  but,  so  long  as  these  anomalies 
existed,  he  was  convinced  there  would  be 
cause  for  agitation.  He  now  wanted  the 
House  to  decide  between  two  different 
schemes.     The  question  was,  whether  it 


that  a  cold  shiver  came  over  him  when  he 
reflected  on  the  number  of  Members  which 
ought  on  the  principle  to  be  given  to  the 
metropolis.  And  if  it  were  asserted  that 
the  case  of  the  metropolis  was  exceptional, 
and  should  be  treated  differently  from  the 
rest  of  the  Empire,  why  should  not  .the 
representation  of  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire 
be  enormously  increased  ?  These  were 
important  matters,  and  might  involve  a 
change  in  the  whole  character  of  the  House 
of  Commons.     Hitherto  a  seat  in  Parlia- 


was  advisable  to  totally  disfranchise  those  ment  had  been  regarded  as  a  distinction 
ten  small  boroughs,  for  no  fault  of  their  and  eagerly  sought  for  by  persons  of  high 
own,  while  two  Members  were  to  be  left  |  rank  and  great  wealth;  but  would  that  be 


to  such  little  places  as  Tiverton,  or  such 
nosty  corrupt  little  boroughs  as  Barnstaple 
and  Bridgewater  ?  He  had  spoken  as  if 
some  concession  ought  to  be  made  to  Scot- 
land;  but  he  did  not  think  that  they  ought 
so  to  apply  the  principle  which  he  advocated 
as  to  give  to  Scotland  all  the  seats  that 
might  become  vacant.  The  question  arose, 
whether  some  of  these  seats  ought  not  to 


80  in  the  event  of  the  number  of  Members 
being  largely  increased  ?  Recent  legisla- 
tion had  already  done  much  to  deter  per- 
sons from  seeking  a  seat  in  that  House, 
for  it  must  be  admitted  that  canvassing 
the  **  residuum  "  was  not  a  very  agreeable 
occupation.  Having  mentioned  the  word 
'*  residuum,"  he  would  venture  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright) 


be  given  to  England  or  to  Ireland  ?  The  ,  what  it  really  meant  ?  Of  course,  its  ori 
Government  of  Earl  Russell,  as  well  as  j  ginal  meaning  was  '*  that  which  is  left ;" 
the  present  Government,  was  prepared  to ;  but  did   the  hon.  Member  mean  that  the 


give  additional  Members  to  Scotland  ;  but 
the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons  had 
never  been  directly  tested  upon  this  point. 
At  present,  however,  all  the  House  had  to 
do  was  to  determine  whether  it  would  ac- 
cept or  reject  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  regards. the  increase  of  the  num- 
ber of  Members  of  the  House.  For  his 
own  part,  he  objected  to  it ;  and  his  objec- 
tion was  not  merely  confined  to  the  great 
inconvenience  which  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
suffer  in  the  small,  dark,  narrow,  dreary, 
and  detestable  barn  in  which  they  sat.  In 
his  opinion  they  were  already  far  too  large 
a  body  to  carry  on  the  business  of  the 
country  in  a  satisfactory  manner.  But  it 
was  said  that  the  addition  of  twelve  Mem- 
bers or  so  could  not  much  matter.  In 
his  judgment,  however,  it  would  matter  a 
great  deal  if  an  irrevocable  step  were  taken 

Sir  JBainaU  Knightley 


*'  residuum''  formed  the  dregs  or  the  scum 
of  the  population  ?  lie  was  thinking  that 
the  new  electors  in  the  borough  of  Bir- 
mingham might  be  very  anxious  to  know 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  really  meant 
when  he  used  that  word.  They  would  tho- 
roughly appreciate  the  name  either  of 
*'  scum"  or  **  dregs."  Only  imagine  what 
would  have  been  said  if  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe) 
had  made  use  of  such  expressions.  He  was 
remarking,  however,  that  canvassing  the 
"residuum,"  either  by  pandering  to  their 
passions  or  by  purchasing  their  votes,  could 
not  in  any  case  bo  a  very  agreeable  occu- 
pation ;  and  things  at  once  common  and 
unclean  were  not  usually  sought  after.  He 
had  made  these  few  remarks  in  no  un- 
friendly spirit  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government.    He  did 


447         Siprewitation  of  the         { COMMONS)         Peopk  (Scotland)  Bill.       448 


renture  to  Bay  that  there  was  much  force 
in  the  historical  argument  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
Ternmcnt  last  year  used  against  the  dis- 
franchisement of  any  single  horough. 
Many  of  the  places  which  were  represented 
hy  two  Members  in  this  House  were  really 
inferior  in  importance  to  some  which  had 
only  one  representative.  To  deprive  any 
place  of  the  privilege  which  it  had  long 
enjoyed  of  returning  Members  to  this 
House,  and  which  it  had  not  abused,  might 
be  fairly  considered  a  hardship.  But  he  saw 
nothing  unjust  or  harsh  in  reducing  certain 
small  towns  in  England  to  the  Parliamen- 
tary condition  which  was  at  present  enjoyed 
or  suffered  by  other  towns  of  greater  popu- 
lation and  importance  both  in  England  and 
Scotland.  He  begged  to  second  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend,  which  he  hoped 
would  be  supported  by  all  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Scotland. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  power "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  worda 
**  to  take  one  seat  from  Boroughs  in  England  re- 
turning two  Members,  and  having,  hy  the  Census 
returns  of  1801,  less  than  12,000  inhabitants," — 
{Sir  Rainald  Knightley,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  the  question 
before  the  House  was  one  of  a  simple 
character,  and  that  might  be  dealt  with 
without  any  delay ;  but  as  his  consti- 
tuents were  interested  in  the  matter,  per- 
haps he  might  be  allowed  to  say  a  few 
words  upon  it.  There  was  now  no  ques- 
tion that  the  number  of  Members  of  the 
House  was  not  to  be  increased,  and  one  of 
the  two  propositions  before  the  House  must 
be  adopted.  In  respect  of  principle,  there 
was  nothing  to  decide  ;  because,  though 
the  Head  of  the  Government  last  year,  in 
his  speech  at  Edinburgh,  said  that  no  place 
ought  to  be  disfranchised,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  distinctly  abandoned  that 
principle  in  the  Irish  Reform  Bill.  In 
addition  to  the  reasons  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter),  he 
would  state  some  reasons  why  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  should  be  supported 
in  preference  to  that  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Rainald  Knightley).  For  instance, 
a  very  large  proportion  of  the  boroughs 
with  less  than  5,000  inhabitants,  were 
boroughs  with  a  very  large  area  indeed  of 
land,  as  compared  with  their  population. 
It  appeared  from  the  Returns  of  the 
Boundary    Commissioners,   that  some    of 

Sir  William  SiirUng-MaxweU 


these  places  jtad  two  acres  of  land  to  one 
inhabitant,  and  in  one  instance  there  were 
nearly  three  acres  of  land  to  one  inhabi- 
tant, so  that  they  could  hardly  be  called 
boroughs  at  all.  Thus  in  Ashburton  there 
were  3,062  persons  to  6,966  acres,  and  in 
Northallerton  4,755  inhabitanta  to  10,380 
acres.  There  was  no  such  case  among  the 
boroughs  of  between  10,000  and  12,000 
inhabitants.  Again,  it  was  proposed  to 
diminish  the  number  of  Members  for  Eng- 
land, in  order  to  make  up  the  number  for 
Scotland  to  something  more  in  proportion 
to  its  population  and  wealth;  but  upon  that 
basis  it  was  desirable  to  see  that  the  Mem- 
bers were  taken  from  those  places  which 
were  over-represented,  and  not  from  those 
places  which  were  under^represented.  Now, 
all  the  boroughs  with  less  than  5,000  inha- 
bitants were  in  counties  which  were  already 
considerably  over-represented,  and  which 
would  be  still  over-represented  when  the 
Members  were  taken  away  from  these  small 
boroughs.  The  boroughs  of  Ashburton, 
Dartmouth,  and  Honitou  were  in  Devon- 
shire, which  under  the  Act  of  1867  would 
return  one  Member  for  every  29,000  in- 
habitants, and  would  still,  after  the  three 
Members  had  been  taken  away,  return  one 
for  every  34,000,  while  the  proportion  for 
the  whole  of  England  would  be  one  repre- 
sentative for  41,000  persons.  Lyme  Regis 
was  in  Dorsetshire,  which  returned  by  the 
Act  of  1867  one  Member  for  every  17,000 
inhabitants,  and  would  still  return,  after 
one  Member  had  been  taken  away,  one 
for  every  19,000,  or  more  than  double  the 
number  to  which  it  is  entitled  in  propor- 
tion to  the  representation  all  over  the  coun- 
try. Thetford  was  in  Norfolk,  which,  ex- 
cluding Great  Yarmouth  from  both  sides  of 
the  calculation,  would,  by  the  new  Reform 
Act,  return  one  Member  for  36^00  inhabi- 
tants, and  would  still  return  oneTor  40,000. 
Wells  was  in  Somersetshire,  which  retnrncd 
one  Member  for  every  30,000  inhabitants, 
and  would  still  return  one  for  every  33,000. 
Arundel  was  in  Sussex,  which  now  re- 
turned one  representative  for  every  23,000 
inhabitants,  and  would  still  return  one  for 
every  25.000.  Marlborough  was  in  Wilt- 
shire, which  returned  one  Member  for 
every  16,000,  and  would  still  return  one  for 
every  18,000.  Evesham  wa*  in  Worcester- 
shire, which  i*eturned  one  Member  for 
every  28,000,  and  would  still  return  one 
for  every  31,000.  The  North  Riding,  in 
which  Northallerton  was  situated,  returned 
one  Member  for  every  25,000,  and  would 
still  return  one  for  every  29,000.     What 
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England  than  in  Scotland  to  which  those 
Members  might  be  giTen  ?  In  that  case 
it  would  be  onlj  fair  to  giro  tliem  to  Eng- 
lish boroughs ;  but  even  then  you  origi- 
nated a  most  inconTenient  course  of  pro- 
ceeding, for  if  the  House  were  to  re-open 
the  Reform  measure  of  last  year  upon  this 
question  where  would  legislation  stop  ? 
Were  they  to  have  a  Reform  Bill  e?ery 
year?  There  was  another  inconfenience; 
for  while  applications  came  for  additional 
representation  from  English  and  Welsh 
towns,  there  was  actually  on  the  Paper  a 
Motion  by  a  Member  of  the  Emerald  Isle 
to  the  effect  that  Ireland  was  inadequately 
represented,  and  required  any  Members 
which  England  might  bare  to  spare.  The 
measure  of  last  year  had  been  called  a 
**  leap  in  the  dnrk."  Were  they  prepared  to 
go  further  in  the  same  direction  ?  If  you 
disfranchised  these  small  boroughs  you 
went  a  long  way  towards  establishing  elec- 
toral districts.  Was  the  country  prepared 
for  that  ?  He  was  not  for  taking  away 
Members  from  any  boroughs,  beliefing 
that  by  the  existing  system  you  repre- 
sented a  greater  diffusion  of  interests  than 
would  otherwise  be  possible.  At  the  same 
time  he  preferred  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Rainald  Knightley)  to  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Baxter),  and 
should  support  the  former.  His  TOtes  and 
those  of  his  predecessors  in  the  represen- 
tation of  Arundel  had  always  been  giTen 
on  the  Liberal  side,  and  he  was  not  now 
going  so  to  stultify  those  votes  as  to  die, 
if  he  must  die,  without  appealing  to  the 
House  to  pause  and  consider  whether  the 
day  was  yet  come  for  his  execution. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  I  am  glad  to 
see  that  there  is  one  point  upon  which  the 
House  seems  now  to  be  agreed — namely, 
that  the  representation  of  Scotland  should 
be  increased.  At  other  times  and  in  other 
Sessions  I  have  heard  controversies  upon 
this  subject ;  but  on  both  sides  it  is  now 
agreed  tliot  an  increased  representation  of 
Scotland  is  desirable.  Well,  then,  the 
whole  question  that  now  arises  is  how  that 
increase  is  to  be  effected.  There  are  some 
who  are  against  entirely  abolishing  the  re- 
presentation of  boroughs.  They  think  it 
is  wise  that  the  representation  should  be 
distributed  generally  over  the  country  ; 
they  think  that  if  you  merely  represent 
numbers  ond  property,  located  in  places 
particularly  flourishing,  you  may  occasion  a 
great  monotony  of  representation,  and  that 
the  varied  interests  which  exist  in  an 
ancient  country  like  this  will  not  be  ade- 
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I  quately  represented.     To  avoid  the  eiili 
j  of  dealing  reeklessly  and  mthlesaly  witk 
the  ancient  distributed   repreaentatien  oC 
the  country.  Her  Majesty  a  Govemflieat 
last  year  proposed  thai  we  ahould  givs 
this  increaaed  representation  to  Seotlsad 
by  increasing  the  nambera  of  thia  House, 
That  proposition,  avoiding  many  of  the 
objectiona  urged  againat  the  other  pUoi 
and  combined,  aa  it  was,  with  very  extn- 
sive  changes  in  the  then  exiating  represea- 
tation,  appeared  one  which  might  have  bcea 
recommended  successfully  to  the  adoption 
of  the  House.    I  confess  thai  I  have  nefer 
yet  heard  any  argument  againat  the  pro- 
posal.    Prejudices  may  exist,  prejodicei 
may  be  expressed,  but  hitherto  no  obser- 
vations have  been  made  which  ean  for  a 
moment  be  considered  aa  sound  arguments. 
The  numbers  of  this   Houao  have  been 
often  increased,  and  the  House  after  each 
increase  has  been  more  effective  aa  a  repre* 
sentative  and  legislative  body.   It  baa  been  % 
considerably   increased — far  beyond  what 
we  proposed— twice  in  this  very  century, 
and  on  both  occasions  the  House  has  ia- 
creased  in  legitimate  influence  and  legis- 
lative effect.     I  cannot,  therefore,  under- 
stand, so  far  as  experience  can  gnide  as, 
that  there  are  any  sound  objectiona  on  this 
ground   to  an  increase  of  our  Members. 
Then  there  is  another  class  of  observations 
— for  I   cannot  call  them   arguments  — 
made  by   Gentlemen   who  aay    that  the 
House  is  too  large  at  present.     But  is  the 
House  too  large  at  present  ?  I  am  not  of 
that  opinion.     It  is  very  easy  to  aay  that 
600  or  700  men  form  too  large  a  number 
for  a  deliberative  Assembly  ;  but  what  do 
you   mean   by  a  deliberative  Assembly  ? 
This   House  is,  as  all   assemblies  which 
have  legislatife  powers  must  be,  delibe- 
rative in  its  character  ;  but  it  haa  qualities 
and  functions  which  go  beyond  that.     It  is 
essentially  a  representative  Assembly ;  in 
a  country  with  such  a  variety  of  interests, 
and  interests  so  large  to  represent,  it  muit 
and  ought  to  be  a  popular  Aaaembly  ;  and 
it  can  never  be  a  popular  Assembly  if  it  is 
to  be  limited  in  its  numbers,  and  to  ape  the 
character  of   a  Senate,  instead   of  being 
what  I  trust  it  always  will  be — a  House  of 
Commons.     It  is  said  that  when  the  ordi« 
nary  business  of  the  country  is  to  be  trans- 
acted Members  do  not  appear,  and  that  it 
is  only  on  occasions  of  groat  interest  that 
the  Membera  are  really  aaaembled.     Well, 
that  is  very  natural,  and  ia  in  perfect  con- 
sonance with  the  feelings  of  the  eonntry. 
The  ordinary  busineaa  of  the  House  if 
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Friend  tlio  Member  for  Northamptonsliire, 
secures  nny  particular  number  of  Members 
for  Scotland.  It  may  be  open  to  tho  House 
afterwards  to  consider  wliat  proportion  of 
seats  Scotland  is  to  obtain.  It  would  be 
more  satisfactory,  however,  if  we  had 
clearer  views  before  us  of  what  is  to  be 
done.  I  think  we  shall  arrive  at  a  better 
conclasion  if  we  follow  the  plan  indicated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire. 
\Vith  these  general  views,  and  trusting 
there  will  be  no  great  delay,  I  shall  give 
my  support  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Baronet. 

Mil.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir.  the  right  hon. 
Gentlcmnn  has  very  frankly  placed  this 
question  upon  a  footing  upon  which  at  any 
rate  it  is  ea^y  for  us  all  to  approach  it  ; 
but  that  only  enhances  our  obligation  to 
endeavour  to  |!ive  a  decision  according  to 
the  merits  of  the  case.  The  right  hon 
Gentleman  began  by  observing  very  justly 
that  we  were  all  now  agreed  that  in  some 
way  or  other  the  claim  of  Scotland  must 
be  sntiftBod.  I  must,  however,  congratulate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  the  progress 
that  he  has  made  in  this  respect;  because 
last  year  he  in  this  House  treated  the  claim 
of  Scotland  as  a  claim  only  to  be  recog- 
nized provided  the  House  was  willing  to 
increase  its  own  numbers;  and  upon  a  me- 
morable occasion  in  the  North  he  repeated 
tho  same  declaration.  But  tho  force  of 
facts,  and  the  evident  justice  of  the  claim 
of  Scotland,  havo  placed  this  matter  be> 
yond  dispute  in  the  mind  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  And  he  has  also  made  an- 
other great  advance,  because,  although  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  unnaturally  made 
an  ingenious  argument  in  favour  of  increas- 
ing the  numbers  of  the  House,  he  ended 
very  fairly  by  admitting  that  the  opinion 
of  the  House  was  adverse  to  him,  and 
therefore  he  would  consider  that  question 
also  as  settled.  That  is  another  step 
achieved.  The  claim  of  Scotland  is  to  be 
satisfied,  and  it  is  to  be  satisfied  otherwise 
than  by  an  addition  to  the  aggregate  num- 
bers of  this  House.  I  do  not  say  one  word 
upon  the  snlijcct  of  the  aggregate  numbers 
— filtliough  I  certainly  ditfer  very  strongly 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman— simply 
because  that  is  not  a  question  that  is 
practically  before  tho  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  e:cpres8ed  in  mild  terms, 
involving  nothing  unfair  or  inequitable,  his 
preference  for  the  Motion  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire  (Sir  Rainald 
Knightley)  rather  than  that  of  my  hon. 
Friend   tho  Member  for   Montrose  (Mr. 
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Baxter).     Let  us  consider  the  grounds  of 
that  preference.     He  says — '*  Twice  tlie 
House  of  Commons  last  year  decided  not 
to  disfranchise  any  place.*'     I  think  ho  ii 
in  error  in  that  assertion.     Once,  undoabt* 
edly,  the  House  came  to  that  decision;  bat 
the  question  was  not  ruled  by  the  Hotise 
that  it  would  not  disfranchise  under  any 
circumstances  whatever;  it  was  ruled  open 
the  ground  that,  under  the  cireumstsneei 
in  which  we  then  stood,  we  did  not  think 
it  necessary.     I  was  one  of  those  who  did; 
but  the  majority  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  give   that  large   extension  which  was 
proposed  to  the  scheme  of  redistribution 
upon  which  we  had  entered.     That  really 
was  the  ground  upon  which  the  House  then 
decided,  and  not  the  ground  of  the  sacred- 
ness  of  these  insignificant  boroughs.  There 
is  not  only  no  double  authority,  there  is 
not  even  a  single  authority,   in  favour  of 
any  such  principle  as  that  whcrerer  repre- 
sentation   exists  there  it  is  to  be  main- 
tained.    While  I  was  listening  to  the  ex- 
cellent speech  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Arundel  (Lord  Edward  Howard),  I 
felt  the  advantage  which  we  derived  from 
having  in  tho  House  men  such  as  he;  but 
I  felt  also  that  the  constituency  which  be 
has  at  his  back  does  not  add  one  atom  to 
the  weight  of  the  opinions  he  gives  in  this 
House.     The  truth  is,  that  the  towns  to 
which  the  Motion  of  mv  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter)  refers 
are   not   real  towns.      Now,    whether  we 
have  a  borough  or  a  county  constituency, 
it  is  timo  that  we  should  have  a  real  con- 
stituency.    It  is  desirable  that  every  man 
who  speaks  in  this  House — as  my  noble 
Friend  does,  with  so  much  good  sense  and 
so  much  good  feeling — should  be  backed 
and  seconded  by  the  consciousness  that  he 
represents  some  appreciable  part   of  tho 
public  opinion  of  the  country.     I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  hear  or  did  not 
pay  attention  to — he  certainly  did  not  advert 
to— the  short  but  very  pregnant  speech  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Pontcfract 
(Mr.  Chihlers).  That  speech  was  appreciated 
by  the  House,  and  made   an   impression 
upon  it.     It  was  not  delivered  in  support 
of  this  interest  or  that,  but  was  founded 
upon  the  principle  that  equable  division — 
some  approach  to  equable  division — is  a 
thing  desirable    in   your   representation  ; 
and  then  when  you  are  making  a  change 
you  ought  to  make  it  in  the  direction  of 
equable  division.      Abstract  equality,  ex- 
act mathematical  equality,  we  do  not  ask; 
but  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Childers)  showed 
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of  their  peculiar  value,  and  those  boroughs 
ought  no  longer  therefore  to  have  an  un- 
due share  in  the  representation. 

Ms.  M'LAKEN  said,  he  believed  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Northamptonshire  would  on 
the  whole  work  best.  The  very  small  bo- 
roughs would  certainly  be  disfranchised  on 
a  much  more  extensive  scale  at  no  distant 
date. 

Sir  henry  EDWABDS.  Tvho  rose 
amidst  loud  calls  for  a  division,  regretted 
that,  although  he  had  risen  on  no  less  than 
six  occasions  at  an  earlier  stage  of  the  de- 
bate, and  at  a  time  vrhen  the  House  was 
less  impatient,  he  had  not  been  fortunate 
enough  to  catch  the  Speaker's  eye.  He 
promised,  however,  to  be  very  brief  if 
permitted  to  address  the  House.  He  had 
the  honour  to  represent  one  of  the  oldest 
boroughs  in  the  kingdom,  which  had  re- 
turned Members  to  Parliament  almost  from 
time  immemorial  ;  and  ho  should  consider 
himself  guilty  of  a  gross  dereliction  of 
duty  to  his  constituency  if  he  gave  a  silent 
vote  on  this  all-important  occasion.  He 
altogether  objected  to  any  infringement  of 
the  English  Act  of  last  Session.  It  had 
been  settled  by  the  Legislature,  and  gene- 
rally approved  by  the  country ;  and  it  was 
most  unfair  and  impolitic  to  attempt  by 
any  political  jugglery,  and  by  a  side-wind, 
to  re- open  a  question  which,  by  general 
oonsent  so  often  expressed  in  debate  last 
year,  was  to  continue  undisturbed  on  our 
statute  books  for  at  least  a  quarter  of  a 
century.  Was  it  then  fair  that  it  should 
bo  broken  in  upon  merely  to  serve  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  the  views  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  ?  who,  not  satisfied  with 
having  opposed  the  Reform  Bill  most 
strenuously,  and  even  factiously,  at  every 
stage  of  its  progress  last  year,  was  now 
endeavouring,  by  the  aid  of  his  party,  to 
make  it  imperative  upon  the  Government 
to  abandon  their  measures  of  Parliament- 
ary Reform  altogether,  in  order  that  he 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  might  drive  the  Prime 
Minister  from  Office  and  pluck  the  laurels 
from  the  brow  of  one  who,  for  his  politi- 
cal services  on  the  question  of  Reform 
alone — independent  of  other  considera- 
tions— is  so  justly  entitled  to  the  everlast- 
ing gratitude  of  his  fellow-countrymen. 
As  the  borough  he  represented  was  placed 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire on  the  condemned  list  to  lose 
one  representatiye,  he  must  say  the  case 
is  one  of  peculiar  hardship  on   several 
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grounds.    For  historical  antiquity  it  was 
one  of  the  most  ancient  boroughs  in  tlie 
kingdom,  returning  two  Members  to  Par- 
liament from  time  immemorial.    It  had 
increased  very  materially  within  the  pre- 
sent century,  and  especisdly  since  the  Cen- 
sus of  1861  ;  a  large  number  of  houses 
had  been  built,  and  the  town  did  not  de- 
pend for  its  prosperity  on  yisitors,  or  any 
very  extensive  mauufactories.     It  was  the 
great  agricultural  centre  and  emporium  of 
the  corn  trade  in  the  East  Riding.    As 
the  House  well  knew,  Hull  and  Beverley 
were  the  only  two  boroughs  in  that  division 
of  Yorkshire  which  returned  an  aggregate 
of  six  Members  for  a  population  of  240,859 
— being  at  the  rate  of  one  representative 
for  each  40,000  persons,  as  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Pontefract.  It  was  a  very 
bard  case  that  an  endeavour  should  now 
be  made  partially  to  disfranchise  a  borough 
so  distinguished  as  the  county  town — ti^e 
capital  of  the  East  Riding  of  Yorkshire. 
It  was  his  intention  to  vote  against  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  tbe  Mem- 
ber for  Northamptonshire,  as  well  as  the 
Instruction  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mont- 
rose.    He  (Sir  Henry  Edwards)  voted  last 
year  in  the  majority  against  a  similar  pro- 
posal by  the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth, 
which  was  then  defeated  by  a  majority 
of  52  in  a  very  large  House ;    and  he 
had  no  intention  now  of  stultifying  the 
vote  he  gave  on  that  occasion  by  adopting 
a  different  course.     He  had  presented  a 
petition  that  day,  very  numerously  signed 
by  his  constituents,  against  the  partial  dis- 
franchisement contemplated  by  the  Member 
for  Northamptonshire,  which  he  heartily 
endorsed. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he  had 
only  risen  to  point  out  that  there  was  a 
great  distinction  between  the  two  proposals. 
If  thoy  adopted  tho  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter),  tbe 
effect  would  be  that  they  would  disfran- 
chise a  great  number  of  persons  in  bo- 
roughs which  they  pledged  themselves  to 
maintain  last  year.  The  borough  of  Thet- 
ford,  for  example,  was  deprived  of  one  of 
its  Members,  but  it  received  an  assurance 
that  its  800  electors  would  continue  to 
return  one  representative.  The  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  would  dis- 
franchise 700  of  these  electors,  while  on 
the  other  hand  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  disfranchise  any  portion 
of  the  electors,  but  only  diminish  the  weight 
of  the  voters  in  returning  Members  to  that 
House. 
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Dunne,  rt.  hon.  General 
Da  Pre,  C.  G. 
Djke,  W.  II. 
Dyott,  Colonel  R. 
Eokersley,  N. 
Edwards,  Sir  11. 
Egerton,  £.  C. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Feildcn,  J. 
Fellowes,  £. 
Fergosson,  Sir  J. 
Finch,  G.  O. 
Fitzwilliam,  hn.  C.W.W. 
Forester,  rt.  hon.  Gen. 
Freshfleld,  G.  K. 
Garth.  R. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Goldney,  G. 
Goldsmid,  J. 
Gordon,  rt.  hon.  E.  S. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Gorst,  J.  E. 
Grant,  A. 
Graves,  S.  R. 
Greene,  £. 
Grey,  hon.  T.  de 
GriflBth,  C.  D. 
Grore,  T.  F. 
Gurney,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Hamilton,  I^rd  0. 
Hardy,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hartley,  J. 
Hnrtopp,  C.  B. 
Harvey,  R.  B. 
Harvey.  R.  J.  H. 
Hay,  Sir  J.  C.  D. 
Hayter,  A.  D. 
Hcnnilier-Major,  hon.  J. 

M. 
Herbert,  rt.hn.  Gen.  P. 
Hervcy,  Lord  A,  U.  C. 
Hesketh,  Sir  T.  G. 
Heygate,  Sir  F.  W. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hog)?,  Lt.-Colonel  J.M. 
Holford,  K.  S. 
Holmesdale,  Viscount 
Hood,  Sir  A.  A. 
Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Hot  ham,  Lord 
Howard,  Lord  E. 
Howes,  E. 
Huddlcslon,  J.  W. 
Hunt.  rt.  hon.  G.  W. 
Ingestro,  Viscount 
Jackson,  W. 
Jardine,  R. 
Karslake,  E.  K. 
Karslake,  Sir  J.  B. 
Kavanagh,  A. 
Kekowiob,  S.  T. 
Kelk,  J. 
Kendall,  N. 
Kennard,  R.  W. 
King,  J.  G. 
King,  J.  K. 
Knight.  F.  W. 
Knox,  hon  Colonel  S. 
Laing,  S. 


Lamont,  J. 

Langton,  W.  G. 

Lascelles,  hn.  E.  W. 

Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H, 

Lennox,  Lord  U.  G. 

Liddell,  hon.  11.  G. 

Lindsay,  hon.  Col.  C. 

Long,  R.  P. 

Lopes,  Sir  M. 

Lowther,  W. 

M< Lagan,  P. 

M*Laren,  D. 

Malcolm,  J.  W. 

Manners,  Lord  G.  J. 

Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 

Matheson,  Sir  J. 

Mayo,  Elarl  of 

Meller,  Colonel 

Miller.  W. 

Mitford,  W.  T. 

Montagu,  rt.hn.  Lord  R. 

Montgomery,  Sir  G. 

Morgan,  0. 

Morris,  G. 

Mowbray,  rt.  hn.  J.  R. 

Noville-Grenville,  R. 

Noel.  hon.  G.  J. 

North,  Colonel 

Northcote,  rt.  hn.  Sir  S. 

II. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Pakington,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Palk.  Sir  L. 
Pai  ker,  Major  W. 
Patten,  rt.hon.  Col.  W. 
Pnull,  U. 
Pembcrton,  E.  L. 
Pim.  J. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Pritchard,  J. 
Pugh,  D. 
Read,  C.  S. 
Rearden.  D.  J. 
Robertson,  P.  F. 
Royston,  Viscount 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Schi*eiber,  C. 
Sclater-Booth,  G. 
Scourficld,  J.  H. 
Selwin-lbbetson,  H.  J. 
Sevorne,  J.  E. 
Seymour,  G.  H. 
Simonds,  W.  B. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  S.  G. 
Smollett,  P.  B. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  hon.  F 
Stuart,  Col.  Crichton- 
Sturt,  II.  G. 
Sturt,  Lieut.-Col.  N. 
Surtees,  C.  F. 
Surtees,  II.  E. 
Taylor,  Colonel 
Thompson,  A.  G. 
Treoby,  J.  W. 
Turner,  C. 
Vance,  Sir  W. 
Vandeleur,  Colonel 
Verner,  Sir  W. 
Walker,  Major  G.  G. 
Warren,  rt.  hon.  R.  11. 
Welby,  W.  E. 


TKLLEBS. 

Knigbtley,  Sir  B. 
Maxwell,  Sir  W.S. 


Whitmore,  H. 
Williams,  F.  M. 
Woodd,  B.  T. 
Wyndham,  hon.  IT. 

Main  Que&tion  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  Iea?e  the 
Chair." 

Mb.  M'LAREN  said,  he  rose  to  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 
He  thought  it  right  to  bring  this  question 
forward,  notwithstanding  the  division  which 
had  just  taken  place,  because  it  was  in  no 
sense  a  division   in  which  Scotland  was 
more  mixed  up  tlian  was   Ireland.     The 
question  which  had  been  just  decided  was 
not  a  party  question,  and  he  repudiated 
the  idea  that  he  brought  this  Motion  before 
the  House  in  any  party  spirit.     He  would 
be  brief  in  stating  his  views  to  the  House. 
It  had  been  thrown  out  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  that,  even  if  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter)  were 
carried,  it  did  not  follow  that  the  Members 
thus  obtained  should  be  given  to  Scotland. 
Now,  what  he  undertook  to  show  was  this 
— that  even  if  the  ten  Members  now  at  the 
disposal  of  the  House  were  given  to  Scot- 
land   without    qualification   or    limitation, 
they  would  be  far  too  few  to  meet  the  just 
claims  of  Scotland.     It  had  been  proved  a 
short  time  since  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers)  that   one  class 
of  English  constituencies  had,  on  an  ave- 
rage, a  Member  for  36,000  voters,  while 
another   class    had   only    a    Member  for 
40,000  or  46,000  voters.     But  what  was 
the    case    with    Scotland  ?      Why,   -that 
tho  largest  county  constituency  they  were 
about    to    enfranchise   had    199,000    in- 
habitants,   and  only   one  Member,  while 
the  smallest  had   107,000,  and   but  one 
Member.     He  would  not  go  into  general 
statistics,  but  wished  to  state  a  few  facts 
which  were  of  great  importance  in  consi- 
dering the  present  question.      A  Return 
recently  made  showed  that  Scotland  con- 
tributed to  the  purse  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  £8,289.000  annually,  while 
Ireland  contributed  to  thp  same  purse  only 
£6,300,000.     The  sums,  however,  voted 
during  the  same  year  for  Scotch  purposes 
amounted  to  only  £552,000,  while  the  sums 
voted  for  Ireland  amounted  to  £2,250,000. 
In  other  words,  while  Scotland  paid  35  per 
cent  more  to  the  National  Exchequer  than 
Ireland   did,    Ireland   got   400    per   cent 
more  out  of  the  Exchequer  than  Scotland. 
Surely,  it  could  not  be  contended  that  the 
people  of  Scotland  were  to  be  mere  hewen 
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the  hon.  Member  for  Edinborgh  bad  con- 
structed his  argnment.  Scotlnnd  was  cer- 
tftinlj  not  entitled  to  the  increase  of  Mem- 
bers demanded  as  against  Ireland,  either 
in  respect  of  the  proportion  of  revenue 
contributed  by  the  two  countries,  or  their 
population  and  the  present  amount  of 
county  and  borough  representation.  In 
Ireland  the  number  of  county  electors  was 
about  122,000,  returning  sixty-four  Mem- 
bers. In  Scotland  the  number  of  county 
electors  was  49,000,  returning  thirty  Mem- 
bers. In  Scotland  the  borough  electors 
amounted  to  55,000,  returning  twenty- 
three  Members.  In  Ireland  the  borough 
electors  amounted  to  30,600,  and  returned 
forty-one  Members.  Altogether  the  elec- 
tors in  Ireland  were  much  less  in  proportion 
than  in  Scotlnnd. 

Mr.  CRUM-EWING  said,  that  the 
article  of  sugar  which  paid  duty  in  Scotland 
and  was  afterwards  sent  to  Ireland  only 
amounted  to  £500,000  as  was  shown  by 
the  Customs  Returns  ;  but  the  excess  of 
revenue  paid  by  Scotland  over  that  paid 
by  Ireland  was  equally  manifest  in  the 
Inland  Revenue  and  the  Post  Office  De- 
partments, fie  did  not  wish  to  draw  in- 
vidious distinctions  between  Scotland  and 
Irelond — they  were  integral  parts  of  the 
same  Empire,  and  he  hoped  very  shortly  Ire- 
land would  be  more  united  than  she  had  ever 
been  to  this  country ;  but  he  quite  agreed 
with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  M'Laren)  that  Scotland  was 
entitled  to  an  addition  of  fifteen  Members. 
In  fact,  he  held  it  to  be  a  very  small  de- 
mand that  was  now  made. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  would  be 
very  glad  of  some  direction  from  the 
Speaker,  or  from  any  other  quarter,  as  to 
where  they  stood  and  what  they  were  en- 
gaged in.  Thoy  were  going  into  Commit- 
tee on  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill,  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Instruction  which 
liad  been  carried  amounted  to  this — that 
there  should  be  a  provision  in  the  Scotch 
Reform  Bill  to  upset  a  part  of  the  English 
Bill  passed  last  year.  That  measure  was 
to  have  been  the  conclusion  of  long  fight- 
ing ;  it  was  to  give  satisfaction  to  both 
sides  of  the  House  ;  it  was  not  the  Bill  of 
the  Government  or  of  the  Opposition  ;  it 
was  the  Bill  of  the  whole  House  ;  it  was  a 
Bill,  so  we  were  told, -based  on  certain 
principles,  and  among  them  was  the  preser- 
vation for  England  of  its  existing  number 
of  representatives,  and  the  non-extinction 
of  any  centre  of  representation  ;  but  to- 
night in  all  these  respects  the  English  He* 
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form  Act  was  simply  torn  to  shreds;  the 
distribution  of  seats,  which  Iras  settled  last 
year,  was  to  be  unsettled,  and  ancient  bo- 
roughs were  to  be  extinguished  by  a  vote 
of  that  House.     They  were  to  carry  oQt 
that  policy  in  Committee  on  the  Scoteh 
Reform  Bill.     If  that  was  not  so,  was  it 
to  be  embodied  in  a  separate  Bill  ?    How 
was  the  House  justified  in  respecting  so 
preposterous   a   conclusion  ?      They  were 
told  to  expedite  the  registration,  that  there 
should  be  an  autumnal  dissolution  and  a 
meeting    of    the   new   Parliament  before 
Christmas.  That  was  all  nonsense  ;  it  was 
equally  nonsensical  whether  it  came  from 
the  Treasury  or  Opposition  Bench.    Tliej 
had  been  sitting  more  or  less  since  Novem< 
her,  and  it  was  now  the  latter  half  of  May, 
and  they  were  now  approaching  Whitman- 
tide,  and  actually  nothing  was  done— no- 
thing done  about  the  Boundary  Bill,  except 
throwing  it  into  utter  confusion  ;  nothing 
about   the   Scotch   Reform  Bill ;  nothing 
about    the   Irish    Beform    Bill;    nothing 
about  bribery  and  corruption  ;  nothing  done 
but  to   throw  the   Irish  Church  and  the 
English  Reform  Bill  into  confusion.     Hav- 
ing adopted  this   Resolution,  how  would 
they  stand  ?    The  Resolution  in  itself  was, 
of  course,  worth  nothing ;  it  was  not  an 
act  of  legislation,  but  a  simple  expression 
of  opinion,  liable  to  be  recalled  or  modified, 
in  reference  to  one  subject — that  of  the 
borough  representation  of  England — which 
had,  forsooth,   to   be   embodied  in  a  Bill 
relating  to  another  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom.    They  would  be  instructed  in  Com- 
mittee on  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  to  dis- 
franchise places  in  England.     As  to  the 
question  of  the  enlargement  of  the  House, 
he  thought  the  Government  had  much  too 
lightly  given  it  up.     For  his  part,  he  could 
see  no  objection  to  a  moderate  enlargement, 
provided  only  the  mystical  and  too  appro- 
priate number  of  666  were  not  hit.     He 
had  done  his  duty  in  calling  attention  to 
the  perfect  qungmire  in  which  they  were 
floundering — the  ridiculous  position  in  which 
the  last  old  Parliament  of  England  was 
placing  itself  by  making  the   Scotch  Re- 
form Bill  of  1868  the  means  of  altering 
the  English  Reform  Act  of  last  year. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he  had 
been  about  to  put  a  similar  question.  They 
had  passed  an  Instruction  which  involved 
a  perfect  absurdity.  Was  the  House  to  go 
into  Committee  not  only  to  consider  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill,  but  alto  to  repeal  a 
portion  of  a  statute  which  received  the 
Royal  Assent  last  year? 
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anj  means  for  fiiring  efTeci  to  that  which 
it  expressed.  They  had  now  resolved  that 
the  number  of  Members  in  that  House 
should  not  bo  increased,  and  also,  that  a 
certain  number  of  seats  should  be  taken 
from  English  boroughs,  if  the  Committee 
saw  fit.  The  present  Motion,  if  pressed, 
might,  however,  go  far  to  counteract  the 
generous  feeling  towards  Scotland  which 
the  English  and  Irish  Members  had  ex- 
pressed. But  there  was  an  important  point 
on  wliich  he  wished  to  invite  the  Speaker's 
opinion.  The  Resolution  being  moved  as 
an  Amendment  to  the  Motion  *'  that  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leaTe  the  Chair,"  if 
carried,  the  Resolution  would,  he  appre- 
hended, prevent  tliem  from  going  into 
Cominitteo  on  the  Scotch  Reform  fiill  at 
loast  that  night.  Nothing  should  induce 
him  to  vote  for  anything  that  would  throw 
an  obstacle  in  the  way  of  their  going  on 
with  a  measure  which  had  already  been 
too  long  delayed ;  and  as  it  was  most  im- 
portant that  they  should  proceed  with  the 
Committee,  ho  hoped  that  his  hon.  Col- 
league, having  elicited  from  the  House  an 
expression  of  opinion,  in  accordance  with 
what  he  wished,  would  withdraw  his  Reso- 
lution. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  if  the  Re- 
solution of  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  M*Larcn)  were  passed  it  would  pre- 
vent the  Bill  being  proceeded  with  in 
Committee  that  night. 

Mr.  p.  ROBERTSON  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  would  not,  under 
the  circumstances,  persevere  with  his  pro- 
posal. 

Mr.  LAING  said,  he  distrusted  abstract 
propositions  as  to  the  number  of  Members 
to  be  given  to  Scotland,  in  proportion  to 
population  and  taxation,  because  he  felt 
that  London  and  some  other  places  might 
on  the  same  grounds  claim  a  large  increase 
of  representation.  Ho  preferred  to  rest 
the  case  of  Scotland  on  the  specific  claims 
of  certain  counties  and  towns  to  more 
Members  ;  and  to  argue  that  Scotch  coun- 
ties and  towns  were  entitled  to  be  put  on 
the  same  footing  as  regarded  representa- 
tion, as  they  would  be  if  situated  South 
of  the  Tweed.  Proceeding  on  that  prin- 
ciple, he  thought  that,  in  addition  to  the 
three  counties  of  Lanark,  Ayr,  and  Aber- 
deen, the  county  of  Perth  might  also  fairly 
claim  to  be  divided,  and  to  have  two  repre- 
sentatives. Tiien,  if  they  turned  to  large 
cities  and  towns,  they  would  find  that 
Glasgow  should  be  put  on  a  par  with  Man- 
cliestcr.     Manchester,  with  its  appendage 
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of  Salford,  would  have  five  Members  onder 
the  new  Reform  Bill ;  and  certainly  Glas- 
gow, with  its  appendages,  might  put  in  a 
fair  claim  to  four  Members.  Edinboriih, 
%vith  its  large  population,  and  as  beintr  the 
capita]  of  an  ancient  kingdom,  might  fairlj 
claim  three  Members  :  and  if  it  had  been 
South  of  the  Tweed,  he  believed,  in  tlio 
division  of  the  representation  last  year,  it 
would  have  received  three.  The  claim  of 
Dundee  to  two  Members  nobody  would 
question,  and  the  city  of  Aberdeen,  a 
sort  of  provincial  capital,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  90,000,  and  a  seat  of  leaniing, 
ought  surely  to  have  two  Members,  it 
possessed  a  population  four  times  tliat  of 
York.  Again,  in  the  great  mineral  district 
of  Sootlnnd,  a  number  of  boroughs  had 
sprung  up  which  might  be  grouped  into 
populations  of  40.000  or  50,000,  ond 
entrusted  with  Members.  One  or  tiro 
Members  might  be  fairly  asked  for  those 
boroughs.  Then  as  the  English  Universi- 
ties were  hereafter  to  have  five  Members 
altogether,  he  thought  one  Member  for  the 
different  Universities  of  Scotland  would  be 
a  very  scant  measure  of  justice.  There- 
fore, ten  additional  Members  would  be  a 
very  insufficient  number  to  place  Scotland 
on  the  same  relative  footing  as  England ; 
and  he  did  not  believe  that  fifteen  would 
be  an  excessive  number  for  that  purpoee. 

Mr.  M*LAREN  said,  that,  as  ho  did 
not  wish  to  prevent  the  House  from  going 
into  Committee  that  night,  he  begged  to 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn, 

Mr.  REARDEN  said,  he  apprehended 
that  be  would  now  be  in  Order  to  proceed 
with  his  Motion,  the  effect  of  which  was, 
that  with  a  view  to  an  equitable  repre- 
sentation of  the  entire  people,  the  United 
Kingdom  should  be  divided  into  720  equal 
electoral  districts,  and  that  one  Member 
should  be  elected  for  each  such  district,  and 
that  Scotland  be  not  entitled  to  her  seventy- 
five  Members  until  Ireland  had  receivdi 
her  145  Members. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, on  looking  at  his  Resolution,  would 
see  a  portion  of  it  relating  to  Ireland,  which 
was  not  in  Order. 

Mb.  REARDEN :  Am  I  at  liberty  to 
move  the  latter  part  of  the  Amendment? 

Mr.  speaker  :  We  are  on  the  Scotch 
Reform  Bill,  and  we  have  instructed  the 
Committee  to  take  Members  from  certain 
boroughs  of  England  ;  but  I  do  not  think 
the  matter  of  Ireland  in  Order- 
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been  introduced  into  the  clause  which  would 
put  Greenock  in  exactly  the  same  position 
as  other  boroughs.  In  all  other  respects 
^  the  clause  had  been  framed  in  exact  con- 
formity with  the  clause  in  the  English  Act. 
Ho  submitted  that  there  was  no  falid  rea- 
son why  a  departure  should  be  made  from 
the  rulo  established  for  England,  and  that 
payment  of  rates  ought  to  be  made  a  con- 
dition of  the  qualification. 

Mr.  CRUM-EWINQ  said,  that  house- 
hold suffrage  pure  and  simple  for  Scotland 
was  the  only  franchise  which  would  be  fair 
in  that  country. 

Mr.  MCLAREN  said,  that  by  the  Re- 
form Act  of  1832  a  different  rule  was  es- 
tablished in  Scotland  to  that  applied  to 
England  ;  and  why,  he  would  ask,  should 
that  rulo  be  altered?  To  do  so  in  the 
way  proposed  would  bo  to  make  this  a 
disfranchising  measure  ;  and  what  had 
Scotland  done  to  desenre  that  punishment? 
Thoy  ought  to  take  the  real  faloation  of 
property  as  the  basis  for  the  franchise, 
and  not  the  rating  of  it.  An  Act  had 
been  passed  in  1854  for  establishing  a 
system  of  valuation  greatly  superior  to 
that  which  existed  in  any  other  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  An  officer  was  ap- 
pointed in  each  county  and  burgh  to  make 
a  personal  valuation  of  all  the  property  in 
his  district.  By  this  Bill  they  were  asked 
to  give  a  man  a  £12  franchise  by  rating 
in  the  counties  ;  but  why  should  they  give 
it  by  rating,  when  they  had  the  real  rent 
itself?  The  rating  was  a  mere  deteriora- 
tion of  the  value  of  the  rent.  There  was 
no  poor  rate  at  present  in  some  of  the 
counties  and  burghs  of  Scotland,  and  it 
would  be  for  tlio  Lord  Advocate  to  say 
why  there  should  be  one  now.  To  carry 
this  Bill  into  effect  as  it  stood  large  ex- 
pense would  have  to  be  incurred,  and  it 
would  prove  a  vexatious,  troublesome,  and 
unworkable  measure.  Why  should  they 
undo  the  simple,  common  sense  rule  exist- 
ing at  the  present  time  ?  He  thought  it 
was  proposed  by  the  Bill  to  turn  a  plain, 
common  sense  system  into  an  artificial  sys- 
tem, in  favour  of  which  no  good  argument 
could  be  adduced. 

Mr.  ELLICE  said,  if  they  adopted  the 
role  of  rating,  they  would  introduce  into 
Scotland  great  confusion.  There  were  the 
utmost  possible  inequalities  in  the  system 
of  rating.  Some  time  since  he  had  moved 
for  certain  Returns  relating  to  that  sub- 
ject, and  he  was  very  much  astonished  on 
getting  these  Returns  to  find  that  there 
appeared  to  be  a  strange  uniformity  in  the 
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qualification.  He  found  that  it  only  ranged 
from  £12  up  to  £15.  That  was  to  say, 
that  the  deductions  allowed  to  occupiers 
before  assessing  for  the  poor  rates,  and 
producing  a  net  rental  upon  which  the 
poor  rate  was  levied,  varied  from  £3  to 
£4  a  year.  That  statement— made  on 
the  authority  of  the  Crown  agent—wu, 
however,  wholly  at  variance  with  the  fact. 
He  had  selected  at  random  three  or  fonr 
constituencies  only,  and  he  had  receifed 
communications  which  sufliciontly  proved 
the  truth  of  what  he  advanced.  For  in- 
stance, in  the  city  of  Renfrew  eleven  pa- 
rishes were  made  out  in  that  Return  to 
be  subject  to  no  deduction,  and  £12  was 
put  down  as  the  net  rental,  which  would 
carry  the  qualification.  He  had,  however, 
ascertained  in  five  of  those  parishes  that 
the  occupier  was  only  rated  in  some  upon 
one-third,  and  in  others  upon  one-fourth  of 
the  rental;  and  the  consequence  was,  that 
in  those  five  parishes  the  gross  rental  re- 
quired to  carry  a  vote  would  be  in  one 
£36,  in  another  £45,  in  another  £30, 
in  another  £36,  and  in  another  £48. 
**  Name."]  The  parishes  to  which  he  al- 
uded  were  those  of  Cathcart,  Eastwood, 
Inverscraig,  Port-Glasgow,  and  another. 
Only  the  preceding  day  he  had  received  a 
letter  from  a  member  of  a  parochial  Board 
of  the  parish  of  Huntly,  in  Aberdeenshire, 
in  which  the  writer  complained  that  the 
Return  was  untrue,  inasmuch  as  the  de- 
duction allowed  to  tenants  in  that  parish 
was  6  per  cent  of  the  rental.  He  merely 
stated  that  to  show  that  the  Returns 
he  held  in  his  hand  were  quite  fallaeiouB. 
He  hoped  that  the  House  would  cut  the 
knot  of  all  these  difficulties  by  assenting 
at  once  to  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie), 
and  putting  its  foot  upon  this  attempt  to 
introduce  a  new  principle,  which  would 
serve  no  useful  purpose,  but  would  intro- 
duce into  the  Scotch  system  the  elements 
of  unbounded  confusion. 

Lord  JOHN  BROWNE  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Laren) 
had  suggested  that  they  should  take  the 
plain  common  sense  view  of  the  question ; 
and  that  was  exactly  what  he  himself 
wished  to  do.  In  England  and  in  Ireland 
a  man  lost  his  vote  unless  he  paid  his  rate ; 
and  he  did  not  see  why  the  same  rule 
should  not  be  applied  in  Scotland.  It 
seemed  to  be  a  very  reasonable  provision  ; 
and  if  it  were  struck  out  of  that  Bill  it 
would  be  impossible  to  maintain  it  in  Eng- 
land or  Ireland.     If  that  clause  were  re* 
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Scotland  was  a  raost  important  ar/|;ument 
in  favour  of  a  ratc-pajing  franchise,  though 
ho  might  qualify  that  statement  in  one 
particular,  because  at  £i  a  year  the  house 
was  clear  of  rates,  the  occupier  paying 
none.  There  was  no  clearer  or  plainer 
qualification  for  the  franchise  than  the 
payment  of  rates.  It  was  not  the  case,  as 
had  been  stated  by  an  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  early  part  of  the  discussion,  that  the 
payment  of  rates  was  necessary,  and,  con- 
sequently, that  every  one  who  was  not 
rated  could  not  vote  ;  because  it  was  par- 
ticularly stated  in  one  of  the  clauses,  with  a 
view  to  meet  just  such  a  case,  that  inhabi- 
tants of  a  town  where  the  poor  rates  were 
not  levied  should  have  votes.  He  asked 
the  Committee  to  consider  whether  it  waa 
ju«t  that  the  principle  which  hod  been  laid 
down  for  the  whole  of  England  and  Wales, 
and  which  was  applicable  to  every  town  in 
Scotland  but  one,  should  be  maintained,  or 
whether  for  the  sake  of  Greenock  alone, 
that  principle  should  be  abrogated.  It 
was  as  unreasonable  to  complain  of  the 
extension  to  Scotland  of  the  ratepaying 
qualification  as  it  would  be  to  complain  of 
the  ratepaying  system  now  existing  in 
London,  because  the  rates  varied  in  tlie 
different  parishes.  The  hardship  which 
might  bo  entailed  upon  persons  who  had 
accidentally  omitted  to  pay  their  rates  was 
guarded  against  by  a  special  section  which 
seemed  to  have  escaped  the  attention  of 
some  hon.  Members.  They  were,  how- 
ever, discussing  the  question  of  the  burgh 
franchise,  and  he  understood  his  hon. 
Friend's  orrangement  to  apply  exclusively 
to  the  county  rating  ;  and  when  the  clause 
applicable  to  county  rating  arrived  he 
should  be  prepared  to  show  that  it  was 
founded  upon  just  principles.  He  could 
not  understand  why  such  an  outcry  should 
be  made  about  the  extension  to  Scotland 
of  the  principle  of  rating,  remembering 
that  it  had  been  deliberately  adopted  last 
year  in  the  case  of  England.  He  asked 
the  Committee  to  consider  what  would  be 
the  effect  of  the  proposal  now  before  it. 
Tliey  hud  passed  an  Act  which  required  in 
England  that  the  fulfilment  of  a  common 
locol  obligation  should  be  necessary  to  the 
enjoyment  of  the  franchise,  and  he  ventured 
to  say  that  the  principle  had  been  generally 
approved  of  as  a  sound  one.  [••  No,  no  !"] 
Did  that  negative  mean  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wished  to  sweep  away  the  general 
enjoyment  of  the  franchise  which  had  been 
the  result  of  that  principle,  or  that  the 
lion.  Gentleman  objected  to  the  limitation 
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imposed  by  rating  ?  [**  Hoar,  hear  !  *'] 
In  the  latter  case,  what  became  of  the 
argument  they  had  heard  so  much  of,  as 
to  the  dangerous  length  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  gone  in  admitting  the  residuum? 
Sweep  away  the  ratepaying  provision, 
which  probably  limited  the  franchise  by 
one-half,  and  the  residuum  of  nonpaying 
householders  then  admitted  would  be  much 
larger  and  infinitely  more  formidable  than 
the  wide  extension  under  the  Act  of  1867, 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  so  strongly 
complained  of.  The  present  proposal  was 
one  virtually  for  the  admission  of  persons 
below  the  £4  line,  that  was  to  say,  of  per- 
sons so  poor  that  no  attempt  waa  made  at 
present  to  levy  rates  from  them.  Upon 
those  who  were  endeavouring  to  introduce 
so  important  a  change  let  the  responsibility 
rest.  If  the  proposition  were  carried  it 
would  be  carried  more  for  the  purpose  of 
rendering  this  Act  an  absurdity  than  for 
the  purpose  of  introducing  a  beneficial 
change. 

Mr.  G.  TOUNG  said,  the  3rd  section 
of  the  3rd  clause — every  householder  to  be 
entitled  to  a  vote  who  '*  has  been  rated  to 
all  rates,  if  any,  made  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor" — seemed  to  him  altogether  sup<»r- 
fluous  and  meaningless  inasmuch  as  the  16th 
clause  amounted  toa  distinct  and  imperative 
provision  that  each  dwelling-house  in 
Scotland  should  be  separately  valued  and 
assessed  to  the  poor  rate.  The  real  force 
was  in  the  4th  section,  the  effect  of  which 
was  that  a  man  should  be  disqualified  in 
case  he  failed  to  pay  his  rates.  According 
to  the  law  of  Scotland  the  parochial  au- 
thorities had  power  to  exempt  occupiers 
from  the  half  of  the  rating,  for  which  propor- 
tion only  they  were  liable  in  the  case  of 
houses  under  £4  in  value.  The  operation 
of  the  4th  section  would  be  to  disqualify 
every  person  exempted  from  the  payment 
of  rates,  unless  for  political  or  other  pur- 
poses those  rates  were  paid  for  him.  If 
this  was  to  be  the  effect  of  the  clause  it 
would  be  most  mischievous.  For  his  own 
part  he  had  never  been  able  to  see  why  the 
fact  of  being  in  arrear  a  few  shillings  to 
the  rate  collector  should  operate  to  deprive 
a  man  of  his  right  to  vote.  An  arrear  of 
a  few  shillings  in  this  rate  was  suflicient 
for  this  purpose,  yet  a  «man  might  owe 
£20  to  his  baker  or  butcher  without  any 
political  consequences  ensuing. 

Mr.  DALGLISH  said,  it  wonid  be  a 
wise  experiment  to  maintain  the  present 
Scotch  system,  and  if  it  worked  well  the 
House  hereafter  might  adopt  it  in  the  case 
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Gwjn,  H. 
Hamilton,  Lord  G. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hard  J,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Hardj,  J. 
Hartley,  J. 
Hay.  Sir  J.  C.  D. 
Herbert,  rt.hn.  Gen.  P. 
Hesketb,  Sir  T.  G. 
Holmesdale,  Viaootmt 
Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B. 
HotbMn,  Loid 
Howes,  £. 
Hunt,  rt.  hoD.  G.  W. 
Kftnlake,  Sir  J.  B. 
Kartlake,  £.  K. 
Kavanagh,  A. 
Kendall,  N. 
King,  J.  K. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  G.  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  U.  G. 
Liddel),  hon.  H.  G. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Colonel  C. 
Lowther,  W. 
M*I^gan,  P. 
Mahon,  Viicoant 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
Mayo,  Earl  of 
Montagu,  rt.hn.  Lord  R. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G. 


Morgan,  0. 
Morris,  G. 

Mowbray,  rt  hon.  J.  R. 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
North,  Colonel 
Northcote,  rt.  hn.  Sir  S. 
Pakington,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Parker,  Major  W. 
Patten,  rt.  hon.  Col.  W. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Pugh,  D. 
Read,  0.  S. 
Robertson,  P.  F. 
Royston,  Viscount 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Sandford,  G.  M.  W. 
Sohreiber,  C. 
Sclater- Booth,  G. 
Scourfield,  J.  H. 
Severne,  J.  E. 
Simonds,  W.  B. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Sunley,  Lord 
Thompson,  A.  G. 
Tumor,  E. 
Vance,  J. 
Vandeleur,  Colonel 
Warren,  rt.  hon.  R.  R. 

TXLLVaS. 

Taylor,  Colonel 
Whitmore,  H. 


Adam,  W.  P. 
Agnew,  Sir  A. 
Allen,  W.  S. 
Anstruther,  Sir  R. 
Armstrong,  R. 
Aytoun,  B.  S. 
Bagwell,  J. 
Baxter,  W.  E. 
Bazley,  T. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Blake,  J.  A. 


NOES. 

Duff,  R.  W. 
Dundas,  F. 
Dunlop,  A.  C.  S.  M. 
Eliot,  Lord 

Erskine,  Vice- Ad.  J.  E. 
Esmonde,  J. 
Ewing,  U.  E.Crum- 
Fildes,  J. 
Fordyoe,  W.  D. 
French,  rt.  hn.  Colonel 
Gilpin,  C. 


Bright,  J.  (Birmingham)    Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Bright,  J.  (Manchester)    Gladstone,  W.  H. 


BulTer,  Siri:.  M. 
Buxton,  C. 
Buxton,  Sir  T.  F. 
Calcraft,  J.  H.  M. 
Candlish,  J. 
Cardwell,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Carnegie,  hon.  C. 
Carter,  S. 
Cave.  T. 
Chambers,  T. 
Childers,  II.  C.  E. 
Clement,  W.  J. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collier,  Sir  R.  P. 
Colthurst,  Sir  G.  C. 
Cowen,  J. 
Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
Craufurd,  E.  H.  J. 
Halglish,  R. 
Davey,  R. 
De  La  Poor,  E. 
Dent,  J.  D. 
Hevereux,  R.  J. 
Dixon,  G. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Duff,  M.  E.  G. 


Glyn,  G.  G. 
Graham,  W. 
Gregory,  W.  H. 
Hadfleld,  G. 
Harris,  J.  D. 
Hay,  Lord  W.  M. 
Headlam,  rt.  hn.  T.  E. 
Heneage,  E. 
Henley,  Lord 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Hodgkinson,  G. 
Holdcn,  I. 

Ilutt,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 
Jervoise,  Sir  J.  C. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Kinnaird,  Hon.  A.F. 
KnatchbulMIuges8en,E 
Labouchere,  H. 
Laing,  S. 
Lamont,  J. 

Lawson,  rt.  hon.  J.  A, 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Lee,  W. 
Leeman,  G. 
Lusk,  A. 


Maekinnon,  Capk.  L.  B. 
M'Laren,  D. 
Martin,  P.  W. 
Matheson,  A. 
Matheson,  Sir  J. 
Merry,  J. 
Mill,  J.  S. 
Miller,  W. 
Mills,  J.  R. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Moncreiff,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Nicholson,  W. 
Nicol,  J.  D. 
Norwood,  0.  M. 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
Ogilvy,  Sir  J. 
O'Logfalen.  Sir  C.  M. 
Pease,  J^  W. 
Pollard-Urquhart,  W. 
Potter.  E. 
Pritchard,  J. 
Ramsay,  J. 


Robtrtien,D. 
Russell,  Sir.  W. 
Salomons.  Mr.  Altoik 
Scott,  Sir  W. 
Shernff,  A.  C. 
Speirt,  A.  A. 
Sullivan,  E« 
Sykes,  Colonel  W.  E 
Synan,  E.  J. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Thompson,  M.  W. 
Vanderbyl,  P. 
Vemey.SirH. 
Wald^grmte-Lidii^hoi. 

G. 
Watkin,B.  W. 
White,  J. 
Young,  G. 

TSLUM. 

BouTerie,  rt.  hon.  E.P. 
Ellice,  E. 


Mb.  BOUVERIE  next  moved  to  insert 
in  place  of  the  Bections  omitted  the  worda** 

'*  Is  and  has  been  for  a  period  of  not  less  tbn 
twelve  months  next  preceding  the  last  day  of  Jol} 
an  inhabitant  occupier  as  a  lodger  of  part  of  any 
dwelling-house,  such  part  being  of  the  annui^ 
value  of  £10  or  upwards." 

The  hon.  Memher  said  his  object  in  mof- 
ing  the  addition  of  these  words  was  to  clear 
away  a  doubt  that  might  exist  as  to  there 
being  a  lodger  franchise  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  rose,  bat  was  called 
to  Order,  as  the  Chairman  had  not  read 
the  Question  before  the  Honse. 

The  CHAIRMAN  read  the  Qaestion  in 
the  usual  way. 

Thb  lord  advocate  said,  he  did 
not  think  there  could  be  any  objection  to 
the  insertion  of  the  words.  It  was  hit 
understanding  that  the  law  of  Scotland,  si 
it  at  present  stood,  was  in  accordance  with 
the  words  ;  but  if  there  was  any  doubt,  it 
was  better  that  it  should  be  remoTod. 

Sir  JOHN  OGILVY  thought  £10  an 
excessive  rental  for  a  Scotch  lodger  firan* 
chise. 

Mr.  kinnaird  said,  the  figure  wss 
put  at  £10  to  ronke  the  franchise  the 
same  as  that  in  the  English  Act. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  that  there  was  a 
difference  between  this  and  the  English 
lodger  franchise,  which  said  that  the  lodg- 
ing must  be  in  the  same  dwelling-house ; 
but  this  Bill  said  it  might  be  in  '*any 
dwelling-house." 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir.  I  rose  some  time 
back,  but  was  anticipated  by  the  learned 
Lord  Advocate,  to  say  that  the  Honse  has 
come  to  a  very  important  decision  with 
regard  to  this  Bill.  There  waa  a  very 
anxious  desire  on  the  pert  of  Her  Kajesty's 
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with  a  large  body  of  Scotch  Members,  and 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown.  He  (Mr. 
Bouyerie)  would  do  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  justice  of  saying,  that  in  all  mat- 
ters connected  with  Scotland  he  has  shown 
the  greatest  anxiety  to  consult  the  wishes 
and  opinions  of  the  Scotch  Members,  and, 
so  far  as  he  conceived  it  consistent  with 
liis  sense  of  duty,  he  had  acted  in  ae- 
cordance  with  those  opinions.  He  did  not 
think  the  House  had  any  right  to  complain 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  course 
he  had  taken ;  but  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  bear  distinctly  in  mind 
that  the  decision  at  which  a  tolerably  full 
Committee  had  arrived  was  to  reject  an 
innovation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  resolved  to  continue  an  existing  state 
of  things,  but  to  introduce  a  system  which 
was  repugnant  to  the  great  body  of  the 
Scotch  people. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  he  rose  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  saying  that  he  thought 
the  Government  had  exercised  a  wise  dis- 
cretion, and  he  cordially  approved  the 
course  they  had  taken  iu  asking  for  time 
to  consider  the  very  grave  position  in  which 
they  were  at  present  placed.  He  was 
anxious,  if  the  House  would  pardon  hiro, 
to  say  a  few  words  on  this  occasion,  because 
he  had  recently  given  expression  to  opinions 
which  he  knew  had  caused  pain  to  some 
whom  he  was  sorry  to  have  offended,  and 
some  dissatisfaction  to  those  whom  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent.  He  had  taken 
occasion  in  a  recent  debate  to  say  that  he 
disapproved  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  not  having  resigned  on 
their  defeat  upon  the  question  of  the  Irish 
Church.  If,  in  the  expression  of  such  an 
opinion,  he  had  given  pain  to  any  Member 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  he  was 
extremely  sorry  ;  but  he  had  spoken  upon 
public  grounds,  and  he  appealed  to  recent 
events  for  his  justification.  Long  habit 
and  training  in  that  House  had  inclined 
him  to  take  a  constitutional  view  of  great 
questions,  and  he  maintained  now  what  he 
had  said  then, — that  under  the  circum- 
stances of  a  great  defeat,  confirmed  by  a 
subsequent  vote  with  an  increased  majority, 
the  duty  of  any  Government,  formed  no 
matter  how,  could  not  be  evaded,  either 
with  credit  to  themselves  or  advantage  to 
the  country.  He  had  not  spoken  without 
thought.  He  knew  at  the  time  that  there 
were  great  and  difficult  questions  coming 
on  for  decision  even  in  the  short  time  the 
present  House  of  Commons  seemed  dis- 

Mr*  Bouverie 


posed  to  leave  to  itself,  and  that  upon 
those  questions  great  differences  of  opinion 
would  exist.  They  had  now  seen  the  boun- 
dary qnestion  re-opened  and  brought  be- 
fore the  House,  and,  in  his  hamble  judg- 
ment, left  as  unsettled  by  the  aeticm  of 
Parliament  as  it  was  before  the  Commiinoa 
was  appointed.  They  had  seen,  in  the  esse 
of  the  Reform  Bill  for  Scotland,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  defeated  in  a  serious 
division  on  an  important  point,  and  again 
in  the  division  which  had  just  beea 
taken.  Now,  he  would  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
hers  opposite  to  place  themselves  in  tbs 
position  of  those  who  habitually  supported 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  The  Govern- 
ment  were  perfectly  right  in  pressing  their 
opinions  on  the  House ;  but  the  floois 
refused  to  listen  to  those  opinions,  and, 
almost  as  a  matter  of  course,  whenever 
Her  Majesty's  Government  proposed  any- 
thing the  House  of  Commons  took  a  diif- 
ferent  view.  The  position  of  the  Govern* 
ment  was  therefore  the  reverse  of  what  it 
ought  to  be,  and  their  whole  policy  wsi 
guided  and  governed  by  their  opponents. 
That  was  a  state  of  things  which  it  would 
be  extremely  dangerous  to  continue,  and 
he  said  so  for  the  sake  of  the  great  psrtj 
to  which  he  belonged,  and  the  influence  of 
which  he  did  not  wish  to  see  in  any  respset 
lessened.  The  Conservative  party  in  thii 
country,  when  accustomed,  night  after 
night,  to  defeat  and  humiliation,  was  not 
only  powerless  for  good,  but  might  become 
instrumental  for  evil.  It  was  on  thst 
account  he  regretted  that  Her  Majestj'i 
Government  should  have  thooght  fit  on  s 
recent  occasion  to  retain  power  in  tbe 
difficult  position  in  which  an  adverse  ms- 
jority  had  placed  them.  The  constitutiootl 
mode  of  proceeding  in  the  case  of  sa 
adverse  vote  was  to  take  one  of  two 
courses— either  to  resign  power,  or  to 
call  on  the  country  to  support  them. 
He  regretted  that  Her  Majesty's  Govero- 
ment  had  not  done  one  or  the  other,  and 
he  still  more  regretted  the  deplorable  eon- 
sequences  which  had  arisen.  He  looked 
upon  this  question  iu  a  constitutions! 
light  alone,  and  he  maintained  that  to 
carry  on  the  Government  of  the  country 
in  the  face  of  a  great  majority  was  full  of 
danger,  and  could  only  be  attended  with 
disappointment  and  pain  to  those  who 
attempted  it. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  only  wished 
to  say  that  he  earnestly  hoped  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  peraeyere  in  the 
course  they  had  announced.   Thej  had  got 
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eppedred  to  be  disposed,  reljing  upon 
tlieir  numbers  and  tbeir  majority,  to  carry 
on  the  business  of  the  country  in  their  own 
peculiar  way. 

Mr.  MONCREIFF  said,  he  wished 
that  there  should  be  no  mistake  on  the 
Bulject  of  the  vote  to  which  the  Commit- 
tee had  come.  When  the  Reform  Bill  for 
Scotland  wos  introduced,  the  riglit  hon. 
Gentleman  had  soid,  with  great  fairness 
and  candour,  tliat  in  these  matters  he  would 
be  greatly  influenced  by  the  views  of  the 
House,  nnd  that  he  would  look  to  the  opi- 
nions of  Scotch  Members  especially  as  a 
guide  in  his  proceedings.  But  in  the  debote 
which  took  place  at  that  time,  the  Scotch 
Members  pointed  out  in  the  most  explicit 
manner  that  the  rating  principle  would  be 
productive  of  great  inconvenience,  and 
having  since  consulted  together  upon  the 
subject,  they  placed  their  Amendments 
upon  the  Paper  before  Easter,  so  that  the 
Government  had  had  ample  means  of  know- 
ing what  it  was  that  they  intended  to  insist 
upon.  He  thought  the  course  adopted  by 
the  Scotch  Members  was  perfectly  justified, 
and  he  hoped  they  would  continue  in  that 
course.  It  was  their  duty  to  make  this 
Beform  Bill  as  operative  and  as  beneficial 
as  possible,  and  whatever  mi|>ht  be  the 
result  of  their  votes  ho  hoped  they  would 
persevere  in  their  present  course.  He 
could  have  no  objection  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  taking  time  to  consider  the 
vote,  nnd  with  the  advice  he  would  have, 
he  would  probably  find  that  the  Scotch 
Reform  Bill  had  not  suffered  any  great 
detriment  through  the  omission  of  the 
rating  clause,  which  enfranchised  and  dis- 
franchised nobody. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he  did 
not  rise  to  oppose  the  Motion  for  Progress 
which,  under  the  circumstances,  he  thought 
to  bo  natural  ;  but  he  did  rise  to  reply  to 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Berkshire  (Sir  Chorles  Russell). 
That  hon.  Gentleman  might  be  justified 
in  speaking  the  sentiments  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sat  oroond  him  when  he 
said  that  the  struggle  of  that  night  and 
the  struggles  which  had  been  going  on  for 
the  last  two  months  were  for  the  purpose 
of  placing  in  power  one  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  led  parties  on  either  side 
of  that  House.  Much  as  he  respected  and 
looked  up  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
led  the  party  with  which  he  had  the  honour 
of  acting,  he  had,  as  an  humblo  independ- 
ent Member  of  that  House,  to  disclaim 
Buoh  ft  motive  aa  had  been  attributed  to 
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the  Liberal  party  by  the  hon.  Baronet. 
They  were  there  to  atmgglo  for  great 
principles,  and  not,  as  the  hon.  Member 
had  avowed  was  the  motive  of  liia  party, 
to  struggle  for  the  ascendancy  of  an  indi- 
vidual. The  course  taken  that  night  folly 
exhibited  the  correctness  of  the  statement 
he  had  ventured  to  make  on  the  night  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  had  stated  the  coarse 
which  Government  meant  to  take  after  the 
majority  of  65  against  them.  He  (Sir 
Patrick  O'Brien)  had  then  entertained  the 
opinion  that  there  were  great  questions 
remaining  for  that  Parliament  to  consider 
— the  Scotch  Reform  Bill,  which  they  were 
first  considering,  the  Boundary  Bill,  and 
the  Irish  Reform  Bill.  He  ha[d  taid  then 
that  they  were  about  to  proceed  to  their 
consideration  with  the  millstone  of  ft  disso- 
lution hanging  round  their  necks.  The 
observations  of  Gentlemen  opposite  proved 
that  he  was  right  in  that  statement.  His 
opinion  then,  as  it  was  before,  was,  that 
such  a  state  of  things  was  unconstitutional. 
They  could  not  consider  measured  of  such 
a  character  fairly  under  such  circumstances. 
There  were  two  courses  for  the  Government 
to  take — resign — that  he  would  not  believe 
they  would  do — or  dissolve  Parliament 
The  hon.  Baronet,  a  distinguished  military 
officer,  knew  that  soldiers  went  into  action 
ready  to  risk  their  lives  for  their  country. 
He  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien),  much  as  he  and 
others  on  both  sides  of  the  House  would 
dislike  a  dissolution,  could  not  imagine  that 
hon.  Members  would  not  be  ready  to  risk 
their  seats  for  great  principles.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  threatened  them  with 
dissolution;  they — the  Liberal  party — wore 
prepared  for  the  issue  ;  they  believed  that 
the  country  would  give  their  opinions  the 
seal  of  their  approbation,  and  they  chal- 
lenged, not  individual  Members,  but  the 
Government  to  appeal  to  the  country. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  aaid.  he 
could  not  assent  to  the  description  whieh 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Moncreiff)  had  given  of 
the  question  on  which  the  Committee  had 
just  come  to  a  deciaion.  He  must  remind 
the  Committee  that  the  question  really  was 
whether  there  should  be  in  the  towns  of 
Scotland  household  suffrage,  pure  and  sim- 
ple ?  This  was  put  most  distinctly  to  the 
Committee,  and  it  was  not  open  to  hon. 
Members  to  say  now  that  it  was  any  other 
question  that  had  been  under  consideration. 
There  had  been  no  attempt  on  the  part  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  fill  up  the  blank 
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Motion  made,  and  Questioo  propoied, 
"  That  (he  Chairman  do  report  Progreai, 
ind  atk  leare  to  sit  again." — {Mr.  Kin- 
iward.) 

Mn.  GATHORNB  HARDY  said,  that 
Scotch  Member*  on  the  oppotite  side  of 
the  Houae  were  not  quite  eoniistent.  . 
Earljin  tlieeTcning  thejhad  been  aniioui  ' 
that  Scotland  ihould  be  regnrded  as  an  | 
integral  part  of  tlio  Empire,  bnt  the  hon.  , 
Member  for  Penh  iion  ivUhcd  Scotland  to  ' 
be  treated  aa  altogetlier  distinct,  and  ge- 
neral Buiinesfl  to  be  stopped,  for  fear  that 
the  interests  of  Scotland  should  not  be 
attended  to.  That  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill 
had  not  occupied  the  irhole  night  was  no 
reason  for  not  proceeding  with  Supply. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  said,  that  ten  Seotch 
Bills  hod  been  put  in  the  Paper  for  that 
night,  nnd  he  irished  to  know  whether 
thote  Bills  would  be  proceeded  with.  He 
would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  b;  leare,  mAdrawn. 

Original  QuMtion  put,  and  agr«»  to. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"Tb&t  a  lutn,  not  eiooedins  £163,TTS,  be 
gniiited  to  Her  Mnjeitf,  to  aomplete  the  ■am  ne- 
ottaTj  to  Mnj  the  Cbar^  which  will  came  in 
oourte  of  pajmsnt  during  Ihe  je«T  anding  on  the 
31at  da;  of  March  1860,  far  Proseoutions  it  As- 
■ises  and  Quarter  Seiiiona,  fornierlj  paid  out  of 
Countf  Katei,  including  Adjudication  a  under  the 
Criminal  Juatice  Act,  SheriA'  Expeniea,  Salaries 
in  lieu  of  Feea  M  Clsrki  of  Aa*ite  and  other  Offi- 
cers.and  for  Compensation  to  Clerks  of  ths  Feac« 
nodar  the  same  Aet,  and  eertain  other  Eipeoies 
oftbe  same  Class." 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Attorney  General  )iad 
an;  further  explanation  to  gire  respeeting 
the  duties  of  the  Clerks  of  Assise?     At 

E resent,  after  the  explanation  given  by  the 
on.  and  learned  Qentlemnn  on  a  former 
erening,  nnd  which  he  heard  with  pain,  he 
thought  that  these  officers  did  not  discharge 
duties  for  which  a  salarj  of  £1,000  a  jear 
was  requisite,  and  thst  it  was  incumbent 
on  the  Treasury  to  make  inquiry  into  the 
saUrict  of  all  the  offices  in  this  Vole. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
thst  all  he  stated  the  other  night  was  that 
it  WBS  not  necessary  that  a  Clerk  of  Assize 
should  be  either  a  barrister  or  a  solicitor, 
He  would  not  go  at  any  length  into  the 
duties  of  a  Clerk  of  Assise  ;  but  it  was  ab- 
solutely necessary  that  there  should  be  on 
eiery  circuit  officers  (o  perform  duties  eon- 
neoted  with  the  ftd ministration  of  jns^oe. 
He  bad  himself  had  to  sit  u  a  Commis- 
jifr.  Kinnairi 
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sioner  on  the  Western  Cireoit,  and  there 
was  sometimes  a  dlffionlty  in  getting  a 
olerk  to  go  into  a  third  and  fourth  Court. 
He  would  repeat  that  a  great  portion  of 
the  business  whioh  devolved  upon  the 
Clerks  of  Assise  was  not  such  as  to  require 
legal  knowledge.  He  had  the  control  over 
certain  officers,  end  had  to  conduct  the 
oorrespondence  with  the  sheriffs  and  gaol- 
ers, and  to  assist  the  Judges  in  the  general 
arrangements  of  the  bnsinass  of  the  dif- 
ferent Courts  of  Asaize.  He  also  had  to 
keep  an  office  in  town.  He  wonid  not 
retract  what  he  had  said  the  other  night, 
that  although  some  legal  knowledge  wss 
required.  It  was  not  necessary  he  shonid 
be  a  barrister  of  seven  years'  standing  or 
a  solieitor  in  order  to  disefaarge  the  dutiei 
of  his  office. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that  the  eipUna- 
tioQ  of  the  hon.  and  learned  QentlemsD 
was  quite  satisfactory  from  hia  point  of 
view.  The  Attorney  General  had  shown 
very  clearly  that  some  knowledge  of  rontins 
and  a  oerlain  aptitude  of  orgaDiaattOB  were 
required  from  Clerks  of  Assise,  but  it  ap- 
peared to  him  (Hr.  Childers)  to  be  then 
undeslrsble  thst,  taking  into  aeconnt  the 
rates  of  salary  in  other  departments  of  ths 
Civil  Service,  £1,000  would  be  an  eiees- 
sive  salary.  He  did  not  complain  of  Hr. 
Bovill'a  appointment,  but  if  a  geotlemsn 
who  a  year  ago  was  in  a  dragoon  regiment 
could  in  a  few  months  qualify  himself  for 
professional  duties  of  this  kind,  it  would  b« 
very  unfair  to  the  Civil  Service  generally, 
that  the  present  salaries  should  be  maio' 
tained.  He  would  therefore  preta  ths 
question  which  he  had  addressed  to  the 
Treasury  —  nsmely,  whether  they  wonU 
undertake  that  the  salaries  of  these  ofSeen 
should  be  re-considered  by  the  Treasury? 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUBKsaid,  that  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Qenlleman  [Mr.  Childers)  that  the  Treosoiy 
should  re-consider  the  salary  of  these  offieen 
with  reference  to  the  duties  they  were 
called  upon  to  discharge,  wus  deserving  of 
attention.  Since  the  present  QovemmcDt 
came  into  Office  their  attention  had  not 
been  called  to  this  subject,  but  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  matter  shoaM 
be  properly  inquired  into. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  mored  that  the  Vole 
be  postponed. 

Tbb  CHAIRMAN  intimated  that  this 
could  not  be  done. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  felt  so 
strongly  that  it  was  a  gross  abuse  on  the 
^  part  of  the  Chief  Jaitie«  of  the  CommoD 
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goription  ought  not  to  be  distribnted,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  among  the  personal  eon- 
nections  of  the  Chief  Justice. 

Colonel  NORTil  said,  tliat,  as  neither 
the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefraet  (Mr. 
Childers)  nor  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  bad  made  any  inquiry  as  to 
the  duties  of  these  officers  while  thej  were 
at  the  Treasury,  the  zeal  with  which  they 
now  condemned  the  appointments  was,  to 
say  the  least,  very  curious.  In  his  opi- 
nion, no  blame  attached  to  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  for  following  a  practice  which  had 
evidently  been  approved  by  those  hon. 
Members. 

Ma.  CHILDERS  said,  that  if,  daring 
the  eight  or  nine  months  that  he  was  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury,  he  had  ascertained 
the  duty,  and  compared  it  with  the  salary, 
of  every  officer  of  the  Government,  he  must 
have  been  a  man  of  superhuman  power. 
He,  however,  never  imagined  that  Clerk- 
ships of  Assize  were  offices  which  did  not  re- 
quire to  be  Blled  by  persons  of  considerablo 
legal  attainments.  If  the  Government 
were  unwilling  to  postpone  the  Vote,  he 
trusted  that  the  Committee  would  accept 
tho  promise  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, which  he  had  not  the  least  doubt 
the  Treasury  would  faithfully  perform.  At 
the  same  time,  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  never  for  a  moment  admit  that 
patronage  vested  in  any  person  in  the 
position  of  a  Judge,  was  something  which 
was  to  be  looked  upon  as  property,  and  for 
which,  if  he  was  deprived  of  it,  he  was 
entitled,  in  some  respect  or  other,  to  com- 
pensation. Any  such  idea  was  expressly 
excluded  by  a  clause  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
which  regulates  the  offices  of  Associate  and 
Clerk  of  Assize. 

Sm  HARRY  VERNEY  said,  he  looked 
upon  the  legal  profession  as  one  of  the 
safeguards  of  the  Constitution,  and  if  it 
were  to  go  forth  to  the  world  that  appoint- 
ments of  this  description  were  to  be  made 
a  slur  would  be  cast  upon  the  profession. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  regretted  that 
notwithstanding  the  appeals  which  had  been 
made  to  him  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  and  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Pontefraet  (Mr.  Childers),  he  coold  not 
withdraw  his  Motion.  He  did  not  wish  to 
raise  a  general  question  as  to  the  revision 
of  the  salaries  of  clerks,  whom  he  had  no 
reason  to  believe  overpaid.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire had  stated  that  the  Amendment,  if 
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carried,  would  be  a  severe  vote  of  eenanre 
on  Chief  Justice  Bovill.  Believing  that 
the  Chief  Justice  had  done  that  which  he 
ought  not  to  have  done,  he  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
was  anxious  that  the  Committee  should 
pass  a  severe  condemnation  upon  him  in 
this  matter. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  regretted  that  after  the 
assurance  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer the  Amendment  had  not  been  with- 
drawn. He  thought  it  would  be  much 
better  that  the  House  should  lay  down 
some  rule  that  no  person  should  in  future 
be  appointed  to  the  office  in  question  who 
was  not  of  a  certain  standing  at  the  bar, 
or  a  solicitor. 

Mb.  NEVILLE -GRENVILLE  said, 
he  wished  to  know  whether  any  complaint 
had  been  made  of  any  mischief  arising  out 
of  this  appointment  ?  If  an  improper  ap- 
pointment had  been  made  no  doubt  notice 
ought  to  be  taken  of  it  by  the  House,  but 
he  did  not  think  that  the  present  Amend- 
ment was  the  most  dignified  form.  He 
was  rather  surprised  to  hear  from  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
(Sir  Harry  Yerney),  that  a  gentleman  who 
had  been  engaged  in  the  profession  to  which 
he  (Sir  Harry  Verney)  had  formerly  be- 
longed was  incapable  of  performing  the 
duties  of  Clerk  of  Assise.  All  he  could 
make  out  from  the  present  debate  wss, 
that  a  gentleman  blessed  with  a  legal  edu- 
cation was  everything  that  was  good,  while 
there  was  nothing  but  inefficiency  to  be  ex- 
pected from  a  civilian  or  a  military  officer. 

Me.  clay  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brighton  had  asked  the  Committee  to 
pass  a  severe  censure  on  the  Chief  Justice, 
and  he  (Mr.  Clay)  was  therefore  anxious 
to  say  that,  entertaining  a  high  respect  for 
tho  Chief  Justice — which  he  believed  was 
shared  by  all  who  knew  him  —  he  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  not  be  pressed.  If 
it  was,  very  few  Members,  he  believed, 
would  vote  for  it.  If  there  was  any  fault 
it  lay  not  with  the  Chief  Justice  but  with 
that  House,  which  allowed  highly-paid 
places  to  exist  with  very  slender  duties. 
As  long  as  that  was  so,  they  might  be 
sure  that  those  who  held  the  patronage 
would  appoint  their  own  relations.  He 
thought  the  proposition  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer the  more  satisfactory  settlement ; 
it  would  save  more  money,  and  without 
selecting  one  instance,  which  was  not  worse 
than  the  others,  would  pat  the  whole  upon 
aach  ft  footing  aa  was  worthy  of  the  Hoase 
of  Commons. 
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Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  that  in  the  coun- 
try the  expenses  of  the  Police  Courts  were 
defrayed  out  of  tho  rates.  In  London  they 
came  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  He 
did  not  see  why  the  metropolis  should  not 
bear  some  portion  of  the  charge. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  called  attention 
to  the  charges  for  the  constabulary  in  Ire- 
land. He  did  not  see,  considering  that  the 
population  in  the  metropolis  was  about  half 
that  of  Ireland,  that  the  proportion  was 
too  much.  It  was  really  impossible  to  levy 
more  money  in  the  metropolis.  The  whole  • 
of  the  police  charge  of  the  metropolis  was  '. 
not  charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  ; 
and  many  of  the  duties  performed  by  the 
metropolitan  police  were  not  of  a  local,  but 
of  an  Imperial  character. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
one  item  of  increase  in  the  Vote  was  for 
improving  the  Police  Courts  of  London, 
which  everybody  admitted  were  in  a 
wretched  state.  It  rested  with  the  Trea- 
sury and  the  Home  Office  to  decide  when 
the  police  courts  required  to  be  re-built ; 
and  anyone  who  would  take  the  trouble  of 
looking  into  those  Courts  would  admit  that 
they  were  not  such  buildings  as  they  ought 
to  be.  Although  the  sum  was  charged  in 
a  different  manner,  the  fact  really  was 
that  the  proportion  charged  for  the  metro- 
polis was  just  the  same  as  in  other  parts  of 
the  country. 

Vote  agreed  io» 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  then 
moved  that  the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said.  Pro- 
gress could  be  reported  when  they  came  to 
an  unopposed  Vote. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again,  — [Sir  Colman  O^Logh- 
Un^) — put,  and  negatwed, 

(9.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'Tbat  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £165,524,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  lum  ne- 
cessary to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the 
dlst  daj  of  March  1869,  for  the  Metropolitan 
PoUce." 

Mr.  AYRTON  inquired  when  the  Bill 
for  the  re- organization  of  the  police  system 
was  to  be  introduced  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
he  had  given  notice  of  the  Bill,  and  pro- 
posed to  bring  it  in  on  Thursday. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  he  objected 


to  the  amount  of  the  Vote  and  to  the  en- 
tire want  of  details  of  the  yarioae  items. 
He  wished  for  an  explanation  why  the 
police  did  not  prevent  the  explosion  at 
Clerkenwell  House  of  Correction,  seeing 
that  tbey  had  previous  warning  of  what 
was  likely  to  happen,  and  the  yery  day 
and  hour  was  specified. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
had  on  a  former  occasion  given  as  much 
explanation  as  was  in  his  power.  The 
police  were  on  the  spot,  bat  they  did  not 
anticipate  the  particular  mode  that  was 
adopted  for  blowing  down  the  prison  wall. 
They  were  under  the  impression  that  the 
wall  would  be  blown  up  from  below,  and 
took  precautions  against  that,  but  not 
against  the  method  that  was  actually 
adopted.  They  were  more  accustomed  to 
the  sight  of  barrels  of  beer  than  barrels  of 
gunpowder,  and  thinking  it  was  a  barrel  of 
beer  that  was  placed  against  the  wall  they 
took  no  steps  to  remove  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'  '^(  Afr.  TTotibm.) 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  must  remind  the  Com- 
mittee they  were  very  backward  with  Sup- 
ply this  year,  and  he  hoped,  as  there  was 
then  a  good  attendance  in  the  House,  they 
would  be  allowed  to  take  a  few  more  Votes 
that  night.  If  ihe  Committee  was  ad- 
journed they  must  sit  later  to  make  up  the 
time. 

Mr.  WATKIN  said,  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  appealed  to  the  Committee  to 
wait  till  a  Vote  was  reached  which  was 
opposed. 

Sir  colman  O'LOGHLEN  said,  there 
were  other  measures  of  the  Government 
on  the  night's  Paper ;  and  he  would  sug- 
gest that  Progress  should  be  reported  after 
this  Vote  was  agreed  to. 

Motion,  by  leave»  withdravm. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(10.)  £130,891,  to'coroplete  the  sum  for 
Convict  Establishments  (Colonies). 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  hoped  that 
no  more  convicts  would  be  sent  to  Gib* 
raltar.  It  was  an  extravagant  thing  to 
send  convicts  there,  and  it  was  a  bad  place 
to  send  them  to.  The  conyict  establish- 
ment  there  was  bad  in  point  of  discipline. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  that  a 
reduced  Estimate  had  been  received  from 
Gibraltar  since  the  general  Estimates  were 
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allj  when  in  possession  of  the  Report  of  a 
Commitsion  than  under  the  present  cir- 
cnmstances. 

The  Earl  of  LICHFIELD  said,  that 
he  attached  great  importance  to  the  ques- 
tion, and  he  had  heard  no  ohjeetion  of 
any  weight  offered  against  any  of  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill  which  he  had  brought 
forward.  Under  any  other  circumstances, 
therefore,  he  should  hare  been  most  re- 
luctant to  withdraw  it.  His  object,  how- 
ever, had  been  gained  to  a  great  extent — 
first,  by  having  brought  the  subject  pro- 
minently forward,  and  having,  as  he  be- 
lieved, attracted  the  attention  of  a  large 
portion  of  the  public  to  this  important  ques- 
tion, and  also  in  having  obtained  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  an  intimation  that 
they  approved  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
and  were  not  unwilling  that  a  Commission 
should  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  subject.  Having  that  prospect  before 
him,  ond  believing  that  it  would  be  an  un- 
necessary waste  of  time  if  he  insisted  on 
pressing  the  measure  under  the  present 
circumstances,  he  would  adopt  the  advice 
given  him  by  the  noble  Earl  and  with- 
draw the  Bill. 

Earl  FORTE SCUE  said,  that  having 
presented  a  petition  from  one  of  the  most 
prosperous  friendly  societies  in  the  country, 
stating  that  the  investigation  they  had 
made  respecting  other  friendly  societies 
and  the  experience  of  their  own  had  con- 
vinced them  that  a  general  and  searching 
inquiry  into  the  subject  was  necessary ;  he 
desired  to  express  his  gratificotion  at  the 
prospect  of  a  Royal  Commission  being 
issued  ;  for  he  felt  satisfied  that  the  Com- 
mission would  render  important  services 
to  the  cause  of  providence  and  self-denial, 
and  would  lead  to  securities  for  the  diminu- 
tion of  pauperism,  the  advantages  of  which 
to  the  country  could  not  be  over-estimated. 

Bill  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  withdi*awn, 

CONSECRATION  OF  CHURCHTARDS  ACT 

(1867)  AMENDMENT  BILL— (No.  16.) 

( The  Buhop  of  Oxford,) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  that 
the  Bill  which  he  now  moved  their  Lord- 
ships to  read  a  second  time,  proposed  a 
slight  alteration  in  the  Act  of  last  Session 
relating  to  this  subject.  That  Act  provided 
for  the  easier  consecration  of  additions  to 

Th$  Eorl  of  Mahnoibury 


churchyards,  and  enabled  donors  of  land 
for  such  additions  to  reserve  a  certain  por- 
tion of  it  to  serve  in  perpetuity  as  a  burial- 
place  for  their  families.  It  was  provided 
that  the  land  so  reserved  should  not  exceed 
fifty  square  yards,  or  one-sixth  of  the 
whole  land  given.  Now  the  legal  authorities 
construed  the  clause  as  though  tlie  words 
^'  fifty  square  yards  "  governed  the  words 
"one-sixth,"  and  to  mean  that  not  more 
than  fifty  yards  could  be  reserved  under 
any  gift.  That,  however,  was  not  the 
intention  of  those  who  framed  the  elause ; 
and  this  Bill  proposed  to  permit  donors  to 
reserve  land  to  any  extent,  provided  it  did 
not  exceed  a  certain  proportion  of  the  whole. 
That  proportion,  as  he  had  stated,  was 
one-sixth  under  last  year's  Act  ;  but, 
thinking  some  of  their  Lordships  might 
deem  it  inadvisable  to  allow  so  large  a 
proportion  as  that  to  be  reserved,  he  pro- 
posed to  fix  it  in  this  Bill  at  one-tenth.  At 
the  same  time  he  attached  no  great  import- 
ance to  this  second  point,  and  if  one-sixth 
was  thought  better  than  one-tenth,  he 
would  not  press  his  opinion  either  way. 
It  had  recently  been  thought  well  to  render 
churchyards  attractive  by  planting  them, 
and  he  desired  to  gifo  encouragement  to 
donations  of  land  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
larging them,  by  enabling  the  donors  to 
reserve  a  portion  as  burial-places  for  them- 
selves and  their  families. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (TAe  Lord  Bishop  of  Oxford.) 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  it  would  be 
as  well  to  guard  against  making  the  reserved 
ground  too  large,  because  a  donor's  sue* 
cessors  might  neglect  to  keep  it  in  order, 
and  thus  an  eyesore  would  be  produced  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  the  church  instead 
of  an  ornament. 

The  Bishop  op  CARLISLE  suggested 
that  the  provisions  of  tho  Act  of  last  year 
should  be  extended  to  cemeteries.  He  had 
been  recently  reminded  of  the  necessity  of 
this  by  a  case  in  his  own  diocese.  The 
Burial  Board  of  Kendal  had  made  an  ad- 
dition to  their  beautiful  cemetery  ;  but 
when  the  case  came  to  be  inquired  into  it 
was  found  that  the  whole  of  the  cumbrous 
legal  formalities  attending  the  consecration 
of  a  burial-ground  had  to  be  gone  through 
before  tho  addition  could  be  used.  For, 
on  corefully  perusing  that  Bill  of  last  Ses- 
sion, which  it  was  now  proposed  to  amend, 
it  was  found  that  by  no  possibility  could  it 
be  construed  as  applying  to  cemeteries. 
Indeed,  they  would  seem  to  have  been 
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Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  as  we  look  upon 
this  Bill  as  the  first  step  towards  the  dit- 
estahlishment  of  the  Churoh,  we  intend  to 
gif  e  it  the  greatest  opposition  we  can. 


M.  Salisbarj 
E.  CamarTon 
£.  Romney 
£.  De  Gray 


E.  Kimberley 
V.  Eversley 
L.  Redesdale 
L.  Somerhill. 


Ordered,  That  the  Eyidenoe  taken  before  the 
said  Committee  of  last  Session  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  in  order  that  the  same  may 
be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Con- 
stniotion  of  the  House  of  the  present  Session  :  The 
■aid  Evidence  was  accordingly  laid  on  the  Table, 
and  referred  to  the  said  Committee. 

CONTAGIOITS  DISEASES  ACI|    1866. 

Moved,  That  a  Select  Committee  j>o  appointed 
to  consider  the  Contagious  Diseases  Act,  1866 : 
Motion  agreed  to  :  The  Lords  following  were 
named  of  the  Committee  ;  the  Committee  to  meet 
on  Friday  next,  at  Half  past  Four  o*Clock,  and 
to  appoint  their  own  Chairman  .— { The  Vteeount 
Liford:)— 

D.  Somerset  V.  Templetown 

D.  ClcTeland  L.  Silcbester 

E.  Devon  L.  Clandeboye 
£.  De  Grey  L.  Penrhyn. 
V.  Ufford 

SALE  OF  FOISOKS  AND  PHABICAOT  ACT 

AHENDSCENT   BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  regulate  the  Sale  of  Poisons,  and 
alter  and  amend  the  Pharmacy  Act,  1852 — Was 
preeented  by  The  Earl  Granyillk  ;  read  1*. 
(No.  103.) 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock,  to 

Friday  next,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tueeday,  May  19,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— SxLKCT  CoiooTTBi  — On  Queen 
Anne's  Bounty  Board  appointed ;  on  Extradi- 
tion, Mr.  Stansfeld  added. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee  —  Resolutions 
[May  18]  reported. 

PuBUO  Bills — Ordered — Fairs  •  ;  West  Indies.* 

First  Reading— Went  Indies*  [124];  Medical 
Practitioners  (Colonies)  *  [125] ;  Fairs  *  [126]. 

Second  Reading —'{£17,000,000)  Consolidated 
Fund.* 

Committee — Vagrant  Act  Amendment  •  [102] — 
R.P. ;  City  of  London  Gas  (re-comm.)^  [ll^]' 

Report — City  of  London  Gas  (re-comm.)^  [H^]- 

Considered  as  amended— Countj  Courts  (Ad- 
miralty Jurisdiction)*  (04). 

ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  in  conformity 
with  the  Notice  which  I  gave  several  days 
agO|  I  wish  to  ask  Her  Majesty'^s  Govern- 
ment What  coarse  thej  propose  to  take  on 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Established 
Church  (Ireland)  Bill,  which  stands  for 
Friday,  the  22ad  instant  ? 


ILLEGAL  PUBLICATIONS. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  Publications,  the  sale  of  which 
has  been  condemned  by  a  Court  of  Law, 
are  now  being  openly  offered  for  sale  in  the 
Streets  of  London,  and  such  being  the  case, 
whether  the  Police  have  power  to  interfere  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNB  HARDY:  Sir.  I 
have  made  inquiries  into  the  subject  of  my 
hon.  Friend's  Question,  and  I  find  that 
since  the  decision  referred  to  that  book  bss 
not  been  sold  in  the  streets,  though  there 
is  no  doubt — for  I  hold  one  of  the  coven 
in  my  hand — that  the  cover  is  put  on  books 
in  order  to  sell  them,  but  within  the  cover 
the  purchaser  finds  a  book  of  a  totally  dif- 
ferent character,  and  of  a  harmless  nature. 
The  attraction  of  the  title  appears  to  be 
great,  as  it  is  used  for  advertising  and 
selling  books  of  a  very  different  kind.  I 
am  told  that  the  Police  keep  a  register  of 
the  books  and  pamphlets  sold  in  the 
streets,  and  interfere  when  their  inter- 
ference is  called  for.  As  to  the  book 
referred  to  by  my  hon.  Friend — for  I  pre- 
sume his  Question  relates  to  The  Confet" 
tianal  Untncuked — I  find  on  inquiry  at 
the  depot  from  which  it  was  issued  that 
all  the  remaining  copies  have  been  de- 
stroyed, and  that  there  are  none  now  for 
sale. 

ARMY  RESERVE  AND  MILITIA 
RESERVE.— QUESTION. 

Major  WALKER  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  is  intended  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  Regulations  for  the  Army  Re- 
serve and  the  Militia  Reserve  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  replied  that 
he  laid  the  Papers  on  the  table  of  the 
House  some  time  ago. 

MONUMENT    TO    THE    DURE    OF 
WELLINGTON.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GOLDSMID  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Wbat 
progress  has  been  made  during  the  past 
year  with  the  monument  to  the  late  Duke 
of  Wellington,  and  whether  it  is  likely  to 
be  completed  in  the  course  of  1869  ? 
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the  proper  lense  of  the  word  as  long  as 
the  purchase  •jstem  lasted ;  for  the  very 
essence  of  a  profession  is  first,  that  the  man 
who  pursues  it  should  he  able  to  live  by 
it|  and  next,  that  he  should  succeed  in  it 
more  or  less  in  proportion  to  his  profes- 
sional merits.  They  showed  that  both  of 
these  essentia]  conditions  do  not,  and  could 
not  exist  under  the  purchase  system. 
They  showed  likewise  that  all  attempts  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  officers  of 
cor  army  were  rendered  nugatory  and 
almost  ludicrous  by  a  state  of  things  under 
which  every  boon  or  privilege  which  we 
conferred  upon  the  officer,  hy  a  certain  nnd 
immediate  process,  raised  the  price  which 
he  paid  for  his  commission  by  exactly  the 
capitalized  value  of  that  boon  or  privilege. 
And  they  showed,  as  indeed  has  been  sub- 
sequently borne  out  by  innumerable  letters, 
both  addressed  privately  to  Members — in 
my  own  case,  ever  since  these  Resolutions 
were  on  the  Paper,  they  have  been  coming 
in  at  the  rate  of  at  least  one  every 
day — and  inserted  in  the  columns  of  the 
military  papers,  that  there  was  commonly 
littlo  foundation  for  the  pet  phrase  so 
much  in  vogue  at  the  Horse  Guards,  that 
the  purchase  system  is  especially  dear  to 
the  poor  officers. 

And,  Sir,  in  passing,  it  is  worth  oh- 
Bervation  that  people  in  general  do  not 
sufficiently  realize  the  reproach  which  is 
cast  upon  our  army  by  the  frequent  use, 
whether  at  the  Horse  Guards  or  in  so- 
ciety, of  that  very  expression,  "poor 
officers."  In  any  other  profession,  when 
we  talk  of  a  person  as  poor  or  rich  we 
refer  to  his  success  or  failure  in  his  pro- 
fessional career.  When  we  speak  of  a 
poor  barrister  we  mean  one  who  cannot 
induce  attorneys  to  give  him  briefs.  When 
we  speak  of  a  poor  author  we  mean  one 
who  cannot  induce  the  world  in  general  to 
buy  his  books.  We  do  not  insult  civil 
servants  or  lawyers  by  constant  allusions 
to  the  allowances  which  they  receive  from 
their  fathers,  or  the  legacies  which  they 
expect  from  their  relations.  But  we  are 
for  ever  throwing  it  in  the  teeth  of  many 
among  the  bravest  ond  best  of  our  soldiers 
that  they  are  poor  men — and  rightly  too — 
for  their  want  of  a  good  bolance  at  their 
bankers  is  their  professional  fault  and 
drawback,  and  they  must  be  reminded  of 
it  at  every  turn,  just  as  nn  idle  apprentice 
must  bo  reminded  at  every  turn  of  his 
want  of  attention  or  industry.  "We  come 
forward  with  our  sympathy  and  compassion, 
instead  of  giving  them  the  promotion  which 
they  deserve;  instead  of  preventing  anyone 

i&.  Urspolffan 


with  money  in  his  pocket  from  stepping 
over  the  heads  of  his  elders  and  betters. 
What  they  want  is  not  sympathy  and  com- 
passion, but  justice.  Abolish  the  purchase 
system,  and  you  will  for  the  last  time  have 
heard  any  talk  about  poor  officers.  Well, 
Sir,  during  the  debate  last  year  these  argu- 
ments, some  of  which  I  have  briefly  in- 
dicated, had  their  due  effect,  as  was  proved 
by  the  admission  of  the  two  Leaders  of  the 
House  on  army  matters — the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Sir  John  Pakington),  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington). 
Sir  John  Pakington  said — 

"  I  nm  quite  willing  to  admit,  as  the  result  of 
my  own  studj  of  this  qoestion,  that  it  is  impossible 
to  read  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission,  the 
various  correspondence  of  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan, 
and  the  pamphlets  which  he  has  published  on  this 
subject,  without  being  convinced  that  there  are 
great  and  serious  anomalies  in  this  system  of 
army  purchase.  There  are  many  things  con- 
nected with  that  system  which  are  fairly  open  to 
criticism,  and  which  at  least  suggest  very  serious 
doubts  whether,  if  we  were  to  commence  anew, 
we  should  found  promotion  upon  the  purchase  sys- 
tem which  now  prevails." — [3  ffantard  clxxxvL 
1814.] 

The  Marquess  of  Uartington  said— > 

"  I  quite  agree  with  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  that  this  system  of  purchase  is  full  of  anoma- 
lies and  objections  ;  and  I  believe  that  there  is  no 
true  friend  to  the  army  who  would  not  be  glad  to 
see  the  system  abolished  if  we  could  only  dievise  a 
system  without  similar  anomalies  and  objections." 
—[Ibid.  1821.] 

Such  a  system,  free  I  venture  to  hope 
from  the  anomalies  and  objections  alluded 
to,  I  propose  to  lay  hefore  you  to-night 
with  all  possiblo  brevity  and  simplicity. 
And  yet  with  all  possible  brevity  I  cannot 
be  very  brief,  but  must  ask  hon.  Members 
to  pay  me  the  attention  due  not  to  the 
weight  of  the  speaker  but  to  the  import- 
ance of  the  subject. 

Now,  Sir,  there  may  be  some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  hold,  in  a  somewhat  vague 
manner,  that  tho  present  system  ought  to 
be  abolished,  but  who  regard  the  scheme 
on  the  Paper  as  too  sweeping,  too  Radical, 
and,  above  all,  as  too  expensive.  They 
may  think,  as  people  at  the  first  aspect  of 
new  questions  are  always  inclined  to  think, 
thnt  it  would  be  better  at  any  rate  to 
begin  with  a  partiul  measure.  Now  on 
this  point  I  will  quote  tho  high  authority 
of  Earl  Grey,  than  whom  no  one  living  has 
a  keener  and  more  correct  sense  of  the 
defects  of  our  military  system  ;  though, 
spooking  with  great  diffidence  and  respect, 
1  cannot  but  think  that  his  Lordship  is  a 
little  over  cautious  when  the  question  re* 
latCB  to  the  remedying  of  tboa«  defectt^ 
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tho  Government  aboliibing  purchase  above 
the  rank  of  captain,  and  noir  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Truro 
has  embodied  the  proposition  in  an  Amend- 
ment. Now,  Sir,  army  reformers  will  be 
thankful  for  any  mercies,  however  small. 
We  should  not  repudiate  the  concession:  we 
should,  indeed,  think  it  a  very  great  prize 
to  have  been  won  in  so  few  campaigns. 
We  should  consider  it  to  be  a  step  worthy 
of  the  Ministry,  which  last  Session  did 
aomething  considerable  to  improve  the  po- 
sition and  increase  the  comforts  of  the 
common  soldier,  and  which,  during  the 
Vacation,  ventured  on  a  bold  and  a  very 
promising  attempt  to  vivify  and  adjust  the 
administrative  Departments  of  our  army. 
But  we  must  not  be  blind  to  the  defects  of 
tho  plan.  If  the  Government  recognizes 
purchase  up  to  the  rank  of  captain,  it  is 
only  too  certain  that  every  commission 
throughout  the  service  of  every  grade  will 
continue  to  be  bought  and  sold  for  what  it 
will  fetch.  Notice  what  goes  on  now. 
At  this  moment  the  following  Act  is  in 
force  :— 

"  Every  officer  in  Her  Majesty's  forces  who 
shall  take,  accept,  or  receive,  or  pay,  or  agree  to 
pay,  any  larger  sum  of  money,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, than  what  is  allowed  by  any  regulations 
made  by  Her  Mitjesty  in  relation  to  the  purchase 
or  ezcbani^o  of  commissions  in  Her  Majesty's 
forces,  shall,  on  being  convicted  thereof  by  a  ge> 
neral  Court-martial,  forfeit  his  commission  and  be 
cashiered ;  and  the  Commander-in-Chief  is  di- 
rected to  take  measures  for  giving  full  eflfect  to 
the  penalties  attaching  to  such  offence." 

Does  the  Commander-in-Chief  take  those 
measures?  No,  Sir.  When  examined 
before  the  Royal  Commission  of  1857,  he 
acknowledged,  almost  in  so  many  words, 
that  his  policy  on  the  subject  was  nothing 
but  a  lifelong  connivance.  Do  our  officers 
observe  the  law  ?  Do  they  refrain  from 
accepting,  receiving,  or  paying  any  larger 
sum  of  money  than  is  allowed  by  the  regu- 
lations ?  Sir,  I  leave  it  to  every  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  here  to  answer  that 
question  to  his  neighbour.  I  leave  it  to 
every  hon.  Member  who  has  a  son  or  a 
nephew  in  the  army  to  answer  it  to  him- 
aelf.  What  young  officer  is  there  who  has 
not  a  purchase  grievance  connected  with 
the  fancy  prices  ?  I  met  one  the  other 
day  whose  regiment  had  been  ordered  to 
the  West  Indies,  and  who  told  me  that  the 
junior  lieutenant,  who  had  recently  pur- 
chased his  commission  for  £600  over  the 
regulation  price,  was  willing  to  dispose  of 
it  for  £100  less  than  he  gave  for  it.  The 
aenior  ensign  was  down  for  purchase,  and 
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very  willing  to  buy  ;  but  his  father  refused 
to  allow  his  son  to  give  over  the  regula- 
tion price,  and  accordingly  promotion  was 
stopped  for  all  the  youngsters  in  the  bat- 
talion. And  then  he  went  on  to  say — and 
I  must  beg  the  House  to  mark  this — that 
it  was  foolish  to  refuse  such  an  offer,  be- 
cause the  pay  would  be  capital  interest 
on  the  money  invested.  1  asked  him,  if 
the  pay  was  regarded  as  interest  on  the 
money  invested,  what  the  officer  would 
receive  for  his  services?  and,  from  bis 
difficulty  in  understanding  the  question,  it 
was  evident  that  the  idea  had  never  oc- 
curred to  him  that  his  services  were  worth 
anything  at  all.  Childish  as  the  story  is, 
it  surely  is  important  as  an  illustra- 
tion of  the  lesson  inevitably  learned  by  . 
our  young  officers  from  the  teaching  of 
the  purchase  system.  They  regard  their 
position  as  their  own  right,  bought  with 
their  own  money.  They  look  on  their 
pay  as  the  interest  of  that  money,  and 
they  cannot  realize  that  they  are  the 
servants  of  tho  State.  Well,  Sir,  if  the 
penalties  threatened  in  the  statute  do  not 
deter  officers  from  exceeding  the  regulation 
prices,  while  those  regulation  prices  are 
legally  recognized,  we  may  be  sure  that, 
as  long  as  you  leave  a  trace  or  vestige  of 
purchase,  so  long  will  everything  in  the 
army  be  bought  and  sold  in  apite  of  all 
our  efforts  to  the  contrary.  Colonelcies 
and  majorities  will  be  for  sale  no  longer 
in  open,  but  in  secret,  market  ;  just 
as  now  adjutancies  in  the  Militia  and  Vo- 
lunteers are  notoriously  objects  of  traffic, 
and  purses  are  made  up  for  retiring  officers 
in  the  non-purchase  regiments  handed  over 
to  us  from  the  East  India  Company.  Bat 
abolish  this  system  root  and  branch— train 
the  public  spirit  of  the  army  to  nobler 
things — cease  to  place  before  the  eyes  of 
our  officers  the  spectacle  of  commissions 
sold,  like  patent  razors,  with  the  stamp  of 
authority  upon  them,  and  you  may  confi- 
dently expect  to  see  the  day  when  our  mili- 
tary men  will  scorn  such  a  traffic,  just  as 
it  is  now  scorned  by  our  civil  servants,  both 
in  India  and  at  home.  Cease  to  legalize 
purchase,  and  you  will  put  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  on  his  honour  to  suppress  all  sur- 
reptitious traffic  in  commissions.  You  will 
put  our  officers  on  their  honour  no  longer 
to  carry  on  that  traffic  ;  for,  in  spite  of 
your  official  regulations,  it  is  idle  to  say 
that  they  are  upon  their  honour  now.  And 
when  English  officers  are  upon  their  honour 
we  shall  have  a  stronger  guarantee  than 
any  written  law,  or  ordinance,  or  Act  of 
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Ilia  officers  had  taken  tho  trouble  to  make 
up  a  puree,  preferring  to  wait  his  own 
time.  Bj  way  of  punishment,  it  was  agreed 
that  no  one  should  deal  with  him  wlien  his 
own  time  onmo  ;  and  ho  was  allowed  to 
drift  into  a  mnjor-generalship  without  re- 
ceiving a  fardiing  bnck  of  all  that  he  had 
laid  out.  Tho  poor  man  is  said  to  ha?e 
lost  at  a  stroke  £17,000.  The  authorities 
not  onlj  winked  at  all  this;  but  actually 
in  some  coses  regulated  their  appointments 
to  high  and  important  commands  abroad, 
by  tho  success  and  failure  of  tho  candi- 
dates in  this  most  unprofessional  system 
of  brokerflge.  General  Augustus  Spencer, 
giving  evidence  before  the  Purchase  Com- 
mission, speaks  as  follows  : — 

"  I  hftve  80cn  inefficient  officers  get  promotion 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  old  officers  to  realize 
their  cnpital,  perhaps  on  the  point  of  death.  I 
have  seen  superior  officers  appointed  to  high  com- 
mands* from  their  not  having  been  previously  able 
to  recover  their  capital  through  an  unexpected 
brevet." 

Now,  Sir,  there  are  two  capital  objec- 
tions always  ready  to  be  brought  forward 
against  any  proposal  to  abolish  purchase  : 
first,  that  it  will  stop  promotion,  and  fill 
the  army  with  old  officers  ;  secondly,  that 
it  will  give  great  scope  to  favouritism  in 
high  quarters,  because  it  is  maintained 
that  under  the  present  system,  however 
tho  poor  man  may  suffer,  at  any  rate  the 
rich  have  a  fair  field  and  no  favour.  But, 
Sir,  if  tho  Government  is  willing  to  carry 
out  in  all  its  details  somo  scheme  virtually 
the  same  as  that  now  upon  the  Paper,  both 
these  objections  will  fall  to  the  ground. 
For  in  order  to  obviate  the  first,  in  order 
to  remove  the  apprehension  lest  tho  extinc- 
tion of  purchase  should  cause  a  glut  in  the 
channel  of  promotion,  we  must  extend  to 
the  whole  army  the  scheme  of  retire- 
ment with  certain  necessary  modifica- 
tions, pretty  unanimously  recommended  by 
Mr.  Childers'  Committee  of  last  year — a 
Committee  in  which  there  was  a  strong, 
and  indeed,  1  may  say,  a  preponderating 
military  element.  The  main  provisions  of 
this  scheme  are  tho  permission  given  to 
every  officer  to  retire  on  a  handsome  main- 
tenance after  a  certain  number  of  years  in 
the  army  ;  and  the  obligation  to  retire 
after  he  has  passed  the  age  at  which  he  is 
fit  for  service  in  the  field.  Now,  Sir,  I 
know  that  tho  i^ea  of  cutting  short  an 
officer's  career  at  any  age  whatever  is  ex- 
ceedingly unpalateable  to  many  military 
men  ;  but  the  time  is  coming  when  in 
dealing  with  questions  concerning  the  de- 
fence of  the  nation  we  must  consult  pub- 
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lie  utility  and  not  private  sentiment.     We 
must  propound  this  question  to  ourselves  : 
Are    we    maintaining  our  army    with    a 
view  to  peace,  or  with  a  view  to  war  ?     If 
the  latter,  we  must  look  for  our  examples 
in  the  annals  of  war,  and  not  in  the  annals 
of  peace.    We  should  endeavour  to  fashion 
our  army  after  the  model,  not  of  what  it 
was  when  it  fought  in  the   Crimea  after 
forty  years  of  peace,  bnt  after  the  model 
of  what  it  was  when  it  fought  at  Waterloo 
after  twenty  years  of  war.    Sir,  it  has  been 
stated,  'and  as  far  as  I  can  learn  it  has 
never  been  contradicted,  that  the  Waterloo 
army  contained  only  one  officer  over  the 
age  of  fifty,  and  that  officer  was,  indeed,  a 
brilliant  exception,   for   he   waa    General 
Picton.     But  whether  this  sweeping  state- 
ment be  true  or  not,  there  can  he  no  doubt 
whatever  that  active  service  soons  clears 
the  ranks  of  all  the  elderly  subalterns  and 
captains.     And,  therefore,  for  the  sake  of 
the  efficiency  of  the  service,  and  in  the  in* 
terests  of  the  younger  officers,  we  should 
do  for  ourselves  what  the  first  year  of  war 
would  do  for  us.     This  is  the  view  of  one 
of  our  best  soldiers.  Sir  William  Mansfield, 
who  says— 

"I  would  place  every  captain  en  relraiU  at 
forty-five  years  of  age,  and  everj  field  officer  at 
fitly,  the  latter  being  available  for  higher  offices  if 
specially  suited  to  hold  them." 

This  has  long  been  the  view  of  the  Freneh 
military  authorities,  who  oblige  a  captain 
to  retire  at  fifty-tliree,  and  a  lieutenant  at 
fifty-two.  But,  Sir,  if  this  scheme  be 
adopted,  besides  those  officers,  who  retire 
compulsorily  at  a  certain  age,  who,  in  my 
opinion,  will  be  very  few,  and  those  who 
are  tempted  into  retirement  by  a  liberal 
scale  of  annuities,  which,  in  all  probability, 
will  be  very  many,  there  will  be  the  vacan- 
cies caused  by  the  great  numbers  of  young 
men  of  good  family  who  then,  aa  now,  will 
seek  the  army  for  a  few  years  as  a  worthy 
and  noble  pastime.  I  know.  Sir,  that  we 
are  told  that  it  is  the  purchase  system 
which  attracts  these  young  men  into  our 
service — which  statement,  if  it  means  any- 
thing at  all,  must  mean  that  eldest  sons, 
and  men  of  rank  join  the  army  because 
the  army  is  the  only  profession  in  which 
wealth  will  tell.  Sir,  in  behalf  of  tlie 
younger  men  of  this  eountry,  I  utterly 
refuse  to  credit  that  aspersion.  It  is  not 
the  right  of  purchasing  steps  over  their 
poorer  comrades  that  fills  our  army  with 
the  pick  of  our  gentry  and  aristocracy.  It 
is  the  free  life  of  adventure  and  travel 
— the  pleasant  gonial  fratemitj  of   tho 
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authority  in  the  world,  especially  on  all 
matters  relating  to  the  tone  of  armies, 
says — I  will  rend  his  words  if  the  House 
will  excuse  an  English  public  school  ac- 
cent— *'  L'avancement  est  sonmis  k  des 
regies  fizees  par  la  loi.  II  a  consequem- 
ment  ricn  d*nrbitraire."  But,  Sir,  we 
are  told  that  this  is  all  very  well  in  France, 
but  that  the  English  army  would  have 
no  confidence  in  the  manuer  in  which 
the  Horse  Guards  would  exercise  its 
patronage ;  and,  strange  to  say,  this 
language  is  most  common  in  the  mouths 
of  those  very  men  who  always,  whether 
within  the  walls  of  this  House  or  in  the 
Committee-rooms  upstairs,  most  rehe- 
mently  resent  it  when  any  audacious  civilian 
Bpeaks  lightly  or  disparagingly  of  that  very 
institution  which  they  dare  not  trust  with 
the  powers  so  liberally  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  French  War  OflSco.  Well  may  the 
Commander-in-Chief  say,  <*  Preserve  me 
from  my  friends."  It  is  the  more  hard 
on  him  that  he  should  meet  with  such 
treatment  from  his  trusted  allies,  because 
in  the  Inst  Queen's  Regulations  he  has 
published  very  full  and  detailed  instructions 
to  the  general  officers  who  are  to  carry 
out  our  half-yearly  inspections,  which  do 
not  lose  an  atom  by  contrast  with  the  in- 
Btructions  of  the  French  War  Office. 

Now,  Sir,  these  instructions  afford  an 
excellent  substratum  on  which  to  found  a 
solid  and  satisfactory  system  of  selection. 
Though  there  is  some  danger  lest  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  remember  the  debate  of 
last  year  on  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Montgomery  boroughs 
should  receive  what  I  am  now  going  to  say 
with  the  laughter  of  incredulity,  it  is  the 
fact  that,  with  some  most  notorious  and 
unhappy  exceptions,  the  promotions  made 
by  the  Board  of  Admiralty  give  fair  satis- 
faction to  the  service.  And,  Sir,  if  it  be 
really  the  case,  which  I  do  not  for  a  mo- 
ment believe,  that  political  intrigue,  or 
aristocratic  exclusivencss,  or  Royal  par- 
tiality are  so  rampant  in  our  public  Depart- 
ments that  we  must  fly  to  a  system  which 
judges  merit  by  the  criterion  of  the  longest 
purse,  then  indeed  those  time-honoured 
institutions  of  which  we  are  so  proud  may 
be  said  to  have  been  on  their  trial  long 
enough.  No,  Sir,  a  high-spirited  officer 
would  surely  far  prefer  some  slight  and 
occasional  uncertainty  about  the  justice  of 
this  or  that  appointment,  to  the  miserable 
necessity  of  turning  aside  from  the  cares  of 
his  noble  profession  to  the  wretched  huck- 
stering and  chaffering  and  bargain-making 
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on  which  his  career  at  present  depends. 
Shortly  after  the  debate  of  last  year  I  got 
a  very  civil  letter  from  an  officer,  whose 
name  I  do  not  recollect  for  I  tore  the  letter 
up,  and  quote  from  memory,  in  which  he 
expresses  surprise  that  I  brought  forward 
Lord  Cljde*s  authority  against  purchase, 
as  Lord  Clyde  himself  profited  by  purchase, 
and  the  writer  went  on  to  give  his  idea  of 
what  profiting  by  purchase  meant.  He 
affirmed  that  Lord  Clyde,  after  waiting 
many  years  for  promotion,  obtained  it  at 
length  by  borrowing  money  from,  if  I  re- 
member right,  a  Demerara  storekeeper  and 
a  Creole  widow.  Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  vouch 
for  the  troth  of  this  story ;  for  in  the  first 
place  I  do  not  know  the  writer  personally, 
and  in  the  next  place  I  have  not  got  the 
letter  by  me.  But  it  is  worthy  of  note 
that  any  English  soldier  should  believe  that 
the  greatest  English  soldier  of  our  own 
time  should  have  learned  by  such  an  ex- 
perience to  be  enamoured  of  such  a  system. 
Sir,  I  have  no  doubt  hon.  Members  who 
wish  to  keep  things  as  they  are,  will  insist 
very  strongly  upon  the  ruinous  expense 
which  this  proposed  change  would  entail 
upon  the  country.  The  change  unques- 
tionably will  be  very  costly.  It  will  involve 
a  considerable  outlay,  spread  orer  a  whole 
generation.  For  an  economical  army  re- 
former it  is  an  unsatisfactory  reflection  that, 
after  the  Crimean  War,  purchase  might  have 
been  abolished  at  a  comparatively  trifling 
cost,  on  account  of  the  great  number  of 
officers  who  held  commissions  which  had 
been  obtained  without  purchase,  by  death 
vacancies,  and  the  other  casualties  of  active 
service.  At  that  period  anyone  'who  had 
contracted  to  buy  up  the  saleable  commis- 
sions for  £1,500,000.  would  have  gained 
by  his  contract.  But  the  Horse  Guards 
refused  to  take  advantage  of  that  most 
favourable  state  of  the  commission  market, 
caused  by  a  war  in  which  the  purchase 
system  had  confessedly  broken  down,  to  the 
shame  and  sorrow  of  the  country ;  and,  there- 
fore, if  the  country  should  now  have  to 
spend  three  or  four  times  the  £1,500,000 
which  this  most  salutary  and  necessary 
operation  would  have  cost  it  then,  it  is 
at  the  door  of  the  Horse  Guards  and  not 
at  the  door  of  army  reformers  that  the 
unpopularity  of  the  increased  estimate 
should  lie.  If  the  Secretary  at  War  came 
down  to  this  House,  or  at  any  rate  to  the 
coming  House,  with  a  plan  for  the  emanci- 
pation of  our  army  from  its  ancient  tram- 
mels, and  asked  us  to  pay  the  necessary 
price,  is  there  anyone  who  doubts  that 
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a  Bij^n  and  a  partial  cause  of  the  anprofes- 
Bional  spirit  of  our  nrmj.  On  the  other  hand 
the  certain  prospect  of  advancement  would 
draw  so  many  men  of  a  hetter  class  into 
onr  ranks,  that  wc  should  ho  hoth  enahlcd 
and  ohlifvcd  to  improve  the  condition  and 
fofitcr  the  self-re^pcct  of  the  common 
soldier.  We  sliould  have  such  an  acces- 
sion of  good  recruits  that  we  must  then 
do  what  we  ouglit  to  do  at  once,  and  that 
19,  mako  it  a  point  to  got  rid  of  all  the 
bad  bargains;  and  when  the  army  is  free 
from  scamps  and  ruffians — when  once,  as 
now  in  tho  Police,  dismissal  has  become 
the  severest  of  all  punishments — then  all 
those  degrading  penalties,  over  which  wo 
fight  so  desperately  3*ear  after  year,  will 
go  with  the  consent  of  all  parties  in  time 
of  war  and  of  peace  alike.  Flogging  will 
be  a  thing  of  tho  past,  and  we  shall  have 
heard  tho  last  of  that  shameful  stigma, 
the  branding  free  Englishmen  with  the 
letters  of  shame.  Why,  Sir,  when  the 
Recruiting  Commission  of  1859  was  toid 
to  make  recommendations,  by  which  the 
well-being  of  the  English  soldier  should  be 
increased,  one  of  the  remedies  which  they 
proposed  was  the  more  indelible  marking 
of  ins  back  and  shoulders — a  proposition 
that  was  adopted  by  the  Horse  Guards 
with  ominous  alacrity. 

I  know  we  are  told  that  the  British  soldier 
likes  to  be  commanded  by  gentlemen.  But 
I  cannot  forget  that  wo  are  told  so  by  the 
very  same  men  who  maintain  that  the  well- 
conducted  private  soldier  regards  flogging 
and  branding  with  pride  and  satisfaction. 
And,  Sir,  in  the  hour  of  need  and  peril 
the  Horse  Guards  forgets  its  own  favourite 
theories.  During  the  stress  of  the  Crimean 
War  and  the  Indian  Mutiny  it  lost  sight 
of  the  fact  that  our  troops  objected  to  be 
officered  by  any  but  p:entlemen;  and  in  the 
five  years  between  1854  and  1858  no  less 
than  483  soldiers  were  raised  from  the 
ranks.  But  when  the  danger  was  over,  we 
went  back  to  our  old  ways,  and  slammed 
the  door  of  promotion  in  the  faces  of  our 
rank  and  file.  In  the  years  1861,  1862, 
and  1863,  respectively,  the  promotion  from 
the  ranks  numbered  three,  four,  and  eight. 
We  must  do  something  to  attract  into  our 
ranks  tho  hard-working,  well-to-do  classes, 
whether  those  classes  go  by  the  name  of 
upper,  middle,  or  lower :  those  truly  work- 
ing classes  which,  in  their  different  pro- 
fessions, trades,  and  callings,  have  made 
England  what  she  is  in  commerce  and  in 
history.  We  cannot  go  on  much  longer 
officering  our  army  from  the  frothi  and 
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manning  it  from  the  dregs  of  society.    An 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  told  us  lost  3'ear 
that  if  we  promoted  a  ploughman   or  a 
linen-draper,  because  he  happened  to  be 
smarter  than  his  fellows,  and  because  he 
could  read  and  write,  he  would  destroy  the 
whole  tone  of  a  regiment.    Not  so  thought 
Cromwell,  when  he  applied  himself  to  form 
the  last  army  which  has  ever  really  repre- 
sented the  full  fighting  strength  of  the 
English  people.  No,  Sir,  to  use  his  own  lan- 
guage, he  sent  all  the  tapsters  and  broken* 
down-serving  peoplo  about  their  business, 
and  took  honest,  God-fearing  men  of  re- 
cognized position  and  calling :  paid  them 
well,  and  chose  their  officers  from  their 
own  body.     Napoleon  always  looked  baek 
with  regret  upon  his   first  Italian  armj, 
as  the  best  force  which  he  ever  led ;  be- 
cause, as  he  himself  said,  that  army  had 
been    raised    from    all   ranks   of   societj, 
during  the  early  enthusiasm  of  the  Revo* 
lution.     If.  on  the   march,  he  wanted  a 
secretar}',  he  had  but  to  call  to  the  com- 
pany which  happened   to  be  passing,  and 
one-half  of  tho  men  would  start  from  the 
ranks  ;  and  it  was  from  those  very  ranks 
that  he  selected  the  most  famous  fraternity 
of  generals  that  the  world  ever  saw. 

Hon.  Gentlemen  will  talk  a  good  deal,&i 
they  have  talked  in  times  past,  of  the  system 
which  produced  the  army  which  triumphed 
at  Talavera,  and  Waterloo,  and  Goojerat : 
but.  Sir,  these  are  not  oar  first  or  our  only 
laurels.  No  English  army  ever  gaind 
such  successes  against  such  odds  as  the 
little  bands  of  heroes  who  fought  in  the 
early  wars  in  France.  Creqy  and  Poic- 
tiers  and  Agincourt  were  won  by  national 
armies  containing,  in  their  due  proportion, 
all  classes,  from  the  Prince  to  the  peasant. 
Sir,  in  the  year  1818,  Marshal  Gouvion 
St.  Cyr  introduced  the  admirable  system 
of  promotion,  selection,  and  retirement, 
which,  to  this  day,  prevails  in  the  French 
army.  Referring  to  that  event,  the  Due 
d'Aumalo  writes  thus^"  Then,"  be  sayi, 
**  France  felt  that  she  had  recovered  her 
army,  and  the  army  had  got  its  charter.'^ 
Sir,  what  the  French  can  do,  wo  can  do* 
Of  all  the  feelings  which  actuate  the  policy 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  there  is  none 
more  honourable  than  that  profound  con- 
viction which  they  entertain,  regarding 
the  innate  excellence  of  the  British  charac- 
ter. At  all  Conservative  banquets  and  public 
meetings,  wo  are  told  that  it  is  ignoble  and 
unpatriotio  to  be  for  ever  comparing  our- 
selves with  foreigners,  to  oar  own  disadvan- 
tage. ThereforOi  Sir,  I  appeal  to  those  hon. 
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another  form.  In  an  army  lately  done 
away  with,  where  purchase  was  unknown, 
there  existed  the  bonus  system,  which  was 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  system  of 
compulsory  purchase  without  control,  as 
against  a  system  of  purchase  under  control. 
A  friend  of  his,  Mr.  O'Dowd,  who  under- 
stood the  working  of  the  system  as  well 
as  anyone  in  England,  had  lately  written 
a  book,  in  which  he  described  the  purchase 
system  as  a  "  self*supporting  retirement 
system  by  moons  of  deposits.''  He  trusted 
that  the  House  would  pause  before  they 
proceeded  to  revolutionize  our  regimental 
system  by  abolishing  purchase.  General 
Trochu  stated  that  tlie  part  of  our  army 
system  which  was  pre-eminently  superior 
to  that  of  any  other  country  was  our 
regimental  system.  The  eflfect  was  to 
enable  our  officers  to  obtain  more  rapid 
promotion  than  in  any  other  army.  He 
had  sat  upon  a  Committee  presided  over 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr. 
Childers)  to  inquire  into  the  dead-lock  in 
the  non-purchase  corps.  What  did  the 
Committee  suggest  ?  A  system  of  pur- 
chase by  the  State,  so  that,  after  a  certain 
number  of  years,  the  State  should  buy  the 
commissions  of  officers  and  get  them  out 
of  the  way.  There  were  grumblers  in  all 
professions;  but  he  ventured  to  say  there 
was  not  a  single  officer  in  that  House  who 
would  not  say  that  the  purchase  system 
was  popular  in  the  army.  Lately  there 
had  been  twelve  non-purchase  corps  added 
to  the  army.  Things  had  lately  come  to 
a  dead-lock  in  these  corps,  and  he  had 
been  informed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  had  decided 
that,  in  order  to  secure  a  flow  of  pro- 
motion, an  officer  wishing  to  retire  after 
a  certain  number  of  years  should  receive 
a  sum  of  money  out  of  the  Indian  funds. 
That  would  be  neither  more  nor  less 
than  a  system  of  purchase  by  the  State. 
But  then  it  was  said  that  the  purchase 
system  was  unpopular  with  the  poor  man, 
and  the  case  of  Sir  Henry  Havelock 
was  cited.  It  was  said  that  he  was  crushed 
down  by  the  purchase  system  ;  and  that  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  siege  of  Lucknow 
he  would  never  have  risen  in  his  profession. 
But  Sir  Henry  Havelock  exchanged  twice 
out  of  his  regiments  in  order  to  get  money 
under  the  purchase  system,  and  he  would 
have  commanded  a  rcgim.ent  long  before 
he  did  if  he  had  remained  in  his  regiments. 
It  was  hard  to  attribute  such  things  to  a 
purchase  system  when  they  were  acts  done 
by  a  man  himself  in  furtherance  of  his  own 
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views  and  objects  in  life.     If  the  House 
should,  notwithstanding,  determine  to  abo- 
lish purchase,  was  it   possible  to  abolish 
it  in  the  lower  ranks  ?     His  hon.  Friend 
admitted  that  in  the  lower  ranks  promo- 
tion must  go  by  seniority,  and  he  believed 
that  if  he  proposed  to  adopt  the  principle 
of  selection  in  those  ranks  he  would  open 
the  door  to  very  great  unfairness  ;  for  they 
could  have  in  the  lower  ranks  but  small 
experience  of  the  qualities  of  an  officer, 
and  it  was  not  fair  that  promotion  should 
go  by  selection.     Depend  upon  it  that  if 
they  adopted  the  principle  of  seniority  thej 
would  have  in  one  shape  or  other,  a  system 
of  buying  out.     They  might   pledge  sn 
officer  never  to  sell  his  commission ;  bot 
what  was  to  hinder  him  from  selling  kit 
sword  for  £200,  or  his  old  cob  for  £500 ! 
His  hon.  Friend  had  shown  a  good  deal 
of  ingenuity   in   answering   the   question 
what  it  would  cost  to  do  away  with  the 
purchase  system  ?     His  hon.  Friend  stid 
it  might  have  been  abolished  in  1856  for 
about  £2,000,000  ;  but  he  avoided  telling 
the  House  what    it  would  cost  to  abolish 
it  now.     Ho  would  submit  to  the  Hoose 
certain  figures  showing  what  the  country 
must  pay  to  buy  up  the  vested   interests 
of  the  army.     Those  figures  were  placed 
before  the  Royal  Commission  on  Purehsse 
issued  soon  after  the  Crimean  War.  Then 
there  were  many  young  officers  who  bad 
served  so  short  a  time  that  they  were  not 
entitled   to   sell  their  commissions ;   but 
since  then  our  army  had  been  increased 
by  two  Cavalry  and  twenty-seven  Infanliy 
regiments.      In  1856  the  regulation  value 
of  the     commissions    was,    in     the    Ca- 
valry £1,335,290;    in  the   Foot    Guards 
£610,110  ;    and    in  the  Infantry  of  the 
Line,   £5,180.630  —  making  together,  a 
total  of  £7,126.030.     But  justice  required 
them  to  pay  not  only  the  regulation  price, 
but  also  whatever  additional  sums  had  reallj 
been  paid  under  the  system  now  connived 
at.     Mr.  0*Dowd  had  gone  pretty  oloselj 
into  that  matter  in   his  pamphlet,  and, 
taking  first,  in  respect  to  the  Cavalry,  one 
of  the  most  expensive  and   one   of   the 
least  expensive  regiments,  he  found  that 
the  average  amount  above  the  regulation 
price    paid   by  a  major  for  a'  lieutenant- 
colonelcy  was  £6,800  in  the  dearest  regi- 
ment, and  £5,075  in  the  cheapest.     That 
gave  a  mean  of  about  £6,000  as  the  ave- 
rage sura  paid  above  the  regulation  price 
for  a  lieutenant-colonelcy.     Thus,  it  would 
be    necessary    to    pay    to    the    Cavalry 
£1,735,000  above   the  regulation  price; 
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tant,  but  would  probably  meet  with  less 
opposition  than  tho  other  part.  He  pro- 
posed it  because  at  the  present  moment 
non- purchase  officers  met  with  four  obsta- 
cles in  their  career.  lie  might  call  them  the 
four  turnpikes  which  bnrred  their  passnge. 
They  hnd  to  purchaRe  from  ensign  to  lieu- 
tenant, from  lieutenant  to  captain,  from 
coptain  to  major,  and  from  major  to  lieu- 
tenant-colonel. He  proposed  to  do  away 
with  three  of  those  turnpikes,  and  to  reduce 
the  regimental  commissioned  ranks  to  three 
—lieutenant-colonel,  captain,  and  lieuten- 
ant, lie  could  not  see  what  objection  could 
betaken  to  that  proposition.  There  were  only 
three  kinda  of  duty  in  the  regimental  sys- 
tem. There  was  the  lieutenant-colonel,  who 
commanded  the  regiment  ;  there  was  the 
captain,  who  commanded  a  company,  and  \ 
then  there  was  the  lieutenant,  who  was 
subordinate  to  that  officer.  He  knew  that 
he  should  be  met  with  the  objection  that  if 
the  major  were  done  away  tho  second  lieu- 
tenant-colonel would  be  made  of  the  same 
rank  as  the  officer  commanding  tho  regi- 
ment. That  objection  might  easily  be  dis- 
posed of  by  giving  the  officer  commanding 
some  distinctive  appellation,  such  as  lieu- 
tenant-colonel commandant,  ond  by  placing 
him,  consequently,  in  a  superior  position 
to  the  second  lieutenant  colonel.  Ho  pro- 
posed that  every  major  should,  on  a  given 
day,  become  a  lieutenant-colonel.  This 
would  not  add  considerably  to  the  expen- 
diture of  the  country,  for  those  officers 
raised  to  superior  rank  might  be  treated  as 
were  officers  in  the  Artillery,  who  did  not 
get  superior  pay  until  they  arrived  natu- 
rally, according  to  the  rota,  at  the  supe- 
rior rank,  receiving  only  Is.  a  day  addi- 
tional in  tho  meaminie.  With  regard  to 
that  part  of  his  Resolutions  relating  to 
education,  he  thought  that  after  the  ablo 
manner  in  which  the  subject  had  already 
been  discussed  in  that  House,  it  was  unne- 
cessary for  him  to  dilate  upon  it  now.  He 
proposed  that  the  going  through  a  course 
of  practical  professional  training  should 
be  a  preliminary  condition  to  the  acquisi- 
tion of  a  commission  in  the  Cavalry, 
Guards,  or  the  Line ;  so  that  every  officer 
should,  immediately  on  joining  his  regi- 
ment, be  able  to  do  his  duty.  He  next 
camo  to  the  great  question  of  whether  or 
not  it  would  be  possible  to  reduce  the 
number  of  officers  in  regiments  of  the 
Line  ?  One  thing  was  clear — either  that 
the  Artillery  was  under-officered,  or  that 
our  Cavalry  and  Line  were  very  much  over 
officered.  A  battery  of  field  artillery 
Captain  Vivian 


numbered  100  men,  with  120  horses,  be- 
sides guns,  a  very  important  command. 
There  were  five  combatant  officers^ 
namely,  two  captains  and  three  lieuten- 
nnts  to  each  battery.  A  battalion  of  the 
Line  at  homo  numbered  700  men,  with 
thirty-four  combatant  officers,  or  doable 
the  number  of  the  Artillery.  A  Cavalry 
regiment  contained  about  500  men  of  ill 
ranks  at  home,  with  twenty-aeven  eombt* 
tant  officers,  being  also  twice  the  number 
of  the  Artillery.  The  question,  then,  wu 
whether  a  proportion  of  officers  which  wai 
greater  than  in  any  army  in  Europe  wai 
necessary.  Tho  last  portion  of  his  Motion 
referred  to  the  retirement;  but  that  he  wai 
convinced  would  not  be  so  expensive  as  iti 
opponents  anticipated.  He  fully  understood 
that  his  hen.  Friend  who  moved  the  original 
Resolution  was  actuated  by  a  sincere  desire 
to  promote  the  interest  of  tho  army ;  but 
he  believed  that  the  system  of  purcbsie 
had  become  so  overgrown  of  late  years  that 
the  cry  against  it  would  never  end  until 
some  reform  was  effected.  He  proposed 
that  the  House,  if  it  should  frive  its  sanc- 
tion to  these  proposals,  should  furnish  the 
sums  necessary  for  cnrrjing  them  into 
effect,  and  ho  was  sure  that  they  would 
not  shrink  from  the  sncriBce  which  snch 
a  state  of  things  would  impose.  He  had 
trespassed  at  some  length  on  their  indnl- 
gence,  and  he  then  left  tho  Amendment 
of  which  he  had  given  notice  in  their 
hands. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  le.ivo  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "is 
the  opinion  of  this  llourc,  tho  groondof  complaiDt 
against  the  operation  of  the  Turchase  System  in 
the  Army  would  be  greatly  diminished,  aod  tbs 
efficiency  of  tho  Service  improrcd,  by  tlie  aboli- 
tion of  Purchase  above  the  rank  of  Captain  in  tlie 
Cavalry  and  the  Infantry  of  the  Line," — (Ca/tets 
Vivian,") 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tbe 
Question." 

Mr.  O'REILLY  said,  his  reason  for  ad- 
vocating the  total  and  immediate  eitinetion 
of  the  purchase  system  was  that  he  be* 
lieved  every  step  towards  it  would  not 
only  more  firmly  ingrain  it  in  the  constitQ- 
tion  of  the  ormy,  but  render  it  more  diffi- 
cult and  ultimately  more  costly  to  abolish 
it.  The  speech  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Truro  (Captain 
Vivian)  divided  itself  into  two  parts- 
first,  a  glowing  eulogy  on  the  system  of 
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the  adjutant's  statement.  But  what  was 
the  case  ?  Why,  that  adjutancies  in  the 
Militia  were  sold  every  day,  and  that  there 
were  offices  in  which  their  sale  and  pur- 
chase were  made.  It  was  the  same  thing 
with  the  adjutants  in  the  Volunteers.  As 
a  Member  of  one  of  tlic  Royul  Commissions, 
ho  was  sent  to  the  War  Office  to  make  in- 
quiry as  to  the  declarations  taken  by 
officers.  A  gentleman  liad  informed  him 
that  as  a  rule  no  hesitation  was  shown  by 
officers  to  make  the  declaration  required  of 
adjutants  of  Militia,  but  that  some  officers 
were  too  conscientious  to  take  it.  On  his 
asking  the  gentleman  how  those  who  did 
make  it  could  get  over  the  matter,  when  it 
was  so  notorious  that  the  office  was  one 
which  every  day  formed  the  subject  of 
purchase,  he  told  him  that  some  of  them 
covered  over  the  body  of  tho  declaration 
with  a  sheet  of  poper,  so  that  they  might 
subscribe  their  name  without  seeing  what 
they  were  declaring  to.  Tlio  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Truro  would  permit  pur- 
chase up  to  the  rank  of  senior  captain,  and 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  that  arrange- 
ment when  the  lietenant-colonelcy  would 
no  longer  have  to  be  purchased  ?  Why, 
clearly,  to  make  the  senior  captaincy  worth 
so  much  more  money  in  the  market,  and 
the  removal  of  the  three  "turnpikes"  in 
the  lower  grades  would  only  have  the  effect 
of  raising  the  demand  of  the  two  remaining 
to  that  which  the  five  possessed  before. 
The  purchase  system  deprived  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief of  the  opportunity  of  se- 
lecting the  best  officers  for  the  superior 
ranks  of  the  army.  It  might  be  said  that 
the  selection  of  those  officers  was  well 
exercised.  It  was  as  well  exercised  as  it 
could  be  under  the  circumstances ;  but  the 
selection  was  confined  within  a  particular 
pen.  You  could  choose  the  best  man  out 
of  those  who  had  got  in ;  but  you  could  not 
choose  the  best  man  out  of  those  whom 
your  purchase  system  had  kept  out.  Be- 
fore an  Army  Commission  which  sat  in 
1857  it  was  stated  that  from  1817  not  one 
officer  had  reached  the  rank  of  lieutenant- 
colonel  without  purchase.  He  believed 
that  during  tho  Crimean  War  two  officers 
had  reached  that  rank  without  ever  having 
purchased,  and  that  one  or  two  had  done 
so  since  tho  close  of  the  Crimean  War ; 
but  not  one  man  had  ever  obtained  the 
command  of  a  brigade  in  tho  field,  who  for 
the  previous  twenty  years  had  not  pur- 
chased a  step.  General  Havelock  had 
purchased  one  step,  or  he  would  not  have 
reached  the  command,  and  so  bad  Lord 
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Clyde.     The  fact  that  these  men  had  only 
reached  positions  in  which  they  did  such 
service  to  their  country  in  consequence  of 
the  accident  of  their  having  purchased  one 
step  showed  us  what  men  were  left  beliiud 
from  want  of  the  ability  to  purchase.  Theo* 
retically  it  was  possible  for  a  man  to  reach 
the   rank  of  lieutenant*colonel   by   death 
vacancies  ;  but  the  fact  that  not  one  officer 
had  succeeded  in  doing  so  between  1817 
and  1857  showed  that  practically  the  thing 
was  not  to  be  done.     His  Royal  HighneM 
the  Commander-in-Chief  could  appoint  no 
officer  to  the  command  of  a  regiment  of 
Cavalry  who  had  not  £16,000  more  than 
the  regulation  price,  and  no  officer  to  the 
command  of  a  regiment  of  infantry  who 
had  not  £4,000  or  £5,000.    A  few  months 
ago    there    was  a  case    of    an  officer  of 
Cavalry  standing  out  to  give  no  more  than 
the  regulotion  price,  ond  immediately  every- 
one cried  t)ut,  "Wliat  a  shameful  thing!" 
As  long  as  you  left  one  turnpike  you  left 
the  whole  system.  One  was  os  bad  as  three. 
He  cordially  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member*! 
last  proposal  to  extend,  enlarge,  and  liber- 
alize our  system  of  military  edacationr  For 
many  years   he  had   pondered   over  this 
question,  and  he  ought  to  state  that  at  the 
outset  he  had  a  strong  feeling  in  favour  of 
purchase  in  the  army  ;   but  the  more  he 
considered  it  the  more  clearly  he  perceived 
that  it  led  to  evils  which  were  never  con- 
templated when  it  was  originally  introduced. 
He  was,  moreover,  convinced  that  the  sjs- 
tem  would  be  soon  swept  away,  and  he 
sincerely  trusted  it  would  be  replaced  by 
another  system,  under  which  we  should 
obtain  for  our  army  a  supply  of  gentle* 
manly  and  well  educated   officers.     That 
desirable  end  could,  in  his  opinion,  only  be 
attained  by  fixing  a  high  standard  of  edu- 
cation.   In  conclusion,  he  expressed  a  hope 
that  before  long  the  gate  of  education,  and 
not  the  gate  of  purchase,  would  be  the 
entrance  to  our  army. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  thought  his 
hon.  Friend  who  brought  forward  the  Mo- 
tion (Mr.  Trevelyan)  could  not  seriously 
suppose  its  result  would  be  at  all  favour* 
able  to  his  views.  Was  it  likely  that  the 
Treasury  and  the  country  would  be  prepared 
to  pay  a  very  large  sum  of  money  in  order 
to  enable  his  hon.  Friend  to  carry  out  ce^ 
tain  fancies  of  his  own  against  the  general 
feeling  of  the  army  ?  Undoubtedly  the 
operation  of  '*  purchasing  over'*  was  a  very 
disagreeable  one  to  the  officers  affected  by 
it ;  but,  nevertheless,  he  had  no  hesitation 
in  declaring  his  belief  that  the  genera 
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Member  said  ;  and  he  knew  an  instance  in 
which  an  officer  refused  to  pay  his  quota. 
This  system  still  prevailed  in  the  non-pur- 
chase regiments  in  India,  and  if  the  pur- 
chase system  was  abolished  hero,  what 
WAS  to  prevent  officers  coming  forward  in 
the  same  manner,  and  giving  the  value  of 
his  commission  to  the  retiring  officer  ;  the 
contributor  knowing  that  he  would  receive 
back  the  value  of  his  own  commission  when 
he  himself  retired :  thus  relieving  the  coun- 
try from  the  payment  of  the  value  of  tlie 
existing  commissions  ?  What,  then,  bo- 
came  of  this  bugaboo,  this  hSte  noire  of 
£10.000.000  that  it  was  said  would  have 
to  be  pnid  if  the  purchase  system  were 
abolished  ?  No  doubt,  the  change  would 
be  attended  at  first  with  some  liardship  in 
the  lower  ranks,  but  ultimately  they  would 
get  the  full  benefit.  If  the  purchase  sys- 
tem was  to  be  continued,  in  the  name  of 
all  that  was  sacred,  honourable,  and  just, 
he  hoped  they  would  not  call  upon  a  gen- 
tleman to  make  oath  that  he  had  not  paid 
more  than  the  regulation  price  for  his  com- 
mission when  he  knew  that  that  was  not 
the  fact. 

Mr.  H.  HERBERT  said,  that  there 
was  no  such  oath. 

Colonel  NORTH  also  said,  that  there 
was  no  oath  of  that  kind,  and  never  had 
been  such  an  oath  in  the  regular  army. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  was  sorry 
that  he  had  mado  a  mistake  ;  but  he  had 
thought  that  there  was  some  oath  or  de- 
claration of  that  kind  ;  and  his  impression 
still  was  that  some  declaration  was  sub- 
Bcribed  by  officers  appointed  adjutants  of 
Militia  and  Volunteers.  In  illustration  of 
his  argument  that  the  purchase  system 
prevented  meritorious  officers  from  rising, 
he  (Colonel  Sykes)  would  mention  the  case 
of  an  officer  now  senior  subaltern,  who  had 
been  born  in  the  regiment,  became  sergeant- 
major,  and  for  distinguished  service  and 
high  character  had  an  ensign's  commission 
bestowed  upon  him  by  the  Horse  Guards. 
He  saved  enough  money  to  buy  a  lieu- 
tenancy, and  he  had  now  risen  to  be  the 
senior  subaltern.  The  regiment  being 
about  to  go  to  India,  two  extra  companies 
had  to  be  added  to  it,  and  it  became  accord- 
ingly necessary  to  have  additional  captains. 
He  made  an  application  for  one  of  the 
companies,  but  the  reply  ho  receited  was, 
that,  as  a  matter  of  economy,  it  was  in- 
tended to  give  them  to  captains  whose 
companies  had  been  reduced  on  their  regi- 
ments coming  home  from  service  abroad. 
Such  a  decision  was  plausible  enough  in 
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itself;  but  its  effect  was  to  deprive  this 
meritorious  officer  of  the  chance  of  further 
promotion.  It  was  small  consolation  to 
him  to  be  assured  by  the  military  authori- 
ties of  the  War  Office,  after  his  case  had 
been  brought  to  their  notice,  that  he 
should  succeed  to  the  first  death  vacancy. 
This,  however,  might  not  occur  for  many 
years  to  come  ;  and  meanwhile  officers 
with  means  at  their  command  would  pass 
over  his  head.  This  case  afforded  a  prac- 
tical illustration  of  what  was  going  on  iu 
very  many  regiments.  He  trusted  the 
time  was  coming  when  gentlemen  would 
no  longer  desire  to  engage  in  pursuits  so 
foreign  to  the  military  profession  as  bar- 
gaining with  money  for  the  attainment  of 
position  in  the  army. 

Gneeral  peel  :  I  do  not  feel  myself 
called  upon  to  defend  the  original  introduc- 
tion of  the  system  of  purchase  into  the 
army,  or  to  deny  the  objection  which  in 
theory  exists  to  anybody  being  enabled  to 
attain  promotion  or  preferment  merely  be- 
cause of  his  having  the  means  to  purchase 
an  advance,  while  another  officer,  his  equal 
in  point  of  ability  and  merit,  does  not  pos- 
sess that  facility.  But  do  not  let  it  be  for 
a  moment  supposed  that  the  system  of 
purchase  is  confined  to  the  army.  There 
is  not  a  class  of  life,  from  the  highest  to 
the  lowest,  in  which  people  do  not  obtain 
appointments  by  means  of  money.  Take 
the  highest  offices  in  the  Church.  Livings, 
which  are  the  first  step  to  those  offices,  are 
notoriously .  purchased.  Take,  agato,  the 
highest  offices  in  the  State.  These  caa 
only  be  obtained  by  passing  through  this 
House — by  a  system  of  purchase,  as  every- 
body knows.  [Laughter.^  When  I  say 
purchase,  I  do  not  mean  a  purchase  of 
seats,  but  such  an  expenditure  of  money 
as  tho  law  allows.  Lawyers,  for  instanoe, 
rise  to  the  summit  of  their  profession  by 
incurring  an  expenditure  which  other 
lawyers,  possibly  as  clever  as  they,  are  not 
able  to  sustain.  Now,  as  far  as  the  par- 
chase  system  in  the  army  is  concerned 
there  is  this  consideration,  which  is  not  oat 
of  place  when  the  subject  is  discosaed  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  system  was 
originally  brought  into  play  in  eonseqiieDee 
of  the  niggardliness  and  neglect  of  the 
State  in  not  making  provision  for  those 
who,  through  sickness,  long  serriee,  or 
other  circumstances,  were  desirous  of  re- 
tiring. And  even  now,  by  the  aetioo  of 
the  Army  Reserve  Fund,  money  is  ex- 
tracted from  the  parebasiDg  officers,  in 
order  to  pay  for  that  which,  if  paid  for  at 
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the  shape  of  interest  upon  money  expended 
in  the  purchase  of  commissions,  and  he 
also  receifes  something  every  year  for  his 
serfices.  If  any  young  man  without  money 
ahout  to  enter  the  army  should  nsk  my 
Tiews  as  to  the  regiment  in  which  he  should 
enter,  I  should  say,  "If  you  can  possibly 
do  so  get  into  a  regiment  where  every  man 
but  yourself  can  purchase  ;  as  long  as  there 
it  any  one  man  sentor  to  yourself  in  tlie 
rank  you  hold  you  obtain  an  advantage 
from  purchase.  It  is  only  when  you  be- 
come the  senior  in  that  rank  that  you  are 
liable  to  be  prejudiced  ;  but  in  the  long 
run  you  gain  as  much  as  you  lose." 
The  usual  three  courses  are  open  to  us 
with  regard  to  promotion.  There  is, 
first,  the  present  system;  then  there  is 
the  system  of  strict  seniority,  and  lastly 
there  is  the  system  of  partial  seniority  and 
partial  selection.  Now  my  hen.  and  gallant 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  quotes  an 
instance  to  show  that  contribution  is  not 
compulsory,  for  he  says  he  knew  a  case  in 
which  an  officer  refused  his  quota.  Well, 
I  have  no  doubt  the  general  feeling  about 
this  officer  was  that  he  was  a  very  shabby 
fellow  for  thus  obtaining  an  advantage 
without  contributing  his  share  to  the  cost 
of  it.  That  sort  of  thing  will  always  pre- 
vail under  a  system  of  strict  seniority.  As 
to  the  selection,  I  have  greater  objection 
to  it  than  to  either  of  the  two  other  sys- 
tems. Depend  upon  it,  you  will  never  in- 
troduce a  system  of  selection  without 
creating  jealousies  and  suspicions  of  un- 
fairness— in  all  probability  perfectly  un- 
founded—which will  rankle  in  the  minds  of 
the  officers,  and  which  you  will  be  quite 
unable  to  remove.  Very  often  the  system 
of  selection  would  necessarily  place  at  the 
head  of  a  regiment  men  who  are  not  fit  for 
the  position.  Take  the  case  of  an  officer 
who  has  gained  the  Victoria  Cross.  A  man 
may  have  gained  that  distinction  by  rush- 
ing out  of  tbe  ranks  or  by  some  gallant 
action  which  has  brought  his  name  into 
the  newspapers,  and  public  opinion  would 
raise  a  loud  complaint  if  he  were  passed 
over,  yet  he  might  be  the  most  unfit  man 
in  the  service  to  take  the  command  of  a 
regiment.  It  is  far  from  my  wish  to  de- 
preciate the  value  of  the  Victoria  Cross  ; 
but  I  do  not  hold  that  it  is  a  certificate  en- 
titling the  bearer  to  everything,  command 
of  a  regiment  included.  But  it  is  said, 
"  All  this  will  depend  upon  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief ;  he  will  have  the  power 
of  selection."  No  doubt ;  but  then  cases 
of  another  kind  will  arise.  If  you  give  this 
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power  to  the  Commander-in-Chief,  you  must 
give  him  the  power  of  removing  officers 
without  Courts-martial ;  officers  guilty  of 
no  military  offence,  but  who  are  thought, 
from  temper  or  other  circumstances,  to  be 
unfit  men  to  command  a  regiment.  Why, 
this  House  would  be  inundated  with  com- 
plaints from  men  so  treated.  Suppose  the 
senior  major  is  passed  over.  What  is  his 
position  ?  He  is  pointed  out  as  a  man  unfit 
to  hold  command,  and  what  authority  can 
he  have  in  the  regiment  afterwards  ?  Yet 
the  commanding  officer  may  be  killed  in 
action,  and  instantly  this  major  will.be 
called  upon  to  command  the  regiment. 
Again,  the  officer  under  him  may  be  a 
very  fit  man,  yet  because  his  senior  officer 
is  thought  incapable,  ho  sees  another  man 
brought  in  and  put  over  his  head.  I  saj 
that  nothing  would  more  tend  to  create 
jealousies  in  the  army,  particularly  in  time 
of  peace.  In  my  opinion  the  good  officer 
is  the  man  who  goes  with  his  regiment 
everywhere,  and  who  shirks  no  service 
where  they  may  be ;  but  if  he  goes,  for 
example,  to  the  West  Indies  with  them, 
what  chance  has  he  of  being  selected  for 
command  ?  Then  it  is  proposed  that  the 
army  shall  be  officered  by  two  distinct 
classes  of  men,  and  that  a  certain  number 
of  commissions  shall  be  reserved  for  men 
who  rise  from  the  ranks.  Then  you  would 
have  on  the  one  hand  young  officers  highly 
educated,  and  officers  much  older  than 
they  are,  who  have  risen  from  the  ranks, 
and  whose  knowledge  would  be  entirely 
professional.  Do  you  not  suppose  that 
they  would  be  jealous  at  having  over  them 
comparative  boys,  who  might  be  good 
mathemeticians,  but  who  knew  little  of  drill 
or  regimental  duties?  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
letter  from  an  officer  who  himself  rose  from 
the  ranks  and  became  adjutant  in  a  regi- 
ment in  which  promotion  was  not  very 
quick,  and  what  does  he  say  ?— 

"  Born  in  tbo  armj,  and  having  entered  it  at 
about  sixteen  years  of  age  from  school,  I  Datamlly 
feel  the  greatest  interest  in  everything  connected 
with  our  military  service.  I  was  therefore 
alarmed  when  I  read  in  the  public  prints  that  in 
tbo  proposed  re-organization  of  the  Departments 
it  is  contemplated  to  abolish  the  parchase  system, 
and  to  a  certain  extent  substitute  promotion  by 
selection.  If  the  abolition  should  be  adopted  for 
selection,  the  greatest  discontent  will  exist  from 
the  notion  of  gross  partiality.  I  have  the  firmest 
conviction  that  it  would  be  a  most  fiital  blow  to 
the  good  feeling  which  should  pervade  our  ranks 
of  o£Bcers  (and  which  happily  now  exists  to  the 
fullest  extent),  it  would  engender  feelings  <^ jeal- 
ousy, as  no  selection  during  peaceable  times  can 
be  viewed  as  impartial  (unless  by  seniority),  where 
there  is  no  opportunity  for  distiognii^ed  oondnct. 
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Bjstcm  ?  Now,  could  tliej  nffbrd  to  throir 
away  that  which,  after  forty  years  of 
peaco,  had  proved  its  Bfiiciency,  solely  for 
the  purpose  of  making  the  officers  more 
professional  and  preventing  wealthy  men 
from  serving  in  the  army  ?  One  of  the 
greatest  authorities  on  questions  of  this 
kind — namely,  Lord  Grey — stated  in  his 
eTidence  before  the  Commission  that  he 
held  it  to  be  a  benefit  conferred  upon  the 
country  and  on  the  wealthy  men  them- 
selves that  they  should  serve  in  the  army. 
A  great  deal  of  evidence  was  given  before 
the  Commission  to  show  that  the  officers 
of  our  army  were  at  present  indulging  in  all 
sorts  of  luxury,  which  could  be  done  only 
by  wealthy  men.  But  he  would  ask,  was  it 
only  in  the  army  that  an  alarming  increase 
in  luxury  had  taken  place  ?  Did  not  young 
men  at  Oxford,  ot  the  Inns  of  Court,  even 
in  the  navy,  indulge  in  a  similar  way  ? 
Therefore,  the  two  objects  which  Sir  Charles 
Trevelyan  hod  in  view  should  not  be  suffi- 
cient to  make  the  House  at  present  declare 
that  purchase  should  be  entirely  abolished, 
or  to  adopt  the  change  proposed  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Truro. 

General  PERCY  HERBERT  said,  ho 
was  glad  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Grcnfell)  had  given  notice  that  he  would, 
if  necessary,  move  the  Previous  Question, 
because  he  felt  this  was  a  very  large  mat- 
ter, which  ought  not  to  be  settled  by  a 
Resolution  of  the  House.  Though  in  favour 
of  purchase  in  the  army,  as  furnishing  the 
best  system  of  retirement  that  he  was  ac- 
quainted with,  ho  was  not  so  wedded  to  it 
but  that  he  was  ready  to  accept  any  other 
system  which  might  accelerate  the  flow  of 
promotion,  without  doing  injury  to  the  in- 
terests of  officers,  whether  present  or  pro- 
spective. The  hon.  Member  for  Tynemouth 
(Mr.  Trevelyan),  though  disclaiming  the 
accusation  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  yet 
mentioned,  as  if  he  believed  there  was 
some  truth  in  it,  an  allegation  that  had 
been  made  by  others — namely,  that  officers 
of  family  sought  for  employment  in  pur- 
chase corps  because  they  wished  to  have 
the  pleasure  of  purchasing  over  the  heads 
of  others.  Now,  the  object  of  officers  of 
family  was  almost  invariably  to  get  into 
crack  corps  ;  and  these  were  the  very  regi- 
ments in  which  scarcely  more  than  one  or 
two  officers  would  bo  found  in  the  whole 
list  that  were  not  for  purchase.  Therefore, 
it  could  not  be  for  the  pleasure  of  pur- 
chasing over  the  heads  of  others  that  men 
of  family  entered  the  service.  Then  the 
boD.  Gentleman  said  that  the  longest  purses 
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formed  the  criterion  of  advance.  But  he 
begged  to  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  longest  purse  would  not  give  a  man  a 
single  step  until  he  became  the  senior  on 
the  list.  Ours  was  a  strictly  seniority  sys- 
tem, tempered  by  purchase.  The  senior 
on  the  list  was  offered  the  step,  unless  ho 
was  disqualified  and  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  exercised  his  authority,  which  was 
very  rarely  done,  to  prevent  his  advance. 
That  was  a  point  which  was  very  much 
misunderstood — not  only  abroad,  but  even 
in  this  country  ;  and  he  believed  be  had ' 
once  before  stated  to  the  House  that  foreign 
officers  who  had  talked  to  him  on  the  sub- 
ject had  been  greatly  surprised  when  they 
were  made  acquainted  with  the  truth.  It 
was  an  erroneous  impression  to  suppose 
that  a  man  with  £10,000  could  purchase 
any  step  he  pleased  in  the  army.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  also  said  that  it  was  a  reflection 
on  the  Commander-in-Chief  for  military 
men  to  say  that  if  purchase  were  done 
away  with,  and  the  system  of  selection 
adopted,  it  would  open  the  door  to  jobbery. 
But  ho  had  always  noticed  that  on  ocea- 
sions  of  this  kind  the  name  of  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief was  paraded  with  the 
greatest  respect  by  Members  who  at  other 
times  were  fond  of  denouncing  the  Horse 
Guards — the  '*  Horse  Guards'*  being  merelv 
a  euphemism  for  the  Commander-in-Chief. 
In  fact,  there  was  scarcely  a  Session  in 
which  some  of  these  denunciations  were 
not  indulged  in  by  hon.  Members.  Some 
expressly  desired  the  army  should  be  de- 
mocratized ;  but  the  late  Lord  Raglan  bad 
told  him,  about  a  fortnight  before  his  death, 
that  a  French  marshal  warned  him,  in  the 
most  earnest  terms,  against  so  fatal  a 
measure.  He  offered  this  opinion  of  a 
French  officer  of  high  rank  to  the  House, 
because  the  French  system  was  continually 
being  pointed  out  as  a  model.  He  was 
assured,  also,  that  nothing  gave  the  French 
Government  more  trouble  than  the  sys- 
tem of  retirements  in  vogue  in  the  French 
army.  Our  own  police  system,  toOt  was 
often  lauded  on  account  of  the  ease  with 
which  it  was  recruited  ;  but  every  man  in 
the  police  force  received  about  £\  It.  a 
week,  while  the  soldier  only  drew  tome  9«. 
How  could  it  be  expected  that  artisans 
would  enlist  in  the  army  at  that  price? 
But,  at  the  same  time,  it  must  not  be  sup- 
posed the  army  was  recruited  wholly  from 
the  vicious  classes;  the  majority  of  the 
recruits,  although  simple  fellows,  were 
decent  agricultural  labourers.  He  gathered 
from  the  Army  List  that  350  officers  sold 
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held  out  were  Tcrj  trifling.  This  wns  owing 
to  the  circumstance  that  there  was,  in  this 
country,  a  Tory  large  leisure  class,  who 
were  ready  to  place  their  sons  or  connec- 
tions in  the  army.  It  was  from  this  leisure 
class — consisting  of  tradesmen  and  men  in 
all    classes   of    business   who    had   made 
money  and  who  were  anxious  to  seal  their 
position    by  sending    their  sons   into  the 
army — and  not  exclusively  from  the  aris- 
tocracy, that  the  oflioers  of  the  army  were 
principally  obtained.    There  was  no  reason 
to  expect  that  the  supply  would  fall  off; 
and  as  long  as  the  two  terms  of  officers 
and  gentlemen  were  regarded  as  synony- 
mous, he  did  not  believe  that  any  difficulty 
would  be  experienced  in  finding  officers. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Tynemouth  had  ad- 
Tocated  the  admission  of  non-commissioned 
officers  into  the  commissioned  ranks.   Now 
there  were  no  men  of  whom,  as  a  class,  he 
had  a  greater  respect  than  for  the  non- 
commiBsioned  officers  of  the  army ;  who, 
as  a  body,  fulfilled  very  important  duties, 
in  such  a  manner,  as  to  give  satisfaction 
and  procure  for  them  the  respect  of  their 
superior  officers.     But  they  were  generally 
men  of  a  certain  age,  contented  with  their 
position,  and  not  influenced  to  any^reat 
extent  by  ambitious  desires,  while  their 
wives  were  no  more  capable  of  entering  a 
now  sphere  of  life  than  they  themselves 
were.     The  result  of  promoting  a  few  of 
these  men  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  to  spoil 
the  men  so  promoted,  while  the  promotion 
of  a  large  number  would  inevitably  lead  to 
a  deterioration  of  the  commissioned  ranks. 
The  experiment  had  been  tried,  and  though 
It  might  answer  to  some  extent  in  time  of 
war;  yet,  where  it  had  succeeded  in  one 
instance,  in  twenty  cases  it  had  failed.   He 
did  not  belicvo  that   the  proposal   would 
find  much  favour   even  among  the  non- 
commissioned ranks.     Under  the  present 
system  of  purchase,  entry  into  the  army 
was  easy  enough.     A  letter  to  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief,   as  a  rule,  at  once  se- 
cured the  placing  the  name  of  the  candi- 
date on  the  list ;  and  on  lodging  a  certain 
amount  of  money,  and  passing  an  examina- 
tion, a  commission  was  obtained.     That 
commission,  however,  was   given    in    the 
order  in  which  the  candidate  came  out  of 
the  examination,  and  was  not  the  result  of 
bargain  ;    for  a  man   possessed  of   great  > 
wealth  could  not  get  his  promotion  one  day 
earlier  than  the  man  who  possessed  only  a  i 
fixed  sum.     Except  in  one  particular  case,  j 
too,  an  officer  who  had  served  a  certain  , 
time  would,  on  leaving  the  army,  have  liis 
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deposit  money  returned.     Now,  he  would 
ask,  from  whom  did  the  demand  for  the 
abolition  of  the  purchase  system  come  ? 
Were  they  told  that  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  was  unable  to  obtain  the  services  of 
officers  capable  of  performing  the  duties 
assigned  to  them  ?  or  did  the  demand  for 
this  sweeping  change  come  from  the  offi- 
cers themselves  ?      On  the  contrary,  those 
who  were  at  all  intimate  with  the  officers 
of  the  army  would  bear  him  oat  when  be 
said  that  they  regarded  the  system  with 
great  favour.  They  did  not  enter  the  army 
without  being  fully  aware  of  the  nature  of 
the  system,  and  they  knew,  moreover,  that 
by  waiting  a  certain  time  their  advance- 
ment would  be  a  matter  of  great  proba- 
bility, if   not  of  absolute  certainty.     He 
maintained  that  even  those  officers  who  did 
not  purchase  their  promotions  benefited  by 
the  present  system.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Tynemouth  said  that  the  effect  of  the  pur- 
chase  system    seemed  to    be  that  officers 
j  could  not  be  persuaded  that  they  were  the 
servants  of  the  Crown.     According  to  hit 
experience,  on  the  contrary,  it  was  their 
greatest  pride   and    highest   honour  that 
they  were  serving  Her  Majesty,   and  for 
this  they  gave  up  the  pleasures  of  home 
and  took  their  turn  of  service  abroad.    It 
had  been  argued  as  a  great  advantage  ia 
the   Indian   system  that  at  certain  steps 
officers  were  called  upon  to  pay  a  fine  aad 
make  a  contribution  as  a  step  towards  buy- 
ing out  the  officer  at  the  head  of  the  regi- 
ment.    But  these  demands  upon  officers 
were   made  at   uncertain  and  unexpected 
periods,   so  that  officers  were  sometimes 
compelled  to  borrow  money  at  usury.    Ao 
officer  was  scarcely   a  free   agent  in  the 
matter ;  for  it  was  well  known  that  if  he 
were  to  show  any  spirit  of  contradiction 
and  refuse  to  make  the  contribution  ex- 
pected of  him   means  would  be   foand  to 
make  him  very  uncomfortable  in  the  regi- 
ment.    Contrasted  with  such  a   plan  the 
purchase  system  was  much  superior,  be- 
cause no  attempt  was  made  to  compel  ao 
officer  to  pay  more  than  was  convenient  to 
him.     Then  it  was  said  that,  without  sub- 
stituting any  other  plan  for  the  purchase 
system.  Parliament  ought  to  place  officers 
of  the    Cavalry,   the    Infantry,    and   the 
Guards  in  the  same  position  as  the  Artil- 
lery.    But  had  the  system  worked  so  well 
in  the  Artillery  that  it  ought  to  be  adopted 
in  other  branches  of  the  service  ?     On  the 
contrary,  promotion  was   so   slow   in  the 
Artillery  that  an  officer  could  hardly  ex- 
pect to  be  made  a  captain  until  he  was  sa 
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ficd  lis  unfairneBB.  He  did  this  with  re- '  cliangcs  that  often  took  place,  and  the 
luctance,  from  the  fact  of  the  gallant  officer  ;  general  expensiveness,  it  was  impossible 
concerned  being  a  near  connection  of  tlie  for  a  man  to  enter  the  Cavalry  unless  he 
lion,  and  gallant  Officer  opposite  (General  were  possessed  of  means  considerably  be- 
Percy  Herbert)  whose  professional  merits  [  yond  those  which  he  derived  from  the 
ho  was  happy  to  acknowledge,  and  who  :  State.  It  was  said  that  many  men  cn- 
Ijad  well  earned  every  step  he  had  gained.  I  tered  the  service  for  two  or  three  years 
He  found  by  The  Gazette  that  on  the  9th  and  then  retired,  conferring  by  their  with- 
March,  1867|  Major  Herbert  was  the  i  drawal  considerable  advantages  on  the  non- 
junior  major  of  the  84th  Regiment,  the  |  purchase  men.  But  he  believed  the  dis- 
seniormojor  having  purchased  all  his  steps,  '  advantages  of  this  outweighed  the  advan- 
and  Major  Herbert  not  having  purchased  tages,  from  the  unprofessional  tone  that 
his  majority.  On  the  25th  April,  1868,  j  was  introduced.  When  the  abolition  of 
this  Gentleman  suddenly  stepped  at  once  ^  purchase  was  proposed  in  1855,  before  the 
to  the  lieutenant-colonelcy  of  the  4th  West ;  fall  of  Sebastopol,  there  had  been  so  many 
India  regiment,  jumping  at  once  by  that  vaconcies  in  the  army,  and  so  many  pro- 
one  leap  over  the  heads  of  780  officers  motions  without  purchase,  that  if  there 
senior  to  him,  many  of  whom  must  have  hnd  then  been  a  Minister  in  power  capable 
been  desirous  of  purchasing  that  step.  Itiof  appreciating  the  advantages  of  its 
appeared,  therefore,  that  the  system  was  '  abolition,  that  might  have  been  effected  at 
very  far  from  being  fair  in  its  operation.  ;  a  cost  which  would  have  been  but  as  s 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Truro  i  drop  in  tho  bucket  compared  with  the  vast 
(Captain  Vivian)  had  observed  that  a  '  total  of  expenditure  for  the  Crimean  War, 
major-generalship  could  not  be  purchased,  |  and  the  whole  vested  interests  of  the  offi- 
and  pointed  out  the  desirableness  of  certain  '  cers  of  our  artny  might  have  been  pur- 
situations  in  the  army  not  being  acquired    chased  for  asum  not  exceeding  £2,000,000. 


by  purchase.  Now,  was  there  any  situation 


But  that  which  would  then  have  entailed 


more  important,  or  that  more  required  to  be  ;  only  a  charge  of  no  great  importance, 
filled  by  a  man  of  thorough  professional  would  now  bo  impossible  without  making 
skill  and  ability  than  that  of  commander   demands   on  the  public  purse  of  a  most 


of  a  regiment  ?  Yet  that  situation  was 
placed  within  the  reach  of  any  one  who  had 
£1.500  or  £2,000  at  his  disposal.     The 


onerous  character.  With  the  prospect  of 
speedily  separating  and  the  uncertainty  of 
their  all  meeting   together    again,    would 


hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Berkshire  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  like  to 
(Colonel  Loyd  Lindsay)  said  that  promotion  '  answer  that  objection  at  the  hustings! 
in  the  Artillery  and  Engineers  was  so  slow  j  People  would  naturally  say,  '•  To  carry  out 
that  these  corps  were  in  a  state  of  complete  i  the  new  system  would  require  an  additiou 
stagnation ;  but  was  he  prepared  to  intro- 1  to  the  Income  Tax  of  2d,  in  the  pound, 
ducc  the  purchase  system  into  them.  They  and  looking  at  tho  way  in  which  your 
had  just  seen  a  military  expedition  con-  ,  officers  fight,  and  their  excellent  conduct 
ducted  with  unsurpassed  skill  and  talent ;  '  generally,  wo  do  not  think  it  would  be  at 
and  who  was  the  commander  of  that  ex-  ;  all  desirable  to  saddle  the  country  with 
pedition  ?  He  was  a  man  who  had  never  such  an  expenditure.'*  He  believed  that 
purchased  a  step;  he  belonged  to  tlio  on  account  of  the  vast  expense  of  a  change, 
Engineers  ;  and  yet  that  was  the  man  who  and  for  no  other  reason,  it  would  be  desir- 
liad  won  bloodless  battles  by  the  superiority  !  able  that  his  hon.  Friend  should  not  push 
of  his  engineering  and  his  artillery.  Could  |  his  Resolution  to  a  division.  His  hon. 
it  be  said  that  the  Artillery  were  inefficient  ?  '  Friend  had  done  the  cause  good  service  by 
It  was  well  known  that  the  corps  of  Ar- '  his  able  speech,  and  by  eliciting  the  weak- 
tillery,  Engineers,  and  Marines,  in  which  |  ness  of  the  arguments  opposed  to  it,  and 
purchase  never  had  existed  and  never '  he  hoped  and  trusted  they  might  live  to 
would  exist,  were  constantly  referred  to  as  see  a  change  one  day  successfully  effected, 
the  model  corps  of  the  British  army.  Why  General  PERCY  HERBERT  craved 
not,  then,  place  our  Infantry  under  the  permission  to  say  a  few  words  in  explans- 
same  system  ?  He  would  grant  that  the  tion  with  regard  to  a  gallant  Relative  of 
systems  of  purchase  might  be  retained  with  ;  his  whose  case  had  been  referred  to  by 
advantage  for  one  branch  of  the  military  |  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken, 
service — tho  Cavalry.  That  branch  of  the  The  senior  major  of  Major  Herbert's 
service  was  remarkably  expensive,  and  |  regiment  had  refused  to  purchase  promo- 
looking  at  the  cost  of  the  uniform,  the!  tion  out  of  tho  regiment  before  it  was 
Mr.  Otway  I 
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likely  to  get  good  men  for  prWates  on  | 
account  of  the  conscription,  which  brought 
in  all  classes  A  common  French  soldier 
in  the  Crimea,  he  recollected  being  told, 
had  been  a  civil  engineer,  and  had  built  a 
famous  bridge  over  the  Loire,  or  some 
other  French  river,  but  being  drawn  bj 
the  conscription,  and  not  being  able  to 
pay  for  a  substitute,  he  served  as  a 
private  soldier  in  tho  Crimea.  There- 
fore, the  French  army  had  privates  and 
non  •  commissioned  officers  such  as  the 
English  army  did  not  possess.  But  with 
respect  to  the  proposition  of  giving  com- 
missions to  non-commissioned  officers — 
and  let  it  not  be  supposed  that  he  was 
opposed  to  carrying  out  that  proposition 
in  reason  and  moderation — it  was  desirable 
to  hear  the  opinions  of  the  non-commis- 
sioned officers  themselves  on  that  point. 
He  believed  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ayrshire  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  stated 
on  a  former  occasion  that  in  his  regiment 
in  the  Crimea  eight  non-commissioned 
officers  refused  commissions.  The  ser- 
geant-major in  the  regiment  of  Volunteers 
which  he  himself  commanded  was  sergeant 
in  the  Army  in  1863,  and,  being  offered 
a  commission,  replied,  ''  I  make  a  very 
good  sergeant,  but  shall  make  a  very  bad 
ensign."  Knowing  that  this  discussion 
was  to  come  on  to-night,  he  asked  that 
man  to  write  a  statement  expressing  his 
views  and  the  views  of  other  non-commis- 
aioned  officers  on  the  subject  of  promotion 
from  the  ranks.  lie  had  in  consequence 
written  a  letter,  in  which  he  said  that  it 
was  necessary  that  promotion  by  purchase 
should  continue,  or  that  otherwise  pro- 
motion would  be  very  slow ;  that  it  would 
take  fifteen  years  to  obtain  a  captaincy, 
thirty  years  to  obtain  a  lieutenant-colonelcy, 
and  forty-five  years  a  major-generalship. 
Ho  went  on  to  state  that  the  proposition 
to  give  commissions  to  non-commissioned 
officers  was  a  great  mistake ;  for  after  the 
first  novelty  was  over  the  recipients  found 
that  they  had  made  a  great  mistake  in 
accepting  them,  and  that  they  positively 
could  not  live  on  them  ;  the  consequence 
was  that  they  were  continually  making 
applications  to  the  Commander-in-Chief 
for  small  Staff  appointments,  and  when 
they  were  refused  they  became  more  dis- 
satisfied than  ever.  Very  few  ever  rose 
to  the  rank  of  field-officer;  for  not  being 
able  to  bear  the  expense  to  which  they 
were  put,  they  either  left  the  service,  or 
Bought  a  living  in  the  Colonies.  Nor  did 
tho  men  like  to  be  commanded  by  those 
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who  were  formerly  of  their  own  class,  but 
always  said  that  they  preferred  to  be  com- 
manded by  gentlemen,  who,   if  they  did 
wrong,   treated   them  with   lenience,  and 
like  men  ;  whereas  a  noncommissioned  offi- 
cer who  had  been  promoted  was  much  too 
sharp  for  them.     The  kind  of  commission 
which,  in  tho  opinion  of  the  writer,  should 
be  given  as  a  reward  to  deserving  non- 
commissioned officers  were  commissions  in 
the  Commissariat,  the  Military  Train,  or 
the   Military   Stores    Department,    which 
were  generally  more  lucrative,  and  did  not 
require  much  moving  about.     The  writer 
also  thought,  and  he  entirely  agreed  with 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Berkshire  (Sir  Charles  Russell)  in  the 
justice  of  the  claim,  that  every  clerkship 
in  the  War  Office,  the  Horse  Guards,  and 
the  other  military   establishments  should 
be  given  to  men  in  the  ranks.     Civiliani, 
he  considered,  had  no  claim  to  these  ap- 
pointments.    He  trusted  bis  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  (Sir  Charles  Russell)  would 
be  supported  in  his  Motion  on  this  subject. 
There  were  623  clerkships  which,  iu  the 
opinion  of  this  writer,  ought  thus  to  be 
thrown  open.     There  was  a  story  current, 
ho  did  not  know  whether  it  was  true  or 
not,   that  the  office-keeper  at  the  War 
Office — who  was  in  receipt  of  a  major'i 
pay,   a  position  which   many  an  officer's 
widow  would  naturally  be  glad  to  fill^-waa 
held  by  a  French  lady's  maid.     This  was 
the  line  in  which  they  ought  to  work  in 
that  House,  and  it  would  do  more  in  getting 
good  men  for  the  Army  than  the  1st  Re- 
solution  of  his   hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Captain  Vivian).     Mess  expenses  ought 
to  be  kept  down.     The  purchase  systena 
was  not  responsible  for  them,  hut  those 
who  administered  it.     It  was  all  humbug 
to  say  that  regimental  expenses  could  not 
bo  kept  down.     They  could  be  kept  dowa 
by  having  a  Report  on  Regimental  Ex- 
penses from  the  General  inspecting,  and 
there  ought  to  be  no  difficulty  in  the  matter. 
He  wanted  to  know  on  what  authority  the 
present  proposition  had  been  brought  for* 
ward.     He  maintained  that  the  authorities 
were  all  tho  other  way.     The  Commission 
of  1840,  the  speeches  delivered  in  that 
House,  the  opiuions  of  officers  of  the  Army, 
of  the  civil  administrators  of  the  Army — 
the  Duke  of  Wellington,  Lord  Raglan,  the 
Duke  of  Cambridge,  Mr.  Ellico,  Lord  Grey, 
Lord  Dalhousie,  and  Lord  Herbert ;  for 
no  one  more  strongly  objected  than  Lord 
Herbert  to  total  abolition — all  these  were 
in  favour  of  the  purchase  sjsteni.    Who 
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18  the  most  ezpenBiTo  army  in  the  world  ? 
P88t,  present,  and  future  Chancellors  of 
the  Exchequer  are  protesting  that  there 
never  was  anything  so  ahominahle  as  our 
Army  Estimates.      But,   notwithstanding 
all  tliat,  this  House  and  the  country  are 
content  to  go  on  with  the  most  expeusive 
army  in  the  world.     It  does  not  suit  the 
spirit  of  our  generous  people  to  submit  to 
a  conscription  or  compulsory  system.     It 
is  the  determination  of  the  country  to  have 
an  army  on  the  voluntary  system,  and  to 
have    that   in   a   highly-civilised   country 
like  England  makes  it  necessary  that  our 
army  should  be  a  very  costly  one.     Is  it 
not  a  great  anomaly  that  our  generals  are 
paid  as  they  are  a  very  inadequate  salary, 
which  may  become  a  very  handsome  one 
when  they  are  appointed  to  the  honorary 
command  of  a    regiment  ?      Is  it  not  an 
anomaly  that  we  should  give  our  soldiers 
an  extravagant  rate  of  poy  as  coq^pareJ 
with  what  is  given  to  the  soldiers  of  other 
countries,  while  we  pay  our  officers  a  small 
pittance  which  is  hardly  enough — indeed, 
I  may  say  it  is  not  enough  —  to  enable 
them  to  maintain  their  position  ?  No  doubt, 
in  respect  of  all  those  matters  the  Govern- 
meut  should   introduce  such    reforms   as 
they  may    consider  necessary ;    but    my 
duty  in  dealing  with  a  question  like  the 
one  now  before  the  House  is  to  consider, 
not  what  might  be  best  in  the  abstract, 
but  what  the  interests  of  the  army  and  of 
the  country  really  required.    I  hope  I  may 
say  without  any  presumption  that  I  have 
shown  I  am  not  indisposed  towards  army 
reform.     I  am  at  present  engaged  in  the 
laborious    duty    of    endeavouring    to    re- 
organize the  Administrative  Department ; 
and  recently  I  have  introduced  a  system 
by  which  tho  whole  of  our  Reserve  Forces 
are  put  under  one  officer — a  system  which 
has  already  been  attended  with  most  bene- 
ficial results.     When  tho  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Essex  (Lord  Eustace 
Cecil)  the  other  day  proposed  that  there 
should  be  a  Commission  on  Education  in 
the  Army,  from  the  moment  he  gave  his 
Notice  I  had  no  hesitation  about  support- 
ing his  Motion  ;  because  I  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  O'Reilly) 
that  tho  military  training  of  the  army  is 
one  of  the  most  important  questions  con- 
nected with  the  subject  of  military  reform, 
If  you  persevere  in  your  present  system 
of    purchase   iu    the    army,    it   is   most 
important  thot  your  officers  should  have 
the  advantage  of  a  good    military   edu- 
cation.    On  the  other  hand^  if  the  sys- 

Sir  John  PakingUm 


tern  is  to  be  changed,  it  would  be  equally 
important  that  you  should  have  well-edu- 
cated and  well- trained  officers  to  take  the 
place  of  those  now  attached  to  the  army. 
Before  I  proceed  to  notice  more  particularly 
tho  objections  urged  against  the  purchase 
system,  this  admission  I  most  distinctly 
make — namely,  that,  in  one  class  of  cases, 
a  severe  grievance  does  arise  from  that 
system,  as  it  is  at  present  in  operation.     I 
allude  to  the  cases  in  which  young  officers 
who  have  bought  their  commissions  die. 
Many  distressing  cases  of  this  character 
have  been  brought  under  my  notice  ;  and 
I  have  no  doubt  that,  speaking  of  his  own 
experience  at  tho  War  Office,  the  noblo 
Lord  opposite  (tho  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
could  make  a  similar  statement.     Under  a 
regulation  made  in  recent  years,  if  an  offi- 
cer is  wounded,  and  if  he  dies  within  sii 
months,  the  money  paid  for  his  commission 
is  returned  to  his  family  ;  but  in  case  of 
death  from  climate  or  disease,  this  is  not 
done,  and  frequently  much  distress  is  the 
consequence.     I  do  think  it  is  well  worthy 
of  consideration  whether  something  may 
not  be  done  to  prevent  the  purchase  system 
from  working  the  harm  which  it  does  in 
that  way.  Let  me  now  touch  on  the  alleged 
hardship  of  the  rich  man  being  enabled  to 
purchase  over  the  head  of  the  poor  man. 
I  believe  that  no  portion  of  the  subject  hu 
attracted  so  much  public  sympathy,  and 
created    so  much  prejudice,  if   prejudice 
there  be,  against  the  purchase  system,  ai 
this  idea  of  the  poor  man  being  purchased 
over  by  the  rich  man.  But,  I  believe — and 
I  think  I  may  challenge  contradiction  of 
my  statement —that  this  is  an  idea  rather 
than  a  fact.     The  truth  is  that  the  non- 
purchasing  officers  of  the  Line  obtain  pro- 
motion more  rapidly  under  tho  purchase 
system  than  they  would  in  a  non-purchasing 
corps.     I  hold  in  my  hand  a  statement  of 
all  the  lieutenants  promoted  between  April, 
1867,   and   March   in   tho  present   year. 
Tho  whole  number  promoted  was  183  by 
purchase  and  51  without  purchase.     The 
average  service  of  the  former  was  nine 
years  and  sixty-four  days  ;  that  of  the 
latter  eleven  years  and  thirty  days  —  that 
is,  less  than  two  years'  longer  service  than 
those  promoted  by  purchase.     We  heard  a 
great  deal  this  evening  about  the  Artillery, 
and  I  think  there  is  a  great  deal  of  mis- 
conception about  the  present  state  of  tliat 
branch  of  the  service.     Tho  faet  is  that  if 
the  promotion  in  tho  Artillery  is  not  very 
rapid,  the  officers  have  had  very  little  to 
complain  of  since  the  Crimean  War.    The 
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we  should  induce  a  very  different  class  of 
men  to  enter  our  army  as  privates.     Now, 
I  doubt  very  much   whether  that  result 
would  follow,  and  whether  we  should  suc- 
ceed in  obtaining  a  supply  of  men  qualified 
to  become  officers.     Before  quitting   this 
branch  of  the  subject  I  must  refer  to  the 
desire  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire  in  connection  with   this 
question  of  promotion — that  the  object  of 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Berkshire  (Sir  Charles  Russell)  should 
be  carried  out,  and  that  retired  soldiers 
should  be  employed  as  clerks  in  the  pub- 
lic offices.      I  believe  he   has   impressed 
upon  the  House  the  advisability  of  extend- 
ing that   system  to  other  public  offices  ; 
but,  as  regards  the  War  Office,   I   may 
say  that  it  is  now,  and  has  been  for  some 
time,   in   full  operation.     [Lord    Elcho  : 
How  many  soldiers  are  there  out  of  the 
623  clerks  ?]     I  cannot  state  just  at  pre- 
sent the  exact  number;    but  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind   that  the   system  has  not 
been  long  established.     It  has  only  been 
lately  tried  ;  but  soldiers  are  being  con- 
stantly appointed   to   such   clerkships  as 
they  are  competent  to  hold.     As  to  what 
my  noble  Friend  said  about  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  French  ladyVmaid  as  house- 
keeper at  the  War  Office,  I  can  only  state 
that  it  was  not  made  by  me,  and  that  I 
know  nothing  about  it.     I  think  the  cost 
of  doing  away  with  the  purchase  system 
would  be  so  great  as   to  justify   me   in 
urging  the  House   to  pause   before  they 
venture  on  making  so  large  an  expenditure 
for  so  very  doubtful  a  result.     The  hon. 
Gentlemon    has  not  even   mentioned   the 
whole  expense  which  would   be  incurred. 
My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend   the  Member 
for  Truro  (Coptain  Vivian)  indeed  referred 
to  the  fact  that,  in  addition  to  the  pur- 
chase money  of  all  the  commissions  you 
must  also  be  prepared  with  a  retirement 
system.    But  even  that  is  not  all,  because, 
upon  the  showing  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tynemouth,  you   must,  if  you  adopt  his 
plan,  not  only  pay  the  price  of  the  com- 
missions and  provide  a  system  of  retiring 
pensions  for  officers  on  their  leaving  the 
service;  but  you  must  in  addition  introduce 
a  class  of  officers  who  would  not  bo  con- 
tent  with   the   present   low    rate  of  pay. 
Thus  of  course  we  should  be  involved  in 
the  additional  expense  of  a  much  higher 
rate  of  pay.     To  these  very  serious  con- 
siderations let  me  add  a  warning,  founded 
on   our  practical    experience  of  what  is 
going  on  at  this  moment  with  regard  to 
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the  Royal  Artillery — a  non-purchase  corps. 
Last  year  a  Committee  was  appointed,  and 
presided  over  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers)  who  un- 
derstands  this    subject   better  than   most 
men  in  this  House.     My  hon.  Friend  pre- 
sented a  very  able  Report  as  the  result  of 
the  labours  of  that  Committee,  in  which  a 
system  of  retirement  in  the  Royal  Artillery 
was    recommended,   and   he   has   evinced 
upon  several  occasions  a  great  desire  that 
I  should  carry  that  proposal   into  effect. 
I  suspect,  if  he  were  a  Member  of  any 
Government   that  came    into    power,   he 
would  find  it  very  difficult  to  induce  his 
Colleagues  to  carry  out  so  costly  a  plan 
as  was   recommended.     I    have   had   the 
subject  under  anxious  consideration,  and, 
if  I  may  be   allowed    to  say  so  without 
pledging  myself,  I   do  hope,  if  I  retain 
my  present  position,  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session  to   submit  a  plan  which 
may  do  something  for  the  Royal  Artillery 
without    embarking  us    in    the    expense 
involved  in   the  course   proposed    by  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend.      I  confess  I  am 
rather  surprised  by  the  references  made  to 
the  French  army.  Without  meaning  to  dis- 
parage that  noble  army,  the  courage  and 
achievements  of  which  are  indisputable,  I 
would  say  that  it  furnishes  a  warning  of 
arrangements  with  respect  to  officers  to  be 
avoided  rather  than  followed.     You  ought 
to  have  young  and  vigorous  officers  ;  bat 
it  is  notorious  that  the  French  army  is  not 
officered  by  such,  and  if  you  see  a  regi- 
ment of  French  infantry  with  the  line  dif- 
ferent to  what  it  ought  to  be,  the  proba- 
bility is  the  irregularity   will   be   due  to 
some  portly  old  captain  or  lieutenant.     In 
the   French  army    there  is  a   system  of 
compulsory   retirement   at  a  certain  age, 
and  the  retiring  pension   is  so  small  that 
the  officer  clings   on  to  the  last  moment 
that^  the  regulations  will  allow  him  before 
exposing   himself  to   the  privations  con- 
sequent on  retirement.     I  rejoice  sincerely 
at  the  tone  of  the  debate  in  reference  to 
these   proposals    for    sudden    and   violent 
change.    I  do  not  pretend  that  the  present 
system  is  perfect;  but  we  must  be  cautious 
how  we  deal  with  our  army.     I   will  say 
the  less  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Truro  (Captain  Vivian] 
as  I  understand  it  is  his  intention  to  with- 
draw it ;  but  in  candour  I  must  say  that  I 
cannot  f  iew  the  Amendment  in  the  light 
in  which  it  has  been  regarded  by  some  of 
the  speakers  who  have  preferred  it.   Many 
seem  to  think  that  it  would  be  a  great 
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AGRICULTURE. 
MOTION  FOR  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  ACLAND  rose  to  call  attCDlion  to 
the  inconTonience  arising  from  the  want  of 
an  authority  specially  charged  with  the 
duty  of  considering  questions  affecting 
ogriculture  and  the  food  of  the  people,  and 
to  moTe  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
and  report  upon  the  Functions  of  yarious 
Qo?ernment  Offices  so  far  as  they  affect 
Questions  relating  to  Agriculture,  with  a 
view  to  provide  for  the  due  consideration 
of  such  Questions  hy  one  Department  re- 
sponsible to  Parliament.  He  had  there- 
fore to  establish  two  points.  1.  That  there 
are  subjects  connected  with  land  and  agri- 
culture requiring  the  attention  of  some  pub- 
lic authority  responsible  to  Parliament.  2. 
That  there  is  pnmd  facie  ground  for  an 
inquiry  into  the  functions  of  certain  exist- 
ing Departments  of  the  Public  Service,  with 
a  view  to  consolidate  their  duties  connected 
with  land,  and  to  make  better  provision 
for  the  discharge  of  those  duties.  Uis 
reasons  for  bringing  forward  this  Motion 
were,  first,  because  of  the  very  active  in- 
terest in  legislation  which  was  now  grow- 
ing up  among  agriculturists,  and  especially 
among  tenant-farmers,  evinced  by  the  in- 
stitution of  Chambers  of  Agriculture  ;  and 
secondly,  because  of  the  discussions  likely 
to  occur  with  reference  to  the  land  laws, 
between  which  and  the  cost  of  the  food  of 
the  people  there  was,  in  the  opinion  of 
some  persons,  an  intimate  connection.  On 
this  second  point  he  quoted  the  opinion  of 
n  very  able  writer  in  the  volume  of  Essaye 
on  Questionefor  a  Itef armed  Parliament. 
After  speaking  of  speculations  on  the  price 
of  food  in  towns,  the  writer  proceeded — 

"  Sound  or  not,  theso  speculations  point  to  one 
inference,  which  is— that  there  is  the  most  inti- 
mate connection  between  the  food  supply  of  the 
cities  and  the  freedom  of  the  land.  In  whatever 
degree  our  agricultural  system  checks  the  outk/ 
of  capital,  or  militates  against  security  of  tenure, 
.  it  tends  to  diminish  the  productiyeness  of  agri- 
culture and  to  raise  the  price  of  food  in  towns." 

lie  (Mr.  Acland)  was  well  aware  that, 
however  some  persons  might  think  the 
prosperity  of  agriculture  bound  up  with 
ezoessively  high  prices,  the  county  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  were  far  too  well- in* 
formed  to  sanction  such  a  doctrine,  or  to 
give  any  countenance  to  the  opinions  that 
the  owners  or  occupiers  of  land  were  jealous 
of  the  abundance  of  food  for  the  people. 
He  wished  to  clear  the  ground  by  stating 
what  he  did  not  propose.     Uo  did  not  pro- 
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pose  that  the  English  Government  shonld, 
as  the  French  Government  did,  teach  the 
practice  and  science  of  agriculture,  or  un- 
dertake duties  which  were  here  better  left 
to  private  effort ;  but  in  one  respect,  per- 
haps, we  might  follow  the  example  of  our 
neighbours.  The  French  Minister  of  Agri- 
culture had  under  his  charge  a  large  num- 
ber of  haras  for  the  breeding  of  horses, 
and  had  some  authority  to  prevent  unsound 
stallions  from  going  about  the  country  as 
they  did  with  us,  doing  an  infinite  amount 
of  mischief.     He  had    taken  part  in  the 
earnest  endeavours  of  voluntary  societies 
to  do  what  could  be  done  by  such  agency 
in  the  way  of  certificating  sound  horses  in 
England,  but  voluntary  effort  had  entirely 
failed  to  effect  the  desired  object,  and  per- 
haps the  Government  might  interfere  with 
advantage.     Ho  would  venture  to  say  that 
if  some  noblemen  would  use  their  abilities 
— which  in  some  cases  were  very  consider- 
able, and  which  were  not  used  much  to 
their  own  advantage  on  the  Turf — in  as- 
sisting the  Government  on  this  subject,  they 
might  render  great  public  service  to  the 
agriculturists   of   England.      Among  the 
subjects  requiring  the  attention  of  a  pro- 
vincial or  central  administration  was  our 
system  of  roads,  whether  national,  county, 
or  parochial.     Another  point  was  how  we 
were  to  get  cheap  rail  ways — branches  from 
the  main  lines — carried  into  the  rural  dis* 
tricts,  where  there  was  no  inducement  for 
capitalists  to  take  shares.     It  had  been 
suggested   to  him   by  a  county  Member 
sitting  on   the  other  side  of  the  Hoase 
that  it  might  be  possible  to  get  such  rail- 
ways with   sharp  curves  and  low  speed 
constructed    at  a  cheap    rate   by  means 
of  an  assessment  on  the  landed  property 
of  the   district.      He   was    not   prepared 
to  say  that  this  was  a   practicable  plan, 
but  it  was  certainly  one  which  deserved 
serious  attention.     Looking  again  at  our 
systems  of  water  supply,  of  drainage,  of 
sewage,  and  irrigation,  it  was  plain  that 
these  could   bo  only  carried  out  effeeta- 
ally  when  dealing  with  very  large  areas. 
Some  attempts  had  been  made  by  Parlia- 
ment to  deal  with  river  basins,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  Thames  and  the  Shannon  ; 
but  the  process  was  expensive,  and  the 
result  unsatisfactory.      The  difficnltios  in 
the  way  of  individual  landowners,  or  even 
of  the  smaller  towns  wishing  to  enter  upon 
improvements    of    this    character,    were 
almost  insuperable.     At  the  present  mo- 
ment there  was  practically  a  deadlock  as  to 
the  taking  of  land  for  sewage..    Towns 
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were  forbidden  to  pour  their  sewage  into 
running  streams,  and  yet  the  powers  indis- 
pensable for  the  acquisition  of  lands  by 
them  for  the  purposes  of  sewago  utilization 
were  uncertain.  There  was  a  growing  ne- 
cessity for  some  administrative  power  to 
carry  out  the  public  Acts  which  had  been 
passed.  On  this  subject  he  would  read  the 
opinion  of  a  ?ery  competent  judge,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Local  Government  De- 
partment of  the  Home  Office,  Mr.  Tom 
Taylor — 

*'  All  the  larger  questions  of  drainage  involve 
most  serious  diflSculties,  both  as  respects  the  de- 
termination of  drainage  areas,  the  appointment  of 
proper  local  authorities  for  superintending  drain- 
age schemes,  assessment  of  their  cost,  &c.,  and 
these  questions  daily  grow  more  pressing.  It  is 
difficult  to  see  how  they  can  much  longer  be  dealt 
with  without  some  central  authority  specially 
charged  with  the  subject.  To  such  an  authority 
would  belong  the  initiation  and  guidance  of  in- 
quiries in  connection  with  sewage  and  its  distri- 
bution, and  the  granting  powers  fur  the  taking  of 
land  for  the  purpose  of  sewage  application." 

To  this  testimony  he  must  add  a  statement 
which  he  had  on  the  authority  of  the  Medi- 
cal Officer  of  the  Privy  Council,  and  fully 
established  by  etidenoe  to  be  in  the  bands 
of  Members  in  a  few  days — that  there  is 
an  intimate  connection  between  the  amount 
of  phthisis  or  consumption  and  the  want  of 
drainage  in  large  districts.  The  conflict- 
ing areas  of  local  administration  formed 
another  great  source  of  confusion.  There 
were  already  in  existence  parishes,  town- 
ships, hamlets,  highway  districts,  ecclesias- 
tical districts.  Poor  Law  unions,  burial 
board  districts,  registration  districts,  spe- 
cial drainage  districts,  under  the  Sanitary 
Act  and  Sewage  Utilization  Act,  ond  no 
two  of  these  were  necessarily  contermi- 
noas.  A  Parliamentary  Return  had  been 
called  for  with  a  view  of  ascertaining 
what  had  been  the  effect  of  recent  legisla- 
tion on  the  subject  of  drainage,  and  out 
of  700  districts  it  was  found  possible  to 
get  answers  only  from  thirty,  in  the  other 
cases  there  being  no  correspondence  what- 
cTcr  between  the  areas  of  drainage  and 
registration.  Then  they  had  the  action 
of  the  loclosure  Commissioners  who  dis- 
charged duties  of  very  high  importance, 
but  were  not  directly  responsible  to  the 
House  ;  and  also  of  the  speculative  drain- 
age and  improvement  companies,  who 
were  asaally  responsible  to  the  Inclosure 
Commissioners,  but  exercised  powers  of 
their  own  in  the  way  of  charging  encom- 
braneea  upon  posterity,  one  of  them  he 
knew  being  subject  to  no  limit  of  time. 


These  various  bodies  he  maintained  dhoiild 
be  mado  directly  responsible  to  tho  House. 
The  manner  in  which  agriculturists,  during 
the  prevalence  of  the  cattle  plague,  had 
been  referred  from  one  Government  De- 
partment to  another  had  impressed  npon 
them  very  strongly  the  desirability  of 
some  better  organization  on  all  subjects 
relating  to  the  cattle  trade,  markets, 
and  fairs.  Closely  connected  with  the 
subject  of  cattle  was  the  improvement 
of  the  veterinary  profession  —  a  matter 
to  which  no  little  importance  was  attached 
by  farmers,  who  desired  thot  effective 
measures  should  be  taken  for  the  educa- 
tion of  properly  qualified  practitioners  in 
the  different  grades.  When  the  cnttlo  po- 
lice of  the  country,  so  to  speak,  depended 
upon  the  opinions  of  men  in  such  a  position, 
it  became  of  the  highest  importance  that 
they  should  be  properly  trained  to  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duties.  With  regard  to  all 
the  subjects  which  he  had  enumerated,  ho 
submitted  that  they  were  either  clogged  by 
obsolete  customs,  or  by  modern  but  inco- 
herent legislation,  or  controlled  by  persons 
not  practically  responeible,  or  by  high 
Ministers  of  Stote  having  many  other 
duties  and  no  qualified  staff  of  assistants  ; 
or  they  were  simply  left  to  take  their 
chance.  To  what  quarter  were  they  to 
look  for  improvement  in  administration  or 
legislation  ?  The  questions  on  which  he 
had  touched  had  several  aspects.  On 
their  economical  side  they  would  natu- 
rally look  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  on  their 
sanitary  side  to  the  Privy  Council ;  but, 
as  regarded  fiscal  matters,  to  the  llome 
Office.  The  advantage  of  tho  public  lay 
in  combining  these  several  functions  in 
one  office  responsible  to  public  opinion. 
He  contended,  without  any  disrespect  to  tho 
persons  at  the  head  of  these  offices,  that 
in  none  of  these  Departments  was  the  fact 
recognized  that  special  knowledge  and 
training  and  experience  were  required  to 
be  at  the  disposal  of  the  office  in  order  to 
deal  with  land  questions  ;  nor  is  any  one 
office  specially  charged  with  tho  con- 
sideration of  these  questions  as  a  whole. 
He  was  far  from  advocating  the  creation 
of  any  new  or  costly  Department ;  on  the 
contrary,  he  believed  that  better  adminis- 
tration might  bo  obtained  with  considerably 
diminished  cost.  At  present  the  country 
was  called  upon  to  bear  the  expense  of 
the  Inclosuro  Commission,  the  Cattle 
Plague  Office,  and  the  Statistical  Office.  He 
estimated  that  the  amount  voted  by  Par- 
liament  annually  for  subjects  connected 
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vriUi  ai2;riciiUure  was  for  salaries  alone 
above  £25,000.  If  the  Office  of  Woods  and 
Forests,  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland,  and 
some  temporary  charges  were  included 
the  salaries  woald  be  over  £70,000,  and 
the  aggregate  official  expenditure  nearly 
£110,000.  This  amount  it  was  the  oiro 
and  tendency  of  his  Motion  to  diminish, 
not  to  increase.  He  referred  for  the  items 
to  a  paper  wliich  he  held  in  his  hand,  but 
he  would  not  trouble  the  House  with  all 
the  details.  Now  having  established  the 
fact  that  there  were  subjects  to  be  attended 
to  and  offices  whose  functions  and  ex- 
penses called  for  inquiry,  he  wished  to 
state  shortly  what  he  considered  to  be  the 
legitimate  functions  of  Government  as  fol- 
lows:— To  remove  obstacles  caused  by  ob- 
solete custom  or  inconsistent  legislation ; 
to  protect  those  who  cannot  help  them- 
selves ;  to  collect  information,  test  its  ac- 
curacy, and  put  it  into  a  systematic  and 
accessible  form;  to  stimulate  and  supervise 
the  discharge  of  local  duties  ;  and,  finally, 
to  raise  an  authoritative  standard  of  com- 
petency for  public  duties.  Ho  had  en- 
deavoured to  show,  not  with  a  view  to  class 
legislation,  nor  in  the  interest  of  any  party, 
that  there  were  important  subjects  con- 
nected with  land,  food,  and  health,  which 
demanded  the  serious  attention  of  that 
House,  with  a  view  to  more  comprehensive 
legislation,  and  more  systematic  administra- 
tion ;  and  that  as  matters  now  stood  the 
profitable  application  of  capital  to  land  was 
impeded.  He  would  ask  the  House  to 
consider  what  that  meant  in  its  efi*ect  on  the 
labouring  population.  The  power  of  the 
labourer  to  pay  for  a  healthy  and  decent 
dwelling  depended  on  his  wages  ;  his  wages 
depended  on  demand ;  the  demand  on  the 
amount  of  capital  available  for  agriculture. 
What  he  had  urged  was  part  only  of  a 
very  large  subject.  That  subject  was  not 
less  than  a  re-construction  of  our  provincial 
administration  guided  by  the  action  of  a 
well-informed  Government,  and  supported 
by  public  opinion.  He  reminded  the  House 
that  there  was  a  growing  conviction  that 
something  more  than  honest  intentions 
were  expected  of  a  Government.  They 
lived  in  an  age  not  only  of  inquiry  but 
of  scientific  progress  ;  sound  government 
demanded  an  accurate  knowledge  of  facts, 
and  science  was  but  the  systematic  accumu- 
lation and  knowledge  of  facts.  He  had 
shown  that  their  present  system  was  chaotic, 
and  that  it  was  not  money  that  was  wanting 
but  organization,  both  central  and  local. 
At  present  they  had  in  their  public  offices 
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neither  the  special  training,  nor  the  know- 
ledge, nor  the  experience,  nor  the  distribu- 
tion of  labour,  nor  the  presiding  control 
needed  to  help  the  nation  to  help  itself. 
If  the  Government  would  not  agree  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  in  the  present 
state  of  public  affairs,  they  might  appoint 
a  Roval  Commission  which  could  continue 
its  sittings  in  the  autumn.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber concluded  by  moving  for  a  Select 
Committee. 

Mr.  read  rose  to  second  the  Motion. 
He  said,  that  this  was  a  question  which 
deeply  interested  his  constituents,  and  in 
which  he  had  taken  an  interest  for  a  very 
long  time.  He  disclaimed  any  desire  to 
revive  the  old  Board  of  Agriculture,  which 
many  said  had  been  a  failure,  but  from 
which,  nevertheless,  might  be  dated  almost 
all  our  agricultural  improvements  before 
steam  and  cheap  education  had  taught 
people  to  help  themselves.  Wo  had  no 
need  of  State  assistance  to  do  what  agricul- 
tural eocieties  did  much  better.  We  did 
not  want  such  a  Minister  of  Agriculture 
as  in  France,  where  the  Government  did 
everything  and  the  public  nothing ;  but 
what  we  wanted  was  local  means  of  en- 
forcing public  regulations  ;  and  in  order 
to  make  any  sort  of  regulations  certain, 
swift,  and  general,  we  must  possess  a 
better  organization  than  we  had  at  present. 
There  were  practical  inconveniencies  which 
he  had  experienced  in  his  dealings  with 
the  Government  administration  with  respect 
to  the  cattle  plague.  On  the  subject  of 
the  cattle  plague  he  had  a  good  deal  of 
experience,  becauso  he  represented  the 
greatest  winter-grazing  county  in  England  ; 
he  had  the  honour  of  being  a  Cattle  Plague 
Commissioner,  and  the  misfortune  to  be  a 
farmer  whoso  herds  had  been  ravoged  by 
the  disease.  In  his  dealings  with  Govern- 
ment on  this  subject  he  had  found  that  if 
he  wanted  to  know  anything  about  fairs 
and  markets  he  must  go  to  the  Home  De- 
partment ;  if  about  importations  he  must 
go  to  the  Privy  Council ;  while  on  the  sub- 
ject of  statistics  and  cattle  transit  it  was 
the  Board  of  Trade  that  must  be  applied 
to.  So  much  inconvenience,  however,  had 
been  found  to  arise  from  this  distribution 
of  duties,  that  the  Government  of  the  day 
had  thought  proper  to  huddle  them  up  to- 
gether and  to  institute  a  body  over  which 
a  colonel  of  Engineers  and  afterwards  a 
philosophical  doctor  were  appointed  to  pre- 
side. The  result  was  that  the  only  persons 
satisfied  were  the  butchers  of  London,  who 
were  not  very  desirous  of  giving  their  eus- 
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purpose  ;  immediately  something  new  had 
to  be  done  a  new  department  had  to  be 
constituted  ;  the  present  system  had  no 
elasticity,  it  was  based  on  no  settled  prin- 
ciple, all  was  chaotic,  and  any  one  who 
contributed  anything  towards  reducing  this 
chaos  to  order  deserved  the  thanks  of  the 
community. 

Mr.  M'LAGAN  deplored  the  absence 
of  a  department  which  could  utilize  by 
bringing  into  a  focus  the  experience  gained 
by  the  various  agricultural  societies  scat- 
tered throughout  the  kingdom.  Great 
efforts  bad  been  made  by  some  societies  to 
extend  a  knowledge  of  veterinary  science, 
particularly  in  Scotland,  where  ineffectual 
attempts  bad  been  made  to  gain  a  charter 
for  improving;  the  means  of  veterinary 
education.  Unless  Returns  were  brought 
together  they  were  comparatiTcly  valueless, 
and  a  central  office  would  discharge  a 
useful  task  if  they  collected  and  published 
in  an  accessible  form  the  agricultural  Re- 
ports annually  received  from  our  Consuls 
and  Colonial  Governors  which  were  now 
scattered  through  the  blue  books.  In 
the  United  States  there  was  a  Commis- 
sioner of  Agriculture,  who  corresponded 
with  the  agricultural  societies,  collected 
information  at  home,  and  despatched  agents 
to  procure  information  abroad,  as  well  as 
to  bring  home  the  seeds  of  new  plants, 
which  were  given  to  farmers  to  experiment 
with.  He  likewise  superintended  entomo- 
logy and  other  departments  of  science,  as 
also  the  industrial  arts  ;  and  two  years  ago 
the  subject  of  his  iuvestigations  was  the 
question  of  a  substitute  for  cotton.  An 
officer  of  this  kind  would,  he  thought,  be 
useful  in  this  country,  and  one  subject 
which  would  come  under  his  cognisance 
would  be  the  adulteration  of  food,  which 
was  carried  on  to  so  enormous  an  extent. 
The  Society  of  Arts  was  now  conducting 
an  inquiry  into  the  various  kinds  of  food 
and  their  qualities,  aud  into  the  sources 
necessary  for  the  supply  of  the  English 
people.  Now  such  an  investigation  would 
be  more  properly  undertaken  by  a  Govern- 
ment Department.  Agricultural  statistics, 
agricultural  education,  the  produce  of  lands 
and  rivers,  enclosures,  food,  and  the  cattle 
plague  might  all  be  included  in  the  pro- 
posed Department.  While,  however,  pre- 
pared to  vote  for  the  hon.  Member's  (Mr. 
Acland's)  Motion,  he  thought  it  might  be 
better  at  this  period  of  the  Session  to 
obtain  the  appointment  of  a  Commission. 

Mb.  CARNEGIE  said,  he  thought  tho 
administrative  confusion  manifested  in  tho 
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case  of  the  cattle  plague  was  an  argument 
in  favour  of  his  bon.  Friend's  proposition. 
Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  listened 
with  anxiety  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Devon,  and  referring  to 
the  subject  of  local  taxation  the  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  a  Minister  of  Agricul- 
ture ought  to  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
matter  of  local  taxation.  Some  improve- 
ments might,  no  doubt,  be  made  in  other 
matters  connected  with  agricultural  Re- 
turns, &c. ;  but  the  subject  could  be  very 
well  dealt  with  by  tho  Board  of  Trade. 
He  did  not  undervalue  what  had  been  said 
by  the  various  speakers  with  reference  to 
the  cattle  plague  and  its  ravages  in  this 
country  ;  but  the  insular  position  of  this 
country  afforded  great  facilities  for  pre- 
ventive measures  by  the  proper  regulation 
of  our  ports  with  reference  to  the  provision 
of  proper  quarantine  sheds  and  layers  for 
the  cattle  under  directions  from  the  Board 
of  Trade,  as  a  primary  means  of  guard- 
ing against  the  introduction  of  the  disease; 
but  strange  to  say,  objections  had  been 
raised  to  it  in  the  Committee  now  sitting 
on  the  subject.  The  Royal  Veterinary 
College  had  sent  its  professors  in  each  of 
the  two  years,  previous  to  the  inroad  of  the 
cattle  plague,  to  places  on  the  Continent, 
to  watch  its  progress,  and  had  warned  the 
Government  and  the  public  of  its  ap- 
proach and  of  its  incurable  character.  But 
the  knowledge  of  the  veterinary  surgeons 
of  this  country  had  been  disparaged.  He 
could  state  from  his  own  knowledge  that 
the  veterinary  profession  warned  the 
country  two  years  before  any  steps  were 
taken  to  guard  against  the  disease.  lie 
was  connected  with  the  Royal  Veterinary 
College,  and  he  know  that  the  professors 
were  sent  for  two  years  to  watch  the  pro- 
gress of  the  disease  abroad,  and  tlirough 
the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  repeated 
warnings  were  given  to  guard  against  the 
disease,  and  yet  for  three  months  after  the 
advent  of  the  disease,  because  thej  could 
not  cure  an  incurable  malady  which  ought 
to  have  been  barred  out  by  the  Govern- 
ment, they  were  spoken  of  in  disparaging 
terms.  In  answer  to  what  had  been  said 
as  to  Scotland's  needing  a  charter  for 
the  veterinary  profession,  he  replied  that 
Scotland  had  a  charter  which  was  ob- 
tained through  the  instrumentality  of  the 
Highland  Society,  and  the  only  real 
grievance  was  that  an  attempt  was  made 
to  get  rid  of  that  charter,  and  that  a 
separate  charter  was  refused  bj  the  Board 
of  Trade.      The  veterinary  knowledge  of 
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selves,  for  until  that  was  the  case  hon. 
Members  would  be  compelled  by' their  con* 
fitituents  to  vote  in  support  of  the  system 
of  local  management,  for  which  there  had 
always  been  displayed  so  strong  a  predilec- 
tion. He  quite  admitted  the  importance 
of  the  considerations  upon  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Devon  had  dwelt;  but 
the  hon.  Member  would  not,  he  trusted, 
press  his  Motion  to  a  division,  a  course 
which,  in  his  opinion,  would  not  tend  to 
secure  the  results  at  which  his  hon.  Friend 
was  aiming. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

FAIES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dillwtn,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Fairs  in  England  and  Wales,  or- 
dered to  be  brought   in   by   Mr.  DiLLwrir,  Mr. 
HuasiT  ViviAir,  and  Mr.  DEioiAir. 
Bin  presenUd,  Siud  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  126.] 


WEST   INDIES   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Addeslbt,  Bill  to  relieve  the 
Ck>nsoIidated  Fund  from  the  Charge  of  the  Salaries 
of  future  Bishops,  Archdeacons,  Ministers,  and 
other  persons  in  the  West  Indies,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Addbrlbt  and  Mr.  Sclateb- 
Booth. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  124.] 

QUEEN   ANNE*S  BOUNTY   BOARD. 

Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  inquire  into 
the  management  and  constitution  of  Queen  Anne's 
Bounty  Board.*' — (3fr.  Bouverie.) 

And,  on  May  28,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Bouverie,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bemtinck, 
Mr.  Howes, Lord  Charles  Bruce,  Mr.  Newdeoate, 
Mr.  Beresvord  Hope,  Mr.  Akrotd,  Mr.  John 
Peel,  Mr.  Monk,  Mr.  Howard,  Mr.  Pease,  Mr. 
Powell,  Mr.  Schrsiber,  Mr.  Grbville-Nuoemt, 
and  Mr.  Feilden  : — Power  to  send  for  persons, 
papers,  and  records ;  Five  to  be  the  quorum. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  May  20,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— PoBuc  Bills -Orefered— Voters 
in  Disfranchised  Boroughs  *  ;  Probate  of  Wills, 
&o.  (Ireland).* 

Pint  Reading — Voters  in  Disfranchised  Bo- 
roughs •  [128]  ;  Probate  of  Wills,  «fec.  (Ire- 
land)* [129]. 

Second  Reading — Entail  Amendment  (Scotland)* 
[86] :  Railways  (Guards'  and  Passengers'  Com- 
munication) *  [66]. 

Committee — Libel  [3] — r.p.;  Mines  Assessment* 
[11];  PartiUon*  [107];  Consolidated  Fund 
(£i7,000,000).* 

Mr.  Oathome  Hardy 


i2</9or^— Mines  Assessment*  [11-1 27] ;  Partition  * 
[107];  Consolidated  Fund  *  (£17,000,000.) 

Considered  as  amended — City  of  London  Gas* 
[116]. 

Third  Reading — Count/  Courts  (Admiralty  Juris- 
diction) *  [94],  and  passed. 

LIBEL  BILL— [Bill  8.] 
(^tV  Colman  0*Loghlen,  Mr,  Bainu.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN.  in  moving 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,*' 
expressed  a  hope  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (llr. 
Newdegate)  would  not  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  notice,  *'  That 
(his  House  will,  upon  this  daj  six  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee.** 
Last  Session  the  Bill,  after  very  ample  dis- 
cussion, passed  that  House  by  a  majority 
of  70  or  80,  and  this  Session,  on  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading,  it  was 
again  discussed  at  some  length.  Every 
objection  that  had  been  made  could  be  dis- 
cussed on  going  through  the  clauses  in 
Committee.  As  the  Bill  was  in  no  way 
connected  with  religion,  it  was  not  one  in 
respect  of  which  he  should  have  supposed 
his  hon.  Friend  would  take  so  extraordinary 
a  step  as  that  of  opposing  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee.  It  was  true  that 
last  November  some  parties  issued  a  cir- 
cular in  which  it  was  stated  thai  the 
measure  was  a  bribe  to  the  Press  to  advo- 
cate Popery  ;  but  he  could  assure  his  hon. 
Friend  that  the  Bill  had  not  emanated 
from  the  Jesuits,  nor  been  submitted  to  the 
Propaganda. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (fi'iV  Colman  O'Loghlen.) 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  observed,  that  the 
thin  state  of  the  House  would  in  itself  be 
a  justification  for  the  Amendment  which 
he  intended  to  move.  With  respect  to 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Clare  (Sir  Colman 
0*Loghlen),  he  had  only  to  obserTe  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  himself  bad 
introduced  the  opinions  of  the  Papacy 
against  ffee  discussion,  and  that  he  mast 
leave  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  the 
responsibility  of  having  cited  those  opinions. 
He  opposed  the  Bill  because  its  principle 
was  a  reversal  of  the  principle  of  Lord 
Campbell's  Act.  In  his  early  years  that 
eminent  lawyer  was  engaged  in  reporting 
in  both  Houses  of  Parliament ;  eo  that  hit 
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the  public  advantage.  Because  a  thing 
was  true  it  did  uot  follow  that  it  ought  to 
be  multiplied  by  millions  of  copies  and 
spread  all  over  the  country.  That  de- 
pended upon  whether  the  propagation  of 
that  truth  was  calculated  to  do  good  or  evil. 
Could  it  bo  for  the  interest  of  any  person 
or  class  that  all  the  slanders  and  spite  of 
every  petty  local  meeting  should  be  ac- 
curately published  ?  Suppose  a  gas  meet- 
ing in  some  provincial  town,  the  speakers 
at  which  departed  from  its  object  into 
personal  disputes  and  slanderous  alterca- 
tion— would  anyone  say  that  it  was  for  the 
public  advantoge  that  these  slanders  should 
be  printed  in  newspapers,  and  dispersed 
over  the  whole  country  ?  Nothing  but 
mischief  could  follow.  Such  a  report  in- 
deed was  not  true  in  the  proper  sens^of 
the  word;  and  the  newspaper  containing  it 
only  became  a  vehicle  for  the  dissemination 
of  libels  that  would  otherwise  have  been 
strangled  in  the  moment  of  their  birth. 
Newspapers,  it  should  be  remembered,  were 
published  in  the  way  of  trade,  and  for 
purposes  of  profit,  and  had  no  care  about 
the  propagation  of  truth.  At  present  there 
was  sufficient  security  for  the  fidelity  of 
reports  in  the  mere  circumstance  that  in 
order  to  maintain  the  reputation  of  a  news- 
paper such  fidelity  must  be  a  conspicuous 
feature.  The  supporters  of  the  Bill  asked 
why  the  editor  should  be  liable;  the  answer 
was  that  he  was  the  person  who  did  the 
real  mischief.  People  in  the  country  were 
not  so  dexterous  as  hon.  Members  in  that 
House  in  the  selection  and  application  of 
epithets  and  in  running  close  by  the  edge 
of  slander,  without  passing  over  it.  A  man 
under  the  influence  of  momentary  passion 
or  of  liquor  made  an  angry  speech  at  an 
acrimonious  public  meeting ;  the  mischief 
done  by  his  slander  was  aggravated  an 
hundred,  nay,  a  thousand,  times  by  its 
publication.  Only  imagine  the  pain  ^in- 
flicted by  the  dissemination  of  the  slander 
in  hundreds  or  thousands  of  copies.  It 
was  said  that  the  publication  was  only 
in  the  ordinary  way  of  business ;  but 
the  ordinary  way  of  business  ought  to  be 
difiPerent.  It  was  the  obvious  duty  of 
a  newspaper  editor  to  look  through  the 
reports  of  such  meetings,  and  to  take  care 
that  nothing  was  published  which  was  cal- 
culated to  inflict  injury  on  individuals.  It 
was  said  that  newspaper  reports  were 
brought  out  in  a  hurry,  and  that  allow- 
ance should  be  made  for  that  circumstance. 
But  journalism  was  as  much  a  trade  as  any 
other  calling  in  life,  and  those  who  followed 
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it  ought  to  be  as  much  respoDsible  for  what 
they  did  in  the  way  of  their  calling  as  the 
chemist  or  druggist  for  what  he  sold  in  the 
way  of  his  business.  The  argument  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Roebuck),  was  that  the  person  aggrieved 
would  have  a  remedy  against  the  origiosl 
utterer  of  the  slander.  Now  on  this  he  had 
to  observe,  that  this  was  the  first  time  that  an 
attempt  was  made  to  punish  A  B  for  a  crime 
he  did  not  commit,  and  to  make  C  D  irre- 
sponsible for  a  crime  which  he  did  commit. 
The  original  utterer  was  liable  already,  but 
not  for  libel.  Such  a  man  might  speak 
from  misapprehension  ;  he  might  bo  con- 
vinced of  his  mistake  a  few  days  after  he  had 
made  his  speech ;  might  offer  an  apology 
and  have  it  accepted;  and  yet,  in  the  course 
of  the  following  week,  several  thousand 
copies  of  tlio  libel  might  be  circulated  over 
the  kingdom  in  the  columns  of  a  news- 
paper. At  the  present  day  the  Press  was 
80  admirably  conducted  that  ho  should  be 
sorry  to  see  any  measure  passed  which 
would  tend  to  make  its  managers  less  care- 
ful in  excluding  libellous  matter.  On  these 
grounds  he  should  certainly  support  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Meui- 
ber  for  North  Warwickshire. 

Mh.  NEATE  said,  he  thought  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  had  done  quite  right  in  taking 
issue  before  going  into  Committee,  especi- 
ally as  the  Bill  was  a  very  short  one,  and 
as  an  attempt  was  about  to  be  made  to 
strike  out  the  3rd  clause,  and  thereby  to 
deprive  aggrieved  persons  of  the  remedy 
which  the  Bill,  taken  as  a  whole,  would 
give  them.  That  remedy,  however,  was 
quite  insufficient.  For  instance,  it  was  no 
uncommon  thing,  in  railway  meetings,  for 
some  ignorant  person  to  charge  Members 
of  that  House  with  having  a  corrupt  in- 
terest in  railway  legislation  ;  and  though 
it  might  be  published  in  all  the  newspapers, 
yet  according  to  this  Bill  there  would  be  no 
remedy  except  against  the  utterer  of  the 
slander,  who,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  had  said,  might  be  a 
mere  man  of  straw.  Newspaper  editors 
usuallj  exercised  their  discretion  very  judi- 
ciously in  eliminating  objectionable  remarks 
mado  at  public  meetings,  and  as  an  in- 
stance be  might  mention  that  the  reports 
of  a  recent  meeting,  where  very  strong  iu- 
temperate  language  was  used  respecting 
the  conduct  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
contained  no  allusion  to  that  language. 
He  was  willing  to  admit  that  whatever  the 
state  of  the  law  was  the  present  race  of 
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those  against  it,  he  should  yote  for  going 
into  Committee. 

Mr.  J.  GOLDSMID  sniil,  he  was  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  as  an  extension  of  the 
Act  of  1843.  He  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Marylcbone  (Mr.  T.  Chambers)  had 
absurdly  exaggerated  what  he  considered 
the  dangers  likely  to  flow  from  this  Bill. 
It  wiis  not  at  all  likely  that  any  respect- 
able paper,  with  a  large  circulation,  would 
trouble  itself  to  insert  slanderous  or  scur- 
rilous matter  spoken  by  some  worthless 
person  at  a  small  local  meeting.  The 
Committee  who  had  inquired  into  the  sub- 
ject wore  of  opinion  that,  when  defamatory 
language  uttered  at  a  meeting  was  after- 
wards published  in  the  ordinary  way  in  the 
newspaper,  the  action  should  not  lie  against 
the  proprietor  of  such  paper,  but  against 
the  person  who  deliberately  uttered  the 
language  alleged  to  be  libellous. 

Mr.  SVII alley  said,  he  must  oppose 
the  Bill.  lie  could  not  help  apprehending 
that  things  might  occur  such  as  were  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member  for  Marylebone 
(Mr.  T.  Chambers).  He  had  known  things 
caid  about  himself,  conveying  the  most 
offensive  imputations  about  the  motives  of 
his  public  conduct  and  proceedings,  which 
were  actually  printed  and  disseminated  in 
newspapers  by  hundreds  and  thousands 
over  the  country.  The  mischief  that  was 
done  by  a  report  of  slanderous  statements 
could  not  be  measured  by  the  circulation 
of  the  small  country  paper  in  which  it 
might  originally  appear  ;  because  that  re- 
port might  be  copied  into  other  journals 
and  circulated  all  over  the  world.  Some 
severe  remarks  had  been  made  in  a  country 
paper  upon  his  conduct  as  Chairm.in  of  a 
liailway  Company  ;  and  though  the  pro- 
prietor  was  afterwards  compelled  to  con- 
fess in  a  Court  of  Law  that  those  remarks 
were  false  and  malicious,  yet  they  were 
copied  into  all  the  journals  that  were  op< 
posed  to  his  (Mr.  Whalley's)  public  con- 
duct ;  and  copies  of  those  journals  were 
forwarded  to  his  constituents.  The  real 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  convert  slander 
into  libel;  and  he  submitted  no  case  had 
been  made  out  for  such  a  change.  He 
called  upon  the  House  not  to  commit  itself 
to  a  measure  which  might  seriously  com- 
promise the  public  interests.  The  proper 
course  would  be,  if  a  change  in  the  law 
were  to  be  made,  for  the  Government  to 
take  up  the  question  and  deal  justly  in  the 
matter,  in  a  largo  spirit — not  prompted 
merely  by  the  consideration  of  cases  of 
individual  grievances.     For  his  own  part 
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he  considered  that  the  change  was  not 
required,  and  that  there  could  be  very 
little  doubt  that  the  Jesuits  were  at  the 
bottom  of  the  matter.  The  Protestant 
associations  of  this  country — no  mattc( 
what  might  be  the  contempt  with  which 
they  were  regarded  by  this  House — were 
likely  yet  to  influence  the  public  opi- 
nion of  this  country  considerably,  and  it 
was  the  object  of  the  Jesuits  to  put  them 
down  ;  and,  as  a  flrst  step  to  that,  to  fetter 
the  newspapers  which  went  against  Jesuit- 
ism, by  converting  slander  into  libel.  lie 
had  declared.  Session  after  Session,  for 
five  years — in  season  and  out  of  season — 
what  would  happen.  They  were  not  nt 
the  end,  but  at  the  beginning  of  their  dif- 
ficulties— brought  about,  to  a  great  extent, 
by  the  perseverance  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Clare  (Sir  Coloian 
O'Loghlen),  who  was  undoubtedly  inspired 
by  the  Jesuits. 

Mr.  Serjeant  ARMSTRONG  said, 
there  was  no  novelty  of  principle  in  the 
Bill,  while  the  state  ond  progress  of  pub- 
lic society  rendered  it  a  necessity.  Ho 
thought  that  the  3rd  clause  of  the  Bill 
was  a  necessary  corollary  to  the  1st  and 
2nd;  because,  if  it  was  just  to  afford 
protection  to  the  newspaper  proprietor,  it 
would  be  unfair  to  give  the  maligned  party 
no  redress  against  the  author  of  the  slao- 
der.  Ho  believed  the  Bill  would  really 
prevent  slander. 

Mr.  COLERIDGE  said,  he  coincided  in 
the  objections  which  had  been  taken  to 
the  Bill  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Nortb 
Warwickshire,  and  should  vote  with  him  in 
case  lie  divided  the  House,  though  not 
from  the  fear  of  any  combination  of  Jesuits 
or  other  persons.  He  did  not  agree  with 
the  assertion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Slifru 
(Mr.  Serjeant  Armstrong)  that  the  Bill 
made  no  important  change  in  the  law,  for 
it  really  made  a  most  important  one  in  the 
wrong  direction.  The  strongest  argument 
against  it  was  that  it  required  the  intro- 
duction of  the  3rd  clause  to  make  it  palat- 
able, and  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral was  that  unless  the  3rd  clause  was 
retained  the  Bill  would  prove  most  mis- 
chievous. Already  public  comments  upon 
the  public  acts  of  public  men  were  pri- 
vileged. It  was  only  when  private  cha- 
racter was  attacked  that  the  law  was 
stringent,  and  it  was  right  that  in  such 
cases  there  should  be  some  restriction  on 
publication.  Why  should  a  private,  harm- 
less man  be  dragged  out  of  his  privacy  by 
the  publication  of  a  slander  in  a  news- 
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paper?  Why  should  he  be  put  to  the 
annoyance  and  expense  of  defending  his 
character  ?  Why  should  he  be  put  to  the 
trouble  of  writing  a  long  Jetter  to  a  paper 
to  refute  that  which  would  not  be  worth 
the  trouble  of  refutation  but  for  the  im- 
portance gi?en  to  it  by  its  appearance  iik 
print.  At  present  protection  waa  given 
against  the  publication  of  defamatory  mat- 
ter, and  he  did  not  see  why  the  publica- 
tion of  personal  slanders  uttered  at  guoW- 
public  or  semi-private  meetings  should 
have  any  peculiar  and  exceptional  privilege 
thrown  around  them.  Under  the  3rd 
clause,  if  the  newspaper  proprietor  refused 
to  insert  a  retractation  of  alleged  defama- 
tory matter,  the  person  oggrieved  might 
bring  an  action  against  the  speaker  as  if  he 
had  written  what  the  newspaper  reported. 
He  thought  this  a  very  ineffective  kind  of 
remedy.  The  remedy  against  the  utterer 
of  a  slander  was  more  difficult  than  against 
a  newspaper,  for  there  was  more  difficulty 
in  proving  spoken  than  in  proving  written 
words.  The  Bill  would  give  the  remedy 
against  the  wrong  person,  for  the  great 
mischief  was  caused  by  the  publication. 
The  newspaper,  and  not  the  obscure  slan- 
derer, ought  to  be  held  responsible.  His 
bon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  had  said  that  truth 
in  reporting  was  the  great  object.  Now, 
although  truth  was  a  most  desirable  thing, 
accuracy  was  not  so  very  desirable  if  the 
matter  stated  was  not  true. 

Thr  attorney  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warbrn)  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  would  persevere  in  his 
opposition  to  the  Bill,  which  would  be  mis- 
chievous and  dangerous  in  its  results,  and 
was  not  called  for  by  the  present  state  of 
the  law.  He  thought  the  House  ought  to 
hesitate  long  before  introducing  the  change 
now  proposed.  Its  object  was  to  protect 
a  newspaper  proprietor  from  liability  for 
printing  a  libel,  provided  he  did  not  origi- 
nate the  injury,  and  he  might  therefore 
publish  it  from  printed  matter.  If  news- 
paper proprietors  were  thus  protected  in 
the  publication  of  second-hand  libels  there 
would  be  no  limit  to  them.  The  defence 
had  been  already  set  up  in  Ireland,  but 
without  success;  and,  indeed,  if  such  a 
defence  were  admissible,  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  re-produce  in  this  country  slander 
or  treason  spoken  at  a  legally  convened 
meeting  in  New  York  and  reported  in  the 
American  papers.  He  believed  that  news- 
papers had  all  the  protection  that  was 


necessary,  so  long  as  sufficient  care  was 
exercised  in  their  management. 

VisoouNT  AMBERLEY  said,  the  main 
question  wos — who  was  the  guilty  party  ; 
the  speaker  who  uttered  the  libel,  or  the 
newspaper  which  published  it?  He  con- 
tended it  was  perfectly  plain  that  the 
speaker  was  the  guilty  party.  He  quite 
agreed  that  it  was  not  desirable  to  report 
every  word  spoken  at  every  little  village 
meeting  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  there  was 
nothing  to  prevent  the  newspaper  editor 
exercising  proper  discretion.  There  were 
discussions  of  great  public  importance 
which  it  was  well  to  have  fairly  and  fully 
reported,  and  this  was  especially  tho  case 
with  respect  to  the  proceedings  of  great 
public  companies.  In  his  opinion  the  most 
dangerous  calumny  was  not  a  statement  in 
the  public  Press  which  might  be  publicly 
contradicted,  but  a  private  slander  repeated 
from  mouth  to  mouth.  For  his  own  part, 
if  a  charge  were  made  against  him  at  a 
public  meeting  ho  should  prefer  the  exact 
words  of  the  speaker  to  be  given  in  the 
report.  He  hoped  the  3rd  clause  would 
not  be  omitted,  for  if  it  were  it  would  be 
impossible  to  bring  on  action  against  either 
the  newspaper  proprietor  or  the  speaker  in 
the  event  of  the  report  being  accurate. 
The  feeling  of  the  mojority  of  the  Members 
of  the  Select  Committee  to  whom  this  Bill 
was  referred  was  that  it  was  just  and  right 
to  transfer  the  responsibility  from  the 
newspaper  to  the  person  who  uttered  tho 
libel. 

Mr.  LAWSON,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Select  Committee  to  whom  this  Bill  was 
referred,  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
subject.  He  conceived  it  to  be  the  interest 
of  the  public  to  know  what  took  place  at 
public  meetings,  and  this  Bill  was  merely 
an  extension  to  other  cases  of  a  well-known 
principle  already  acknowledged  in  the  law, 
and  that  was,  that  if  a  newspaper  gave  a 
bond  Jide,  truthful  report  of  what  took 
place  in  a  Court  of  Justice  it  was  protected 
from  any  action.  And  why  ?  Because  it 
was  the  interest  of  the  public  to  know  what 
took  place  in  Courts  of  Justice,  and  because 
the  fact  that  a  person  was  merely  commu- 
nicating to  the  public  what  had  really  taken 
place  removed  the  impression  that  he  was 
actuated  by  malice  or  any  other  motive 
that  would  render  him  liable  to  an  action. 
It  was  often  equally  tho  interest  of  tho 
public  to  know  what  occurred  at  a  meet- 
ing of  shareholders  of  a  public  company. 
Should  not  the  shareholders  know  what  was 
said  at  meetings  of  their  company  about 
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the  doings  of  their  Directors  ?  The  At* 
tornej  General  for  Ireland  spoke  of  the 
case  of  a  Fenian  meeting  in  Neir  York. 
He  (Mr.  Lawson)  contended  that  it  woald 
he  to  the  interest  of  the  public  that  the 
proceedings  of  the  meeting  should  be  made 
known.  The  substance  of  the  matter  was 
this — were  they  to  protect  the  public  Press 
in  the  bond  fide  discharge  of  a  difficult  and 
arduous  duty,  in  which  their  interest  con- 
curred with  that  of  the  public,  or  were 
they  to  leave  the  newspapers  subject  to 
frivolous  and  vozatious  actions  which  were 
often  instituted  for  the  sake  of  costs  ? 
This  was  the  real  point  of  the  case.  It 
was  not  the  duty  of  a  reporter  to  expur- 
gate from  the  proceedings  of  a  public 
meeting  matter  of  a  libellous  nature,  but 
to  gife  an  accurate  account  of  what  oc- 
curred. Was  the  reporter  or  editor  to 
constitute  himself  the  judge  of  what  the 
speaker  ought  to  have  said  ? 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  he  did  not  desire 
to  restrain  the  liberty  of  the  Press  in  any 
way  ;  but  he  thought  that  newspaper  pro- 
prietors were  sufficiently  protected  at  pre- 
sent, and  that  Parliament  should  pause 
before  it  did  anything  which  would  be  an 
encouragement  to  penniless  persons  to  pub- 
lish slanders  upon  private  character.  That 
would  be  the  effect,  he  feared,  of  this  Bill 
should  it  become  law.  He  did  not  think 
it  right  that  parties  should  be  put  to  the 
expense  and  trouble  of  repudiating  charges 
which  might  be  altogether  unfounded.  If 
slanders  were  uttered,  he  trusted  Parlia- 
ment would  not  give  facilities  for  promul- 
gating them.  Qenerally  speaking,  the 
English  Press  was  an  honour  to  the  coun- 
try ;  but  there  were  badly-conducted  jour- 
nals whose  interest  it  might  be  to  publish 
calumnies. 

AIr.  BUXTON  said,  that  law  should  be 
founded  on  justice  ;  and,  in  the  present 
instance,  justice  demanded  that  the  man 
who  uttered  a  libel,  being  the  really  guilty 
party,  should  alone  be  made  responsible. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  the 
question  was  not  a  party  question,  nor  was 
this  a  Government  Bill.  He  confessed  that 
he  was  disinclined  to  the  Bill,  which  he 
thought  would  be  a  protection  for  the  care- 
less and  ill-conducted  newspaper,  and  was 
not  wanted  by  the  well-conducted  Press  of 
the  country.  It  was  said  that  the  guilty 
person  was  he  who  uttered  the  slander; 
but  the  question  was,  whether  the  mis- 
chievous person  was  not  he  who  gave  it 
publicity  ?  Slander  when  uttered  at  a 
small  meeting,  in  a  small  place,  might  be 
of  no  great  importance ;  but  w hen  oircu- 
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lated  throughout  the  country  it  might  have 
a  most  injurious  effect.  He  agreed  with 
the  Attorney  General  that  if  the  Ist  clause 
of  the  Bill  were  passed  the  Bill  would  be  a 
most  mischievous  one  if  the  3rd  clause  were 
not  passed  also.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  accepted  the  Bill  solely  on  the  sup- 
position that  the  3rd  clause  would  be  passed 
if  the  Bill  were  passed  ;  but,  for  his  own 
part,  he  must  say  that  not  even  the  3rd 
clause  could  reconcile  him  to  the  Bill. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  denied 
that  this  was  a  Bill  introduced  in  the  in- 
terests of  (he  ill-conducted  journals.  A 
hundred  petitions  had  been  presented  from 
newspapers  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  together 
with  a  petition  from  the  Provincial  News^ 
paper  Press  Association,  which  included 
the  proprietors  of  200  newspapers  ;  and 
it  would  hardly  be  said  that  all  these  were 
*'  ill-conducted.*'  The  organs  of  all  shades 
of  opinion  were  in  favour  of  the  measure  ; 
and  he  reminded  the  House  of  the  great 
expenses  to  which  newspapers  were  put  by 
actions  of  this  class,  though  juries  might 
return  verdicts  against  them  for  merely 
nominal  damages.  The  privilege  which 
newspapers  now  enjoyed  in  publishing  the 
proceedings  of  Courts  of  Justice  was  mere 
Judge-made  law  ;  and  it  was  actually 
doubtful  at  this  moment  whether  the  same 
privilege  attached  to  the  publication  of  the 
proceedings  of  Parliament.  In  the  case 
of  ••  Wason  v.  The  Times  "  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  had  decided  that  there  was  such  a 
privilege ;  but  the  question  was  still  sub 
judice.  This  was  not  a  state  of  the  law 
which  ought  to  be  preserved,  and  it  should 
be  decided  by  statute  how  far  the  Press 
had  a  right  to  go  in  reporting  proceedings 
of  Parliament  or  of  public  meetings. 

Question  put,  '*That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  108  ;  Noes 
38:  Majority  70. 

Main  Question,  '*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,*'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (No  Proprietor  of  Newspaper 
shall  be  liable  to  an  Action  or  Prosecution 
for  a  faithful  Report  of  the  Proceedings  at 
a  Public  Meeting,  and  Proof  that  it  was 
such  shall  amount  to  a  Defence). 

Mr.  SANDFORD  moved,  instead  of 
the  word  ''proceedings,"  to  substitute 
"speeches."  Persons  who  were  in  the 
body  of  the  meeting  might  get  ap  and  utter 
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were  now  re-discHSsing  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  He  protested  against  arguments, 
which  had  been  answered  over  and  over 
again,  being  dug  up  in  that  way.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  had  been  settled  by  a 
large  majority,  and  they  had  now  only  to 
deal  with  the  clauses. 

VisoouKT  AMBERLEY  said,  it  was  an 
error  to  suppose  that  there  would  be  no 
responsibility  left  if  this  Bill  passed.  Dis- 
cretion would  still  have  to  be  exercised, 
but  by  the  speaker  instead  of  by  the  edi- 
tors of  newspapers.  Surely,  it  was  better 
that  that  discretion  should  be  thrown  on 
the  speaker,  and  ^that  a  slander  should 
never  be  uttered  than  that  it  should  be 
uttered  but  never  published. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  held  that  both  the 
man  who  uttered,  and  the  man  who  pub- 
lishedi  should  be  liable.  It  was  not  right 
that  the  person  who  did  most  mischief 
should  escape  scot  free. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  in  that  case  the  hon.  Gentleman  ought 
not  to  have  voted  for  going  into  Commit- 
tee. The  words  in  the  clause,  **  bond  fide, 
without  actual  Malice,  and  in  the  ordinary 
Course  of  Business,"  would,  in  his  opinion, 
be  sufficient  to  meet  the  justice  of  the  case 
without  the  proposed  addition,  and  would 
not  afford  a  justification  for  publications  of 
every  description.  If  the  editor  of  a  news- 
paper published  scurrilous  matter  against 
any  individual,  a  jury  would  know  how  to 
deal  with  him.  The  bond  fides  of  the 
publication  would  still  be  matter  for  the 
jury. 

Mr.  WIIALLEY  said,  he  must  again 
protest  against  this  alteration  in  the  law, 
which  had  been  objected  to  by  Lord 
Campbell  and  Lord  Wensleydale.  The 
whole  weight  of  legal  authority  was  against 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  A  speaker,  under 
the  excitement  of  addressing  a  public  as- 
sembly, may  scarcely  know  what  he  says, 
or  mean  what  he  says,  and  the  law  at 
present  takes  cognizance  of  such  a  possi- 
bility ;  but  by  this  Bill  a  speaker  is  to  be 
made  responsible  for  the  circulation  of  his 
statement  throughout  the  world  by  another 
person,  and  thus  the  freedom  of  speech  is 
to  be  restricted.  At  present  if  a  man  said 
anything  indiscreet,  the  law  considered  it 
merely  as  slander,  and  that  he  should  not 
be  held  liable  to  as  severe  punishment  for 
hasty  and  inconsiderate  expressions  uttered 
in  the  excitement  of  the  moment  as  if  he 
had  deliberately  written  the  matter.  It 
was  the  publication  that  did  nearly  all  the 
mischief. 

Mr.  Roihueh 


Mb.  NEATE  wished  to  know,  whether 
the  other  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  agreed 
with  the  Attorney  General  upon  that  point? 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  the 
Attorney  General  rested  his  defence  of  the 
clause  on  the  bond  fide*  of  the  publication. 
Now,  he  wanted  to  know  in  what  that  bond 
fides  consisted.  Was  tho  editor  of  a  news- 
paper to  be  held  free  from  malice  if  he 
published  a  report  believing  that  it  was 
full  and  correct,  or  was  it  to  be  understood 
that  he  was  still  bound  to  exercise  that 
discretion  which  tho  Amendment  was  in- 
tended to  secure — a  discretion  as  to  the 
truth,  the  moral  tendency,  the  political 
admissibility  of  the  words  spoken  ?  Tho 
words  of  tho  clause  bond  fide  admitted  of 
such  a  latitude  of  interpretation  that  no 
one  could  define  their  precise  intention, 
and  yet  it  was  to  rest  upon  the  interpreta- 
tion of  these  wide  words  whether  the  speech 
was  spoken,  and  the  report  published 
without  malice,  which  words  followed,  and 
were  governed  by  the  words  bond  fide.  In 
one  newspaper  you  might  see  a  report  ex- 
tending over  a  column,  while  in  another 
and  cheap  paper  that  report  might  be 
given  in  a  paragraph.  Were  both  of  these 
to  be  considered  fair  reports  ?  The  trutb 
was,  that  this  3rd  clause  was  an  apology 
for  the  unwarrantable  character  of  the  two 
first  clauses  of  the  Bill  ;  for  the  injustice 
and  the  harshness  of  the  principle  of  those 
clauses.  As  he  had  said  before,  the  Bill 
was  a  Bill  for  publishing  slander  and  legal- 
izing apologies. 

Mr.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  that 
tho  argument  of  the  Attorney  General 
only  showed  the  necessity  of  inserting  the 
words  of  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  Serjeant  ARMSTRONG  main- 
tained that  the  Amendment  was  altogether 
unnecessary.  The  words  "  actual  malice'' 
in  tho  clause  had  a  well-known  and  clearlj 
defined  meaning. 

Amendment  negatived* 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (A  Speaker  of  defamatory 
Matter  not  amounting  to  Slander  shall  bo 
liable  in  certain  Cases  to  be  sued  as  if  the 
same  were  printed  or  published}. 

Sir  ROBERT  COLLIER,  while  ap- 
proving the  principle  of  the  Bill,  objected 
to  the  extension  of  liberty  to  newspapers 
at  the  expense  of  spcakera  at  public  meet- 
ings. At  present  a  man  was  not  liable  for 
spoken  words  unless  they  imputed  an  in- 
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diotable  offence,  or  were  attended  with 
actual  damage,  while  written  words,  hold- 
ing up  a  person  to  ridicule  or  contempt, 
were  actionable.  Now,  this  clause  would 
render  actionable  spoken  words  reflecting 
ou  a  person's  character,  which,  if  written, 
would  be  libellous.  lie  was  not  sure  whe- 
ther, but  for  the  privilege  they  enjoyed, 
speeches  of  eminent  Members  of  the  House 
would  not  come  within  the  scope  of  this 
provision.  The  speeches  for  instance  de- 
livered by  tlie  present  Prime  Minister 
against  Sir  Robert  Peel  certainly  had  a 
tendency  to  bring  Sir  Robert  Peel  into 
ridicule  and  contempt.  It  might  apply  in- 
con  venieotly  to  hustings'  speeches — such, 
for  example,  as  that  delivered  on  one  oc- 
casion by  Lord  Palmerston  at  Tiverton, 
in  which  he  cast  such  ridicule  on  a  gen- 
tleman who  had  interrogated  him  as  to 
make  him  a  laughing  stock.  A  certain 
claaa  of  attorneys  would  always  be  ready 
to  promote  actions  where  the  slightest  pre- 
tence existed  for  the  charge  of  holding  up 
a  man  to  ridicule  or  contempt,  and  many 
persons  would  be  inclined  to  bring  such 
actions  on  the  chance  of  recovering  small 
damages.  The  effect  of  the  clause  would 
be  to  curtail  the  liberty  of  free  discussion, 
and  to  exclude  reporters  from  many  meet- 
ings to  which  they  were  now  admitted  to 
the  advantage  of  the  public.  Railway  direc- 
tors were  sometimes  suspected  of  "  cook- 
ing "  accounts,  and  at  present  their  con- 
duct might  be  freely  canvassed  by  the 
shareholders,  but  this  provision  would  place 
a  restraint  on  such  discussion.  It  was  an 
itttcmpt  to  establish  something  interme- 
diate between  slander  and  libel ;  and  it 
would  make  the  character  and  liability  of 
spoken  words  depend  on  the  mere  accident 
of  a  reporter  being  present.  lie  could  not 
help  thinking  that  if  the  clause  were  passed 
reporters  would  be  excluded,  very  much  to 
the  public  injury,  from  many  meetings  to 
which  they  were  at  present  admitted.  lie 
was  aware  that  the  clause  contained  words 
which  would  to  some  extent  limit  its  opera- 
tion ;  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  it  would 
upon  the  whole  unduly  interfere  with  the 
freedom  of  public  discoseion,  and  he  begged 
leave,  therefore,  to  move  that  it  be  struck 
out. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  Bill  had  been  greatly  modified  by 
the  Select  Committee,  and  that  he  now 
supported  it  to  a  certain  extent  because  it 
appeared  to  him  to  be  a  beneficial  mea- 
sore.  He  was  himself  responsible,  in  a 
groat  measure,  for  this  clause,  as  agreed 
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upon  by  the  Committee.  It  was  quite  true 
that  it  altered  the  law  of  slander  to  some 
extent.  He  thought  the  clause  was  a  na« 
toral  consequence  of  the  change  in  the  law 
which  the  two  preceding  clauses  would 
effect.  Those  clauses  would  exempt  tho 
proprietors  of  newspapers  from  any  liability 
on  account  of  fair  reports  of  the  proceed- 
ings at  public  meetings;  but  the  samo  pri- 
vilege ought  not  to  be  extended  to  persons 
who  uttered  defamatory  language  at  meet- 
ings at  which  they  must  have  known  that 
reporters  were  present,  and  who  afterwards 
refused  to  apologize  for  that  language. 
The  clause  would  not  apply  to  privileged 
persons — such  as  railway  shareholders  who, 
at  meetings  of  their  companies,  might  at- 
tack their  directors  who  were  believed  to 
have  ^*  cooked"  their  accounts.  The  object 
of  the  clause  was  to  render  actionable  de- 
famatory words  spoken  at  a  meeting  open 
to  reporters,  to  the  extent  to  which  they 
would  have  been  libellous  had  they  been 
written.  A  person  defamed  at  a  public 
meeting  obviously  ought  to  have  the  right 
either  of  bringing  an  action  so  as  to  clear 
his  character,  or  of  requiring  a  retracta* 
tion. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLBN  said,  ho 
thought  the  clause  was  a  perfectly  fair  one, 
and  that  it  was  rendered  essentially  neces- 
sary by  the  protection  given  to  newspaper 
proprietors  by  the  two  clauses  which  pre- 
ceded. He  contended  that  a  person  who 
went  to  a  public  meeting  and  deliberately 
made  a  statement  was  not  entitled  to  tho 
benefit  of  the  distinction  between  slander 
and  libel.  The  late  Lord  Lyndhurst,  in  a 
speech  delivered  in  the  House  of  Lords  in 
1858,  pointed  out  the  injustice  of  allowing 
a  man  who  made  a  defamatory  speech, 
knowing  that  it  would  be  published,  and 
probably  with  a  view  to  publication,  to  es- 
cape with  impunity,  while  the  reporter, 
who  could  have  no  malicious  motive,  and 
who  perhaps  did  not  know  the  point  on 
which  the  calumny  turned,  was  made  the 
scapegoat.  As  to  frivolous  actions,  a  jury 
had  to  decide  whether  matters  were  libel- 
lous or  not,  and  if  a  man  who  had  been 
ridiculed  in  Punch  or  elsewhere  brought 
an  action  they  would  in  all  probability  de ' 
cide  against  him.  The  clause,  as  settled 
by  the  Attorney  General  and  the  Select 
Committee,  rendered  the  utterer  of  defa- 
matory statements  liable  to  an  action 
unless  ho  published  a  full  apology  and 
retractation,  and  he  did  not  believe  this 
would  infrmge  the  privilege  of  public 
speaking. 
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Mr.  T.  chambers  said,  be  would 
remind  the  Committee  that,  in  the  warmth 
of  debate  or  in  the  excitement  attending 
public  meetings,  persons  often  exceeded  the 
bounds  of  propriety,  and  used  strong  lan- 
guage, which  thcj  would  shrink  from 
committing  to  writing.  The  Ist  and  2nd 
clauses  conferred  exemption  from  liability 
on  persons  who  had  no  claim  to  it ;  while 
this  clause  inflicted  penalties  on  those  who 
did  not  deserve  them.  Generous  and  high- 
spirited  men  were  apt,  in  the  agitation  of 
popular  debate,  to  use  language  from  which 
they  would  revolt  in  calmer  moments  ;  yet 
it  was  proposed  to  let  the  person  escope 
who,  for  his  own  profit,  circulated  the  slan- 
der, and  thereby  did  all  the  mischief.  This 
was  not  the  case  of  robbing  Peter  to  pay 
Paul,  but  of  robbing  Peter  to  make  an 
unnecessary  and  mischievous  present  to 
Paul.  The  measure,  instead  of  protecting 
an  innocent  Press,  would  remove  the  re- 
sponsibility which  made  the  Press  a  bles- 
sing to  the  country  ;  and  it  would  fetter 
freedom  of  speech  by  requiring  the  ob- 
servance of  greater  caution  and  self-con- 
trol than  was  always  possible,  under 
penalty  of  an  action  or  of  a  servile  opo- 
logy,  to  which  not  one  man  in  fifty  would 
stoop.  The  argument  of  Lord  Lyndhurst 
supposed  a  case  which  was  not  likely 
to  occur ;  and  it  was,  therefore,  of  no 
authority  in  the  present  discussion.  He 
was  ready  to  admit  that  if  the  principle  of 
the  Ist  and  2ud  clauses  were  adopted  it 
would  be  necessary  to  qualify  the  conces- 
sion to  newspaper  publishers.  But  there 
was  not  much  in  the  whole  Bill  of  which 
ho  could  approve.  He  should  support  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Sir  Robert  Collier) 
for  the  rejection  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  convert  slander  into  libel,  and 
to  compel  everybody  to  be  as  careful  of 
what  he  spoke  as  of  what  he  wrote. 
That  was  certainly  a  consummation  not 
to  be  wished.  The  whole  tenour  of  Lord 
Lyndhurst' 8  speech  in  1 858  was  contrary 
to  the  change  now  proposed.  The  existing 
distinction  between  words  inadvertently 
spoken  and  statements  deliberately  com- 
mitted to  writing  ought  to  be  retained.  He 
might  illustrate  the  evil  working  of  this 
clause  by  referring  to  the  case  of  the  lecturer 
Murphy.  That  gentleman  was  only  the 
representative  of  a  class  of  men  who  went 
about  the  country,  actuated  by  strong  feel- 
ing, with  the  single  desire  of  making 
known  the  doctrines,  discipline,  laws,  and 
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usages  of  the  Church  of  Rome.     It  was 

impossible   for   these  persona  to  describe 
these  doctrines  and  usages  without  speak- 
ing in  tones  of    contempt    and    ridicule 
of   some  people    who   believed   in    them. 
Should  this  clause  be  adopted  it  would  be 
out  of  the  question  for  these  conscientious 
persons  to  prosecute  labours  which  they 
believed  to  be  useful  and  profitable.     He 
would    ask   whether  anyone  had  pointed 
out  any  real  grievance  in  the  present  law  ? 
Riotous  persons  had  interfered    with  the 
free  discussion  in  which  Mr.  Murphy  was 
engaged.     iCriei  of  ••  Divide  ! *'    •'  Oh  !'' 
and  **  Question  !"]     The  interruptions  to 
which  he  was   subject  was   a  proof  that 
those  matters  could  not  be  fairly  discussed. 
Mr.    KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
said,  he  objected  to  the  clause  because  it 
made  speakers  at  public  meetings  answer- 
able  for    words   which    they    might    not 
have  uttered,  but   which  were   attributed 
to  them  in  reports  which  they  had  had  no 
opportunity   of    correcting.     A   speaker's 
words  uttered  in  haste,  and  upon  the  spur 
of  the  moment,  might  be  twisted  and  dis- 
torted  by   a  reporter,   and    tho    speaker 
might  be  prosecuted  for  an  ofifence  which 
in  reality  he  never  committed.   There  wos, 
therefore,  a  practical  objection  to  the  pro- 
posal.    Only  that  morning  he   had   seen 
words  attributed  to  himself  which  be  had 
not  used  ;  and  if  they  had  been  libelloas 
he  might,  under  this  clause,  be  sought  to 
be  made  liable  for  an  authorized  report. 
He  objected,  moreover,   to  the   provision 
requiring  an  apology   to  be  published  ia 
any  paper  selected  by  the  person  who  felt 
himself  aggrieved — a  provision  which  might 
be   used    for   purposes  of  offence  ;   some 
papers  regarding  certain  individuals  with 
known  aversion,  and  other  papers  having 
no  other  object  than  to  obtain  notice,  and 
thus  increase  their  circulation    by   these 
means.     It  would  be  impossible  to  treat 
such  papers   with  contempt,  if  their  un- 
authorized reports  were  thus  to  be  mads 
the  foundation  for   proceedings  against  a 
speaker.    The  clause  would  fetter  the  free- 
dom of  discussion  throughout  the  country, 
and    would,    in    his    opinion,    complicate 
rather    than    simplify    matters;    and    he 
would,    accordingly,    give    it   bis   utmost 
opposition. 

Mr.  ESMONDE  said,  he  also  objected 
to  the  clause.  Two  persons  belonging  to 
opposite  political  parties  might  have  an 
encounter  of  words  at  a  publio  meeting. 
The  editor  of  the  local  journal  might  favour 
tho  gentleman  who  held  tho  same  political 
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opinions  as  himself,  and  koep  out  of  print 
anything  strong  which  he  might  have  said  ; 
while  he  might  publish  all  the  strong  state- 
ments of  his  opponent ;  and  the  latter 
might,  in  that  case,  be  subjected  to  an 
action  for  libel  by  the  other  man,  who, 
perhaps,  bad  made  as  libellous  a  speech. 

Mr.  Serjeant  OASELEE  said,  there 
vrere  so  many  objections  to  the  clause  and 
to  the  Bill  that  he  did  not  know  where  to 
begin  in  opposing  it.  It  made  it  dependent 
upon  a  reporter  whether  a  man  was  a 
libeller  or  not.  A  man  was  to  be  held 
liable,  not  only  for  words  which  he  had 
used,  but  for  words  which  he  had  never 
used.  The  speaker  would  be  at  the  mercy 
of  the  reporter,  and  unscrupulous  journal- 
ists might  use  this  power  to  bring  men  into 
trouble  and  difficulties.  Very  often  a  re- 
porter most  be  highly  educated  to  under- 
stand properly  what  you  said.  Of  course 
it  was  some  comfort  to  be  reported  by  an 
educated  reporter.  But  in  many  parts  of 
the  country  reporters  were  not  highly  edu- 
cated, and  you  could  easily  hit  above  their 
heads.  If  the  party  who  made  a  speech 
said  he  was  entirely  misrepresented,  what 
was  he  to  do  ?  How  could  he  be  expected 
to  insert  an  apology  ?  And  he  was  not 
permitted  to  justify  himself  by  inserting  a 
denial.  The  effect  of  tho  clause  would  be 
frequently  to  compel  a  man  to  apologize 
for  words  which  he  had  never  uttered.  It 
waa  a  dangerous  and  uncalled-for  Bill ;  and 
he  hoped  it  would  go  back  to  Ireland  and 
never  ahow  its  face  in  that  House  again. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENBRAL  said, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
seemed  to  apprehend  that  an  action  could 
be  successfully  maintained  against  a  man 
whose  speech  had  been  misrepresented. 
[Mr.  Serjeant  Gaseleb  :  Not  with  suc- 
cess.] If  that  was  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman's objection,  anyone  was  liable  to 
have  an  unjust  action  taken  against  him ; 
but  the  law  provided  for  such  a  case  by 
mulcting  the  plaintiff  in  costs.  The 
publication  of  the  apology  might  be  made 
in  the  paper  in  which  the  libel  was  pub- 
lished; but  if  that  were  objected  to,  a 
paper  might  be  selected  by  the  person 
libelled.  Havmg  passed  the  Ist  clause, 
the  Committee  could  not,  he  thought,  do 
otherwise  than  pass  this;  but  he  was  in 
favour  of  omitting  the  words,  **  reflecting 
upon  the  character  or  conduct  of  another," 
and  of  inserting,  "  reflecting  upon  the 
personal  honour  or  honesty,  or  profes* 
sional,  mercantile,  or  business  character 
of  another." 


Mr.  W.  B.  FORSTER  said.  Iio  did  not 
think  that  the  intention  of  the  Committee 
was  to  create  a  new  offence — namely,  that 
of  throwing  ridicule  upon  a  third  person. 
Ho  did  not  think  that  the  clause  had  that 
effect;  but  if  there  was  any  doubt  upon 
the  subject  it  ought  to  be  removed.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  seemed  to  have  forgotten  the 
conditions  of  public  speech  in  this  country. 
If  a  man  mado  an  oration  in  public,  the 
probability  was  that  it  would  be  reported  ; 
and  the  man,  therefore,  who  made  it  ought 
to  do  so  under  the  fullest  sense  of  the  re« 
sponsibility  he  incurred.  He  did  not  think 
it  was  fair  to  attempt  to  shift  the  responsi- 
bility  on  to  the  shoulders  of  others.  A 
person  who,  at  a  public  meeting,  uttered 
reflections  upon  another  ought  to  be  held 
liable  for  so  doing.  Even  if  reporters  were 
not  present,  great  mischief  might  be  done; 
and  the  slanderer  should  not  be  allowed  to 
escape.  He  did  not  think  that  tho  clauso 
would  have  tho  effect  of  limiting  freedom 
of  discussion,  or  that  men  like  the  lecturer 
Murphy  would  be  rendered  liable  to  action 
for  libel  because  they  saw  fit  to  ridiculo 
the  doctrines  and  tenets  of  the  Church  of 
Rome.  But  to  remove  the  doubt  that  had 
been  thrown  out,  he  should  move  that  the 
words  "  reflecting  upon  the  character  or 
circumstances  of  another"  be  omitted,  and 
the  words  "  reflecting  upon  the  personal 
honour  or  honesty  or  professional,  mercan- 
tile, or  business  character  of  another"  in- 
serted. 

The  chairman  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee  that  they  were  discussing  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  clause  should  stand  part 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  the  effect  of  the  clause  would  be 
to  attach  the  same  responsibility  to  words 
spoken  as  now  attached  to  words  written. 
The  clause,  moreover,  made  a  speaker 
liable  for  an  action  on  account  of  a  para- 
graph in  a  fragmentary  report ;  whereas, 
had  the  whole  speech  been  reported,  tho 
passage,  which  printed  alone  might  appear 
libellous,  might  have  been  perfectly  harm- 
less. The  clause  was  a  dangerous  one ; 
for  if  a  man  in  the  course  of  a  long  speech 
dropped  one  word  to  which  exception  could 
be  taken,  he  was  to  be  liable  to  an  action 
for  libel.  There  was  no  provision  that  tho 
jury  should  take  into  consideration  the 
whole  speech,  or  even  that  the  whole  speech 
should  have  been  properly  and  fairly  re- 
ported. If  a  man  had  been  grossly  slan- 
dered, and  said  of  his  slanderer  that  he 
was  unworthy  of  belief,  ho  would  havo 
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committcci  an  offence  under  the  Bill.  He 
trusted  the  Committee  would  not  sanction 
Buch  an  alteration  of  the  law.  If  the  Bill 
were  to  pass,  it  would,  in  his  opinion, 
prove  exceedingly  destructive  to  the  free- 
dom of  public  discussion  ;  for  it  would  ren- 
der public  men  continually  liable  to  actions 
at  the  hands  of  persons  upon  whose  con- 
duct they  thought  it  necessary  to  comment. 
A  man  who  uttered  slander  at  a  public 
meeting  was  now  liable  for  such  slander ; 
a  man  who  furnished  a  report  of  his  own 
speech  could,  if  it  contained  anything 
libellous,  be  proceeded  against  under  the 
present  Libel  Act ;  but  what  the  measure 
now  before  the  Committee  proposed  to  do 
was  to  render  a  man  responsible  for  what 
might  be  published  by  a  third  party,  with 
whom  he  had  no  connection,  and  in  whose 

Sroiits  he  had  no  share.  Moreover,  the 
\\\  did  not  refer  to  public  meetings  only. 
A  meeting  where  three  persons  attended 
might  be  brought  within  the  scope  of  the 
Act.  It  might  he  said  that  the  Bill  only 
applied  to  open  meetings  where  reporters 
were  present ;  but  it  often  happened  that 
apeakers  did  not  know  that  reporters  were 
present,  and  they  might  utter  something 
which,  if  reported,  would  make  them  liable 
to  an  action.  The  clause  did  not  contain 
a  single  word  protecting  a  public  speaker. 
They  knew  that  the  most  careful  and  ex- 
perienced speaker  did  not  always  express 
his  meaning  precisely,  and  was  often  sur- 
prised when  reminded  of  what  he  had 
really  said.  But  the  law  was  for  the  whole 
community,  and  they  all  knew  that  there 
was  rorely  a  public  meeting  in  which  an 
esteemed  Mr.  Brown  or  Mr.  Jones  was  not 
invited  to  speak  and — although  perhaps  a 
very  sensible  man — found  great  difficulty 
in  expressing  his  thoughts  in  words.  It 
was  very  rarely,  too,  that  reports  professed 
to  give  the  words  employed  by  the  speaker; 
and  they  all  knew  how  often  letters  ap- 
peared from  gentlemen  who  stated  that 
what  had  been  attributed  to  them  in  print 
bad  never  been  uttered  by  them,  or  that 
if  it  had  it  was  entirely  different  from  what 
they  had  intended  to  say.  The  condensa- 
tion to  which  speeches  were  subjected  was 
no  doubt  advantageous  ;  but  still,  even  in 
the  change  from  bad  to  better,  the  appli- 
cation of  the  speech  might  be  materially 
altered,  while  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  report,  the  moment  such  a  change  was 
made,  ceased  to  furnish  an  exact  reflex  of 
the  opinions  of  the  speaker.  A  speaker 
would  be  bound  hand  and  foot  to  the  re- 
porter, against  whom,  on  the  production 

Mr,  Ayrton  I 


of  his  note -book  in  a  Court  of  Justice,  he 
would  have  no  chance  whatever.  If  the 
speaker  was  to  be  held  liable,  it  ought  only 
to  be  where  an  accurate  short-hand  note 
of  every  word  that  he  had  spoken  was 
placed  before  the  jury,  to  enable  them  to 
come  to  a  conclusion  as  to  what  he  had 
said,  and  not  the  mere  impressiona  of  the 
reporter.  For  these  reasons,  he  objected 
to  the  clause  in  its  present  form,  and  main- 
tained that  no  case  had  been  made  out  for 
altering  the  law  of  England  on  that  sub- 
ject, which  had  worked  well  for  500  years. 

Mr.  IIENLBY  said,  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  carried  them 
back  500  years,  to  the  time  when  a  differ- 
ence was  made  between' written  and  spoken 
words,  but  the  distinction  between  the  two 
things  had  been  drawn  long  before  there 
was  any  question  of  reporting.     When  a 
roan  spoke  with  reporters  before  him,  and 
knew  that  what  he'  said  would  probably  be 
published,  there  could  be  no   reason    for 
the  existing  distinction.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Marylebone  (Mr.  T.  Chambers)    had 
said  that  it  would  be  a  hard  thing  to  call 
upon  a  man  who  had  unwittingly  gone  just 
beyond  the  line  at  a  public   meeting  to 
make  "a  servile  apology  ;"  but  he  asked, 
what  necessity  was  there  that  the  apology 
should  be  servile  ?     If  led  in  the  heat  of 
speaking  to  go  beyond  the  truth  and  be- 
yond what  he  meant  to  say,  surely  the  first 
thing  any  honourable  man  would  desire  to 
do  would  be  to  relieve  the  person  he  had 
unintentionally  injured  from  the  injury  he 
had  inflicted  on  him.      As  to  a  speaker 
having  no  chance  against  a  reporter  when 
he  came  into  Court  after  the  lapse  of  three 
months,  the  speaker  might  easily  answer 
that    his    words   had    been    taken   down 
wrongly,  or  that  he  had  not  intended  to 
say  what  was  imputed  to  him,  and  that 
was  as  good  an  apology  aa  any  man  need 
require,  while  it  was  also  one  which  any 
honest  man  could   readily  make.      That 
there   was  considerable    difficulty  in   the 
matter   he  had  felt  in   the  Select   Com- 
mittee;   but  he   thought  the    clause    as 
drawn  by   the  Attorney  General  in   the 
main  met  the  requirements  of  the  case. 
He  entirely  approved  the  principle  of  the 
clause,  holding  it  to   be  of  great  public 
advantage  that  there  should  be  reporters 
present  at  public  meetings,  and  thinking 
it  only  just  that  the  Press  should  be  re- 
lieved of  responsibility  if  it  fairly  published 
what  passed. 

Mr.  W.    E.    FORSTER  thought  the 
clause  ought  to  be  more  guarded  and  re- 
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Btricted,  and  he  would  suggest,  as  the 
vrords  he  had  proposed  could  not  then  be 
regularly  submitted  to  the  Committee,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Clare 
(Sir  Colroan  0*Loghlen)  should  allow  the 
clause  to  be  negatived,  with  the  under- 
standing that  another  clause  embodying 
his  Amendment  should  be  brought  up  on 
the  Report. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  recommended  that  the 
clause  should  be  carried  and  the  Bill  be  re- 
committed. 

Sir  ROBERT  COLLIER  thought  the 
clause  should  be  postponed. 

Mr.  NEVVDEGATE  said,  the  Com- 
mittee  had  already  decided  that  defamatory 
matter,  whether  spoken  intentionally  or  by 
accident,  should  be  published ;  and  be 
maintained  that  it  was  morally  and  prac- 
tically impossible,  by  any  contrifance,  to 
insure  for  the  subsequent  apology  and  re- 
tractation equal  publicity  with  that  given  to 
the  original  slander. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  asked 
leave  to  postpone  the  clause. 

Mb.  H.  BAILLIB  thought  it  ought  to 
bo  rejected  instead  of  postponed. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  hoped  that  the  clause 
would  be  negatived,  in  order  that  a  better 
one  might  be  prepared. 

Mr.  WH ALLEY  wished  to  confirm  whot 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Towor  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Ayrton)  had  said  as  to  the  absence  of 
proper  protection  for  public  speakers.  Any 
observations  that  ho  himself  ever  made  on 
any  subject  were  always  misroported.  That 
Bill  was  intended  to  give  form  and  sub* 
stance  to  a  professional  and  organized  sys- 
tem of  misreporting.  At  present  there 
was,  ho  believed,  an  influence  exerted  on 
the  Press  which  rendered  it  impossible  for 
any  person  who  spoke  on  a  certain  subject, 
to  which  he  need  not  more  particularly 
refer,  to  rely  upon  being  fairly  and  accu- 
rately reported.  ["Name."]  He  might 
mention  the  name  of  the  lecturer,  Mr. 
Murphy,  whose  addresses  were  said  to  have 
produced  riots  and  disturbances  in  the 
country.  His  own  name  having  been  mixed 
op  by  the  Press  with  Mr.  Murphy's,  he  had 
made  two  special  journeys  to  Birmingham 
to  ascertain  whether  the  reports  in  the 
newspapers  purporting  to  give  what  that 
lecturer  said  were  true  or  untrue.  On  the 
one  occasion  he  questioned  twelve,  and  on 
the  other  twenty  persons  on  the  subject, 
and  he  had  found  that  a  report  professedly 
of  what  that  gentleman  had  said  had  been 
entirely  fabricated  to  bring  derision  and 
obloquy  upon  bimi  and  make  him  appear 


to  be  respon&iblo  for  the  riots  that  followed 
his  lectures.  A  London  paper  had  inserted 
a  detailed  contradiction  of  a  report  which 
it  had  previously  published,  charging  Mr. 
Murphy  with  having  used  language  calcu- 
lated to  bring  him  into  general  odium  and 
derision. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Clause  be  postponed." — (^Sir  Colman 
ffLoghUn.) 

The  Committee  divided :  — Ayes  89  ; 
Noes  5i :  Majority  35. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Friday. 

VOTERS  IK    DI8FRA}«'CHI8ED    BOROUGHS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  KxKSwicu,Bill  to  make  pro- 
vision,  in  the  case  of  Boroughs  ceasing  to  return 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament,  respecting  rights 
of  Election  which  have  been  vested  in  person i  en- 
titled to  Vote  for  such  Members,  ordered  to  bo 
brought  in  by  Mr.  KsaiwicH,  Mr.  Jaboini,  and 
Mr.  Altrid  Sbtmoub. 
^i\\  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  128.] 

PROBATE   OP   WILLS,    &C.  (IRELAHD)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  IIsicbt  B.  Shbridan,  Bill  to 
make  admissible,  in  any  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom, Probate  of  Willi  or  Letters  of  Adminiitra- 
tion  granted  or  issued  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  IIenbt  B.  Shbbidan  and  Mr. 
Serjeant  Babbt. 
T^iWpreeerUed^jkn^  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  120.] 

llouse  adjourned  at  Five  Minutes 
before  Six  o'Clock. 


'  ^--y^-w 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday  J  May  21,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— PoBUo  BiLLB— Ordered— WRier 
Supply*;  Metropolitan  Police  Funds*;  Thames 
Embankment  and  Metropolis  Improvement 
(Loans)  Act  Amendment*;  Curragh  of  Kil- 
dare.* 

First  Reading -^Wnter  Supply*  [131];  Metro- 
polis  Police  Funds*  [132];  Thames  Embank- 
ment and  Metropolis  Improvement  (Loans)  Act 
Amendment*  [133]  ;  Curragh  of  Kildare* 
[134]. 

Second  Reading  •^  Load  Government  Supple- 
menUl  (No.  2)*  [120]  ;  Pier  and  Uarbour  Or- 
ders Confirmation,  die*  [118]:  West  Indies* 
[124];  UncUimed  Prize  Money  (India)*  [122]; 
Medical  Practitioners  (Colonies)*  [125]. 

Committee — Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices at  Elections  (re-eomm.)  [63] — b.p.  ;  Re- 
formatory Schools  (Ireland)*  [65];  Vagrant 
Act  Amendment  *  [102  J. 
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Report — Reformatory  Schools  (Ireland)*  [65]; 

Vagrant  Act  Amendment*  [102-130]. 
Third   Reading  —  (£17,000,000)    Consolidated 

Fund,*  and  passed, 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

UINISTEBIAL   STATEMENT. 

Mn.  DISRAELI:  Mr.  Speaker,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House  I  will  now 
state  the  course  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  propose  to  take  with  refer- 
ence to  the  votes  which  this  House  ar- 
rived at  in  Committee  a  few  nights  ago  on 
the  Scotch  Reform  Bill.  In  the  arduous 
labour  of  attempting  to  re-construct  the 
electoral  system  of  the  United  Kingdom 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not  con- 
scious that  they  have  shown  any  want  of 
sympathy  with  the  claims  of  Scotland,  or 
any  desire  not  to  treat  those  claims  with 
the  utmost  respect  and  with  every  wish 
to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  which  would  be 
generally  satisfactoiy  to  the  House.  And 
I  am  bound  to  say,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  that  those  efforts  have  been 
appreciated  by  the  Scotch  Members,  and 
that  we  have  received  from  them,  especi- 
ally last  year — that  is,  from  Gentlemen 
who  are  not  politically  connected  with  us 
— a  warm  and  generous  support  in  carry- 
ing the  principal  provisions  of  the  great 
English  measure.  And  wo  are  sensible 
of  the  value  of  that  support,  and  in  no 
instance  more  than  in  our  efforts  to  estab- 
lish a  household  rating  franchise,  against 
the  opinions  of  those  who  would  have  ad- 
vocated ono  on  a  principle  of  restriction. 
When  T  soy  *'  restriction "  I  mean  an 
arrangement  similar  to  that  which  was 
familiarly  described  last  year  in  this 
House  as  a  "  hard  and  fast  line,"  and 
which  had  been  proposed  both  for  England 
and  Scotland.  I  felt  that  in  those  efforts 
when  we  have  attempted  at  all  times  to 
uphold  a  rating  franchise  ngainst  any  ar- 
tificial restrictions  of  the  kind,  we  have 
received  much  support  from  Members 
from  Scotland  wlio  are  in  no  degree  con- 
nected with  myself  or  my  Friends.  Now, 
the  other  night — on  Monday  night — two 
important  decisions  were  arrived  at  with 
respect  to  the  Scotch  Eeforra  Bill.  The 
first  related  to  the  distribution  of  seats. 
It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  remind  the 
House  that  by  the  plan  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  proposed  they  hoped 
they  might  give,  if  not  an  adequate,  at 
bU  events  a  considerable  addition  to  the 
representation  of  Scotland,  in  a  manner 


which   would  be   consistent  with  main- 
taining the  general  privileges  of  the  other 
portions  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions.  That 
plan,  wo  ascertained,  was  one  which  did 
not  find  favour  in  this  House — or  at  least 
not  sufficient  favour  to  insure  its  passing  ; 
and  there  were  many  of  our  Friends- 
Gentlemen  of  infiuence  —  who  were  op- 
posed, though,  as  we  thought,  on  insnffi* 
cient  grounds,  to  any  plan  for  increasing 
the  number  of  the  Members  of  this  House. 
Then  there  were  two  other  propositions 
made  in  order  to  satisfy  the  claims  of 
Scotland — or,    at    any  rate,   partially  to 
satisfy  them — and  which  were  before  the 
House — one  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter),  and  the  other 
by  the   hon.   Member  for  Northampton- 
shire (Sir  Rainald  Fnightley).     Neither 
of  these  propositions  was  agreeable  to  Her 
Majesty's    Ministers  —  they  were  not  in 
harmony  with  our  original  views  ;    but, 
as  we  were  very  anxious  to  carry  a  mea- 
sure   for  Scotland  which   should  be  on 
the  whole  satisfactory,   and  desirous,  as 
every  Member  of  this  House  is,  to  bring 
these  great  labours  to  a  happy  conclusion, 
we  expressed  our  willingness  to  defer  to  the 
feeling  of  the  House,  and  whether  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  or 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  county 
of  Northampton  were  adopted  we  said  we 
would  consider  the  decision  of  the  House, 
and   endeavour   to    frame  upon   it    such 
a   proposition  as  would   on    the   whole 
give  general  satisfaction.      I    need    not 
dwell  further  on  that  point — I   think  I 
have  said  enough  to  remind  the  House  of 
what  they  will  injustice  admit — namely, 
that  there  has  beeu  at  no  time  any  desire 
on  our  part  to  meet  the  claims  for  the  in- 
creased representation  of  Scotland  in  a 
niggard  spirit,  or,  indeed,  any  other  desire 
than   to  bring  about,  if  possible,  an  ar- 
rangement which  would  be  satisfactory 
not  only  to  Scotland,  but  also  to  the  other 
portions  of  the  kingdom. 

And  now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  decision 
arrived  at  under  different  circumstances, 
and  which  is,  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  of  a  different  charac- 
ter. I  refer  to  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kilmar- 
nock (Mr.  Bouverie),  which,  if  adopted, 
would  establish  a  household  suffrage  in 
Scotland  without  any  qualification  or  con- 
dition whatever,  and  this,  too,  in  a  coun- 
try where,  we  should  remember,  house- 
holders do  not  dwell  in  houses.  There- 
fore, that  proposition  was  of  a  very  serious 
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character.  Now,  Sir,  with  regard  to  that 
decirion,  I  most  say  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment  that  I  deeply  de- 
plore that  the  Committee  should  have 
arrived  at  it.  But  it  is  their  opinion  that 
the  Committee  arrived  at  that  conclusion 
imder  a  considerahle  degree  of  misapprc- 
henrion.  I  can  say  certainly  for  Geulle- 
meii  who  sit  generally  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  that  after  the  vote  had  been  taken 
upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  there  was  a  general  apprehension 
— indeed,  I  may  say  it  was  founded  on 
an  authoritative  statement  made  by  one 
who,  from  his  position,  influences  the  con- 
duct of  hon.  Gentlemen  as  far  as  their 
attendance  in  the  House  is  concerned — 
there  was  a  general  apprehension  from  the 
nature  of  that  vote  that  our  proceedings  in 
Committee  would  close,  and  that  Progress 
would  be  reported  in  order  that  the  Bill 
might  be  adapted  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  [**  No !  "]  I  do  not  say  it 
was  a  just  apprehension,  but  undoubtedly 
there  was  such  an  apprehension.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  were  not  at  that  time  aware 
that  the  first  part  of  the  Bill  referred 
merely  to  the  franchises  of  Scotland,  and 
that,  therefore,  it  was  open  to  us  to  pro- 
ceed  with  the  Committee,  and  impossible 
for  us  to  resist  any  claim  for  continuing 
the  business  of  the  Committee.  But  there 
is  no  doubt  whatever  there  was  a  general 
apprehension  on  the  part  of  hon.  Gen- 
tleman —  certainly  on  this  side  of  the 
House — that  the  Committee  would  close, 
and  report  Progress  after  that  division ; 
and,  therefore,  the  greater  portion  of  the 
House  broke  up  without  any  idea  that  we 
were  going  to  proceed  further  with  the 
consideration  in  Committee  of  the  Scotch 
Beform  Bill.  I  believe  that  to  be  an 
accurate  statement:  and  I  think  there 
were  signs  even  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  that  there  was  not  an  appre- 
hension that  we  should  be  proceeding  in 
Committee  after  the  vote  on  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose.  I  will 
not,  however,  dwell  further  upon  that. 
Sti^ments  have  been  made  to  me  that 
sQch  was  the  case,  but  of  course  I  cannot 
speak  with  the  same  knowledge  as  I  can 
with  regard  to  Gentlemen  sitting  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  I  think  that  under 
these  circumstances  the  Committee  ar- 
rived at  a  somewhat  precipitate  conclusion 
— that  it  was  a  conclusion  not  preceded 
by  that  degree  of  discussion  or  accom- 

Cnied  by  ihat  attendance  which  I  should 
ve  eiqpeotedy   whatever  their  decision 


miglit  be,  and  which  was  especially  de- 
sirable when  the  decision  was  to  be  taken 
on  a  point  of  such  paramount  importance. 
I  do  not  wish  to  conceal  from  the  House 
that  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment on  this  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  is  such  that  it 
would  have  the  most  serious  consequences 
on  their  conduct  as  regards  their  responsi- 
bility in  carrying  on  the  Bill;  for  it  is  not 
only  in  itself,  as  wo  believe,  highly  detri- 
mental and  disadvantageous  to  Scotland, 
but  in  its  ultimate  consequences  on  the 
whole  electoral  fabric  of  the  kingdom  it 
must  be  of  the  most  injurious  description. 
And  therefore  I  do  hope  that,  with  that 
anxious  wish  which  pervades  both  sides  of 
the  House  to  carry  the  Scotch  Beform  Bill 
to  a  satisfactory  conclusion,  I  may  induce 
the  Committee  to  re-consider  the  determi- 
nation which  they  came  to  on  Monday 
night,  so  that  with  a  larger  attendance 
and  a  more  complete  discussion  we  may 
all  of  us  clearly  understand  what  point  we 
are  arriving  at,  that  wo  have  contemplated 
all  the  consequences  of  the  issue  at  stake, 
and  that  if  we  do  feel  it  our  duty  to  uphold 
the  Resolution  adopted  by  the  Committeo 
the  other  night,  at  least  it  shall  not  be  said 
of  us  by  those  whom  we  represent  that  we 
have  arrived  at  that  conclusion  in  a  pre- 
cipitate and  careless  spirit.  "With  these 
views,  it  is  my  wish  to  propose  on  Monday 
next  certain  words  in  Committee  which 
will  obviate  the  inconveniences  and  in- 
jury which  we  think  will  accrue  if  we  do 
not  take  some  remedial  course  of  thut 
kind.  I  shall  not  propose  to  restore  tho 
two  clauses  which  have  been  struck  out 
by  the  Committee.  I  shall  propose  to  add 
words — which  we  shall  place  on  the  tablo 
in  the  course  of  the  evening — to  the  effect 
that  no  elector  in  a  Scotch  borough  shall 
be  entitled  to  exercise  the  suffrage  who  is 
not  rated  to  the  poor  and  who  has  not  paid 
his  rates.  That  will  assert  the  principle 
which  wo  wish  to  uphold,  and  will  pro- 
vide against  the  infringement  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  tho  English  Bill.  In  answer  to 
thoBO  Gentlemen  who  have  talked  of  in- 
novation, and  who  spoko  the  other  night 
as  if  wo  were  proposing  regulations  which 
were  perfectly  unknown  to  the  people  of 
Scotland,  and  to  which  they  were  quite 
unaccustomed,  I  beg  to  state  that  the 
language  in  which  I  shall  endeavour  to 
secure  this  end  and  to  vindicate  tho  prin- 
ciple which  I  have  already  vindicated  for 
England  in  a  House  of  moro  than  600 
Members,  is  the  language  which  I  find  iu 
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a  claasc  regulating  the  exercise  of  voting 
under  the  Poor  Law  Act  of  Scotland. 
Therefore,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  need 
not  be  afraid  of  any  innovation  or  of  any- 
thing to  which  the  people  of  Scotland  are 
not  accustomed,  because  the  provision  will 
be  the  same  as  that  which  has  so  long  in- 
fluenced their  conduct  in  the  performance 
of  one  of  their  most  important  municipal 
duties.  "With  this  view  I  shall  place  these 
words  upon  the  table  in  the  course  of  the 
evening,  so  that  they  will  be  in  the  hands 
of  hon.  Members  to-morrow  morning  ;  and 
I  do  hope  we  shall  come  to  a  unanimous 
conclusion,  by  accepting  the  words  to 
which  the  people  of  Scotland  are  accus- 
tomed,  and  which  entirely  vindicate  the 
principle  of  the  English  Law,  which  the 
House  adopted  so  decidedly  last  year.  And 
if  that  be  so  we  may,  I  ,trust  carry  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill  to  a  happy  conclusion, 
and  that  within  a  few  days. 

Mr.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  he  de- 
sired  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  question  ; 
and,  to  put  himself  in  Order,  would  con- 
clude with  a  Motion.  He  should  not  have 
ventured  to  obtrude  himself,  had  he  not 
thought  the  statement  they  had  just  heard 
would  have  been  more  satisfactory  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  the  House 
that,  in  the  event  of  his  not  succeeding  in 
inducing  the  House  to  reverse  the  decision 
arrived  at  the  other  night,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  resign.  Let  hon.  Mem- 
hers  look  back  for  a  moment  upon  what 
they  had  lately  seen  in  that  House  within 
the  last  few  days.  He  would  not  dwell  on 
the  votes  on  the  question  of  the  Irish 
Church  carried  by  majorities  sufficient  at 
any  other  time  to  make  Government  resign 
their  places;  but  what  could  they  say  of 
the  conduct  of  n  Government  who  had 
seen  the  House  disallow  the  proceedings 
of  a  Royal  Commission,  that  Royal  Com- 
mission being  appointed  by  themselves  ? 
He  would  not  say  that  the  Instructions  to 
that  Royal  Commission  were  not  impru- 
dent and  unjust  ones ;  but  having  given 
those  Instructions,  and  having  limited  and 
restricted  the  Commissioners,  he  main- 
tained that,  by  not  making  their  decision 
the  starting  point  for  the  decision  of  that 
House,  but  by  going  through  the  farce  of 
appointing  a  select  Committee  to  consider 
the  subject,  the  Government  had  shown  a 
disrespect  to  the  Commissioners.  Would 
the  House,  or  the  Government,  respect  the 
decisions  of  the  Coraraittoc?  From  the 
way  the  Government  had  treated  the 
whole  Boundary  business,   nothing   was 

Mr.  Disraeli  i 


clearer  than   this  —  that  every  question 
relating  to  it  would  be  decided  upon  the 
floor  of  that   House,  and  nowhere  else. 
This  would    set    all    the    electioneering 
agents  in  the  country  agog.    The  fact  was 
the  government  of  the   country  and  the 
direction  of  legislation  on  all  important 
questions  no  longer  remained  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government;  it  did  not  even  rest 
with  the  Opposition,  as  a  distinct  body 
properly  so  called  ;  it  rested  in  the  hands 
of  the  House,  as  a  whole — that  is,  in  a 
vast  Committee  of  nearly  600  Members, 
fluctuating  in  their  attendance,  and  who 
arrived  at  decisions  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance by  a  mental  process,  which  could 
be  described  only  as  drifting.     The  result 
was  that  hon.  Members — the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham   and   those  who   agreed 
with  him — were  able  to  obtain  all  the 
changes  they  desired,  without  the  least 
responsibility  attaching  to  them.   He  gave 
those  hon.  Members  more  credit  for  pa- 
triotism than  to  suppose  they  wished  to 
attain  their  ends  by  means  of  a  state  of 
things  in  that  House  which  was  drawing 
down  upon  it  the  contempt  of  every  think- 
ing man  in  the  country ;  and  which,  if 
persisted  in  much  longer,  would  render 
the  present  system  of  Parliamentary  go- 
vernment impossible.    He  was  aware  that 
some  hon.  Members  on  the  Government 
side  of  the  House  thought  the  Opposition 
did  not  treat  the  Government  with  gene- 
rosity and  forbearance  ;  but  he  was  not  at 
all  certain  that  forbearance  was  a  word 
you  could  admit  into  politics.     Gentlemen 
were  sent  to  that  House  to  further  their 
own  views ;  but  because  a  weak  man — to 
which    he  compared  the  Government  — 
gave  up  to  his  antagonist  an  advantageous 
post  as  soon  as  it  was  demanded,  his  an- 
tagonist knew  that  it  was  given  up  because 
it  could  no  longer  be  withheld,  and  not  on 
any  ground  that  entitled  him  to  forbear- 
ance or  respect.     Some  years  ago,  when 
Lord  Palmerston  was  in  Office,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  in  Op- 
position, at  the  beginning  of  the  Session 
be  issued  to  his  supporters  a  manifesto,  in 
which,  after  enumerating  the  important 
negative  victories  which  had  been  won  by 
the  Conservative  party  —  the  putting  a 
stop  to  a  Church  Rate  Bill  among  others — 
he  made  use  of  this  expression :  *'  Place 
without  power  may  gratify  the  vain,  but 
it  can  never  satisfy  the  nobly  ambitious." 
Either  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
fall  within  that  category,  or  he  had  much 
changed  his  sentiments  on  the  question. 
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He  wished  to  speak  of  the  Government 
with  all  the  respect  that  attached  to  their 
high  {position,  and  which  he  felt  for  many 
of  them  individually  ;  hut  he  must  tell 
them,  when  they  put  forward  principles 
which  they  were  always  ready  to  with- 
draw ;  when,  Session  after  Session,  time 
after  time,  they  exhihitcd  what  they  called 
their  principles — as  a  showman  draws  his 
puppets  from  a  hag  to  he  daugled  awhile 
before  the  eyes  of  their  supporters  and 
pat  away  again  when  they  had  served 
their  tarn — cdthough  they  might  continue 
to  be  Ministers  of  the  Grown,  they  were 
permitting  themselves  to  sink  into  the  posi- 
tion of  a  mere  joint-stock  company  for  the 
division  of  places  among  themselves.  He 
did  not  suppose  that  anyone  who  sup- 
ported the  great  and  important  measure 
passed  last  year  believed  it  to  be,  in  the 
old  acceptation  of  the  term,  a  Conservative 
measure ;  on  the  contrary,  it  must  be  clear 
to  every  one  that  we  were  on  the  eve  of 
great  and  important  changes ;  and,  it  was 
all-important  how  we  met  these  changes. 
The  right  hon.  Gentlemen  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  had  been  saying  to  their 
supporters — "  The  talisman  of  safety  lies 
in  the  Boundary  question,  and  we  wiU 
appoint  a  Koyal  Commission  and  secure 
it ;"  and  '•  The  real  basis  of  the  electoral 
franchise — the  old  pathway  of  the  Consti- 
tution *is  in  rating  and  not  in  rental.'' 
Of  these  two  principles  they  had  already 
given  up  one — the  other  they  would  give 
up  when  it  suited  their  purpose,  and  they 
met  the  difficulties  of  the  day  in  this 
most  unwise  and  unstatesmanlike  manner. 
His  objection  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  Head  of  the  Government  continuing 
in  power  was  that  his  vitality  as  a  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown  appeared  to  be  in  direct 
inverse  ratio  to  tho  vitality  of  bis  prin- 
ciples as  a  politician ;  and,  as  they  one  by 
one  disappeared,  slain  by  his  own  hand, 
the  tighter  did  he  stick  to  Office.  We  were 
coming  upon  dangerous  times  ;  there  was 
a  limit  to  everything,  and  ho  would  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  were 
some  at  least  of  his  supporters  who  would 
refuse  to  be  dragged  through  the  mud,  in 
order  to  enable  the  Government  to  remain 
on  those  Benches,  and  that  there  was  a 
limit  to  tho  fidelity  and  patience  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  followers.  To 
put  himself  in  Order,  he  would  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House. 

Motion  made^  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Mr.  Percy  WyndJuim.) 


Mb.  BRIGHT :  Sir,  I  have  no  inten. 
tion  of  taking  up  the  discussion  at  the 
point  at  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
left  it ;  but  I  think  the  statement  made 
by  the  First  Minister  is  one  that,  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  we  have  a  right  a  little 
to  complain  of.  Now,  my  view  of  the 
discussion  on  Monday  night  was  this :  that 
it  was  a  very  wise  thing,  as  I  said  then, 
to  go  with  the  great  majority  of  the  Scotch 
Members  on  a  matter  with  which  they 
were  more  familiar  than  the  House  gene- 
rally could  pretend  to  be.  The  Scotch 
Members  in  the  House  being  about  forty 
or  forty-one  on  that  evening,  thirty-five 
or  thirty-six — nearly  all — voted  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  view  of  the  Government*  and 
of  the  four  or  ^^^q  who  voted  with  the 
Government,  at  least  two  if  not  three  are 
members  of  the  Administration  or  in  some 
Office.  Well,  now,  I  think  farther,  that 
although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  House  last  year  had  agreed  to  rating 
— what  we  call  the  ratepaying  clauses  of 
the  Bill  of  last  year — that  in  that  case  ho 
was  following  the  Act  of  1 832,  which  has 
produced  enormous  inconvenience  in  Eng- 
land. I  have  a  letter  this  morning  from 
a  gentleman  connected  with  the  town  of 
Blackburn,  who  says  that,  in  consequence 
of  there  not  being  any  rate  made  in  that 
town  before  the  5th  January  last,  any 
person  in  Blackburn  occupying  a  house  of 
any  value  will  be  placed  on  the  registry 
in  the  autumn  of  this  year.  So  the  sys- 
tem is  one  which,  being  connected  with  a 
system  of  voting  and  the  franchise,  will 
create,  tho  more  numerous  your  electoral 
body,  difficulties  continually  in  a  great 
many  boroughs.  But  in  Scotland  the  Be- 
form  Act  of  1832  did  not  apply  this  prin- 
ciple ;  and  therefore  I  think  that,  as  tho 
Scotch  Members  were  of  opinion  that  it 
would  be  accompanied  with  great  incon- 
venience —  with  even  more  inconvenience 
than  in  England — and  as  they  were  nearly 
unanimous  in  that  opinion,  they  were  the 
best  judges,  and  that  the  House  was  wise 
in  following  their  advice.  But  to  come  to 
that  night's  debate  —  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman accepted  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Northamptonshire 
— the  hon.  Member  having  made  up  tho 
little  difference  which  existed  some  time 
ago.  [Sir  Rainald  Kniohtlet  :  No,  no  !] 
1  am  sorry  to  hear  that,  because  I  like  to 
see  harmony  in  a  political  party.  Tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  or  somebody  who  acts  for 
him,  was  well  aware  of  the  Notice  being 
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given.  In  point  of  fact  it  was  offered  to 
the  House  as  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment, in  substitution  for  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose.  I  do  not  think 
there  was  any  great  difference  between 
these  two;  but  the  Government  made  a 
very  fair  offer  in  the  matter.  At  the  same 
time— although  I  will  not  say  that  I  should 
not  have  liked  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire  quite  as 
well,  looking  to  the  future,  I  believe  that 
the  House  did  really  decide  in  a  proper 
manner  in  giving  the  preference  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  allowed  the 
debate  to  go  on,  and  the  House  to  go  into 
Committee ;  and  nobody  on  his  side  of  the 
House  had  a  right  to  believe,  and  I  am 
sure  nobody  did  believe,  that  he  was  about 
to  make  a  great  catastrophe  of  any  vote 
in  connection  with  the  Scotch  Bill.  He 
had  agreed  not  to  increase  the  numbers 
of  the  House  —  which  in  his  speech  at 
Edinburgh  he  had  held  out  as  a  groat 
bait,  and  he  had  consented  to  the  destruc- 
tion often  "centres  of  representation," 
which,  as  a  principle,  was  thought  more 
of  last  year,  I  imagined,  than  the  prin- 
ciple of  rating,  though  next  year  in  all 
probability,  the  centres  of  representation 
in  Ireland  may  follow  the  same  fate,  and 
at  the  same  hands.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, I  say,  had  already  agreed  to  this 
important  alteration,  and  surely  no  one 
had  a  right  to  expect  that  a  difficulty 
would  arise  upon  any  further  clause.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman even  heard  any  of  the  discussion 
upon  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  ;  and  how  was 
the  question  debated  ?  Wo  are  warned 
now  that  this  was  a  vital  principle,  and 
that  if  it  failed  the  Bill  might  be  defeated, 
the  Government  might  resign,  or  some- 
thing still  more  impossible  might  take 
place.  But  how  was  it  defended  ?  Did 
ever  Minister  defend  a  great  cause  in  such 
a  manner  ?  The  Lord  Advocate  spoke,  but 
certainly  ho  did  not  speak  with  enthusiasm 
in  the  matter.  lie  pointed  out  that  he 
was  merely  seeking  to  introduce  into  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill  a  principle  approved 
in  tho  English  Bill — a  fact  of  which  we 
were  well  aware.  The  clause  was  also 
defended  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Ayrshire  (Sir  James  Fergusson),  who 
spoke  upon  it,  as  he  always  does — he  spoke 
very  fairly,  with  a  certain  feeling,  which 
possibly  was  real.  Who  else  defended  it  ? 
Why,  it  was  defended  by  an  erratic  Mem- 
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ber  of  the  House,  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
John  Browne)  who  sits  below  me,  who 
generally  sits  upon  this  side  of  the  House 
and  votes  on  that  ;  but  who,  with  perfect 
consistency,  upon  that  occasion,  addressed 
tho  House  from  the  opposite  Benches. 
He,  an  Irish  Member,  took  up  the  cud- 
gels for  the  Government.  And  that  was 
about  the  only  defence  which  was  made. 
When  the  House  came  to  a  division, 
there  were  224  Members  present,  and 
there  were  240  others  who  had  paired, 
most  of  them  after  the  first  division  ;  and 
they  paired  knowing  that  this  very  ques- 
tion was  coming  on.  [*'  No !  "  and  Cheers.] 
Well,  I  have  taken  some  pains  to  inquire, 
and  I  find  that  the  great  bulk  of  them 
paired  till  ten  o* clock  ;  and  it  was  a  rea- 
sonable supposition  that,  in  their  opinion, 
the  discussion  would  last  until  ten  o'clock. 
The  fact  is,  they  did  not  come  down  very 
punctually,  and  tho  division  took  place, 
unfortunately  for  them,  five  minutes  before 
ten  o'clock  ;  and  the  result  was  the  great 
calamity  which  has  brought  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  House  into  a  position  of  some 
difficulty.  If  I  might,  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  a  little 
more  explicit.  I  have  no  unfair  object ; 
I  do  not  want  to  put  him  into  any  difficulty. 
I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  speak  with  a 
certain  severity  upon  one  occasion,  when 
I  thought  that  severity  was  deserved ;  but 
the  House  will  bear  me  witness  that  I 
have  not  been  active  except  in  the  fair 
discussions  of  propositions  before  the  House 
during  this  Session.  The  speeches  that 
have  been  made  most  offensive  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  speaking  generally,  have 
come  from  Gentlemen  that  I  see  opposite. 
I  am  told — though  I  do  not  pretend  to 
have  that  secret  understanding  with  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  which  tho  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman always  assumes  that  ho  has  with 
some  upon  these  Benches — that  the  Gen- 
tlemen who  have  spoken  unfavourably  of 
the  Government  from  the  Benches  opposite 
represent  tho  feelings  of  a  great  many  who 
are  silent.  [**  No,  no  !  "]  Wo  are  placed 
in  an  unpleasant  position,  and  what  I  say 
shall  be  uttered  with  the  simple  and  honest 
object  of  helping  us  to  get  out  of  the 
difficulty ;  for  I  agree  with  tho  hon  Gen- 
tleman who  spoke  last  as  to  the  discredit 
which  attaches— a  great  deal  of  it  to  tho 
Government,  some  to  the  House,  and  I  am 
afraid  some  portion  of  it  especially  to  this 
side  of  the  House — that  tlie  present  state 
of  things  is  not  terminated.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  came  into  Office  having, 
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as  we  know,  a  minority  only  at  his  back ; 
he  has  had  hot  a  minority  daring  the  whole 
period  of  his  official  career — by  which  I 
mean  the  existence  of  Lord  Derby's  Go- 
Temment  as  well  as  of  the  present  Admi- 
nistration ;  and  he  has  been  maintained  in 
Office  becanse  there  was  an  opinion  upon 
this  side  of  the  House  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  do  much  less  harm  to  our 
principles  when  in  Office  than  when  they 
are  in  Opposition.  I  think  that  is  true, 
as  the  past  has  shown,  and  the  sequel  may 
still  further  illustrate.  But  at  this  moment 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  holds  over  the 
House  a  threat  to  which  reference  has  been 
made  before — a  menace  which  I  say  it  is 
not  right  for  a  Minister  to  employ,  and 
not  right  for  this  Houf>e  to  submit  to. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  that  in 
one  sense  this  is  the  most  corrupt  House 
of  Commons  that  over  assembled  within 
these  walls.  [*•  Oh !  "]  When  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen hear  the  explanation  of  that  state- 
ment, I  think  they  will  agree  with  me.  I 
believe  it  cost  more  money  to  place  the 
658  Members  now  in  this  House  within 
these  walls  than  any  658  Members  who 
ever  sat  here  at  any  former  period.  And 
it  is  because  of  that  excessive  cost  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  the  power 
—  I  am  sorry  that,  under  any  circum- 
stances, he  should  have  the  will — to  hold 
over  the  House  the  menace  of  dissolution. 
A  penalty,  probably,  of  £1,000,000  ster- 
ling will  be  entailed  upon  those  who  con- 
test the  seats— that  is  to  say,  upon  the 
Members  now  here  who  will  come  back 
from  the  General  Election — the  Members 
who  will  fight  and  be  defeated— the  new 
Members  who  will  be  returned,  and  the 
constituencies  who  return  them ;  and  the 
great  bulk  of  that  expenditure  will  go  into 
the  hands  of  a  certain  number  of  lawyers, 
a  great  number  of  publicans,  and  a  consi- 
derable number  of  printers.  Now,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  proposed  that 
we  should  go  back  from  the  Vote  of  the 
other  night.  I  will  only  say  what  I  said 
then — that  I  think  the  Scotch  Members 
are  the  best  judges  of  this  matter ;  and, 
if  they  can  find  any  satisfactory  solution 
of  this  difficulty,  I  shall  be  extremely 
glad,  and  feel  perfectly  confident  that  I 
am  right  in  giving  my  vote  with  them. 
Therefbre,  I  shall  say  no  moro  on  that 
point ;  but  leave  it  till  the  question  comes 
on  again — I  suppose  about  Monday  next. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  has  given  a  Notice  to-night 
with  r^ard  to  the  BUI  of  which  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  is  to  move  the  second  readings 
I  believe,  to-morrow.  I  do  not  know 
exactly  what  is  the  object  of  that  Notice 
— whether  it  means  more  than  a  debate  or 
a  division,  as  we  had  on  the  first  Hesolu- 
tion.  Clearly,  the  First  Minister  was 
right  when  he  said  that  the  second  and 
third  Resolutions  followed  naturally  and 
inevitably  from  the  first ;  and  he  would 
be  right  now  if  he  were  to  get  up  and  say 
that  the  Suspensory  Bill  followed  more 
inevitably — if  such  a  thing  were  possible 
— from  the  second  and  third  of  those  Reso- 
lutions. There  is  no  doubt  that,  even  if 
the  propositions  for  changes  within  the 
Irish  Church,  in  accordance  with  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Commission  now 
about  to  report,  were  accepted  by  the 
Government  and  the  country,  it  would  be 
wise  for  Parliament  to  pass  a  Suspensory 
Bill,  in  order  that  money  might  not  be 
wasted  in  filling  offices  between  the  time 
of  the  presentation  of  the  Report  and  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  for  giring  efilect  to  its 
proposals.  I  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  intending  to  get  the  House 
into  smooth  water ;  and  I  wish  he  would. 
If  he  is  resolved  to  sit  there  till  the  House 
is  prorogued  in  July  or  August — to  remain 
in  Office  till  Christmas,  until  after  the 
GFeneral  Election  has  taken  place,  I  have 
no  power  of  myself  to  move  him  from  his 
seat.  1  dare  say  there  are  many  persons 
in  this  House  and  out  of  it  who  are  more 
anxious  to  eject  him  than  I  am.  But,  if 
he  wishes  for  smooth  water,  let  him  not 
bo  a  disturber  of  the  pool.  On  this  very 
question  of  the  Scotch  Bill  possibly  there 
may  be  some  half-way  house,  some  propo- 
sition or  solution  which  may  be  fixed  upon 
as  the  way  out  of  the  difficulty.  There  is 
no  wish  to  drive  him  out  of  Office  on  that 
Bill,  or  to  cause  the  failure  of  the  Bill. 
On  tliis  side,  I  believe,  there  is  perfect 
unanimity  in  wishing  that  the  Bill  should 
pass,  and  that  it  should  be,  as  it  promises 
in  the  main  to  be,  a  measure  satisfactory 
to  Scotland.  But,  if  we  are  to  be  asked 
to  make  concessions  in  this  matter,  I  want 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  is  prepared  to  make  concessions  also  ? 
Do  not  misunderstand  me.  I  am  not 
speaking  for  anybody  else — for  anybody 
upon  those  Benches,  or  upon  this  side  of 
the  House.  Nobody  knew  or  supposed 
that  I  was  going  to  make  any  observations 
of  this  kind.  But  suppose  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  considers  it  due  from  ns  to 
make  any  concessions  vrith  regard  to  this 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  is,  and  how  it  will 
fit  witli  their  views ;  but  I  must  say  for 
myself,  if  it  is  simply  the  reversal  of  the 
decision  of  Monday  that  is  proposed,  I 
shall  not  be  induced  to  consent  to  it ;  and 
I  doubt  very  much  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  consistently  with  the  common 
forms  of  Committee,  will  be  able  to  call 
on  the  House  to  reverse  its  decision.  The 
fact  is,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
at  last  come  to  a  point  when  he  thinks 
he  can  no  longer  go  on  and  take  the  con- 
sequences of  the  situation  in  which  he  has 
been  during  the  last  two  months.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  must  be 
content  to  acce{>t  the  consequences  of  that 
situation.  If  he  is  willing  to  be  a  Minis- 
ter in  a  minority,  he  must — as  he  said  last 
year  he  would— bo  guided  by  the  majo- 
rity of  the  House.  He  has  no  right  to  set 
up  his  views,  or  the  views  and  wishes  of 
the  minority,  against  the  well-considered 
decision  of  the  House.  It  comes  to  this 
•—which  is  to  play  the  part  of  Ancient 
Pistol  and  which  of  Fluellen  ?  Are  we 
still  to  go  on  offering  the  leek  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  forcing  him  to  bite 
it,  or  is  he,  stung  by  the  various  defeats 
of  the  last  two  months,  to  come  forward 
and  say,  ' '  Well,  this  is  my  last  vital 
point ;  all  the  rest  I  have  surreudered ; 
every  one  which  I  insisted  upon,  and  on 
which  I  educated  my  party,  they  are  all 
now  abandoned  but  this  one  of  rating.  On 
this  I  stand,  and  I  insist,  whether  it  is 
right  for  Scotland  or  not,  on  the  House 
upholding  jny  consistency  ?"  Well,  I  trust 
he  will  not  succeed  in  persuading  the 
House  to  take  that  course.  Now,  impor- 
tant as  this  question  of  a  clause  in  the 
Scotch  Eeform  Bill  is,  there  is  a  graver 
question  behind  it,  on  which  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Percy  Wyndham) 
made  so  strong  and  able  a  speech.  The 
greatest  man  of  our  times  once  asked, 
in  "  another  place,"  with  reference  to  the 
Reform  Act  of  1832,  '*  How  is  the  Queen's 
Government  to  be  carried  on?"  Now,  it 
appears  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  discovered  the  solution  of  that  ques- 
tion. The  recognized  and  ancient  practice 
of  the  House,  to  which  we  were  all  ac- 
customed, which  we  all  understood,  which 
worked  well,  and  which,  whether  it  worked 
for  or  against  either  party,  was  accepted 
by  them  as  a  natural  consequence  of  the 
system,  was  that  the  majority  should  rule, 
that  the  Government  should  express  the 
mind  of  the  House,  and  should  give  effi- 
ciency to  ita  acts.     That  was  the  time- 
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honoured  and  well-considered  practice. 
But  now,  it  appears,  the  minority  are  to 
rule.  Any  number  of  defeats  do  not  sig- 
nify. "  Thrash  me,  kick  me,  beat  me, 
insult  me,  outrage  me,"  says  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,'*  but  still  I  say,  like  Mr. 
Toots,  it  doesn't  signify,  I  feel  quite  com- 
fortable where  I  am."  Now,  I  am  as- 
tonished  that  the  Tory  country  Gentleman 
have  submitted  to  this  state  of  things  so 
long.  I  am  a  Whig  country  Gentleman, 
and  I  am  not  ashamed  of  the  designation, 
and  according  to  my  notion,  this  state  of 
affairs  is  degrading  to  the  Crown,  disgrace- 
ful to  the  Minister,  and  destnictive  of  the 
just  rights  and  privileges  of  this  House. 
That  is  not  the  only  reason  why  I  am  as- 
tonished at  the  Tory  country  Gentlemen 
submitting  to  a  continuance  of  this.  I  mast 
say,  that  had  I  been  sitting  behind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  I  should  have  been 
aghast  at  seeing  all  that  I  most  valued 
and  honoured  gradually  swept  away  under 
his  protection.  You  have  had  the  benefit 
of  this  system  for  two  years,  and  under 
its  auspices  you  have  seen  carried  a  measure 
which  I  do  not  myself  dread  or  dislike, 
but  which  you  viewed  with  the  greatest 
dislike  and  alarm — a  democratic  Reform 
Bill.  Under  the  same  process  we  are 
likely  to  have  an  inroad  upon  that  great 
institution  which  you  value  above  every- 
thing else — the  Church — for  it  is  no  doubt 
far  easier  to  make  an  inroad  upon  tha( 
deep-rooted,  long-established  institution 
when  we  are  in  the  position  we  now 
occupy  than  if  we  were  sitting  on  the 
opposite  side.  That  is  the  reason  why 
some  of  us  are  very  unwilling  to  see 
a  change  of  Government.  Again,  the 
financial  arrangements  of  the  Government 
are  no  doubt  acceptable  to  this  side  of  the 
House,  because  they  are  in  conformity  with 
our  views;  but  it  has  been  a  matter  of 
the  greatest  astonishment  to  me  that  not 
a  single  Tory  country  Gentleman  has  been 
found  who  has  had  the  courage  to  rise  up 
and  protest,  in  conformity  with  the  doe- 
trine  taught  him  for  twenty  years  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  it  was  not  fair 
or  right  to  the  landed  interest  to  raise  the 
whole  of  the  increased  expenditure  of 
the  country  by  direct  taxation.  I  do  not 
make  these  remarks  in  any  spirit  of  hosti- 
lity. There  is  a  story  told  of  Lady  Mary 
Wortley  Montague  that  she  once  said— 

"  Most  people  wish  their  enemies  to  die.  That 
is  not  mj  wish  at  all.  My  prajer  it,  give  mj 
enemy  the  gout ;  let  bim  feel  what  the  pleasure 
of  that  is ;  let  bim  have  the  atone ;  let  him  know 
what  torture  is." 
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Now,  the  wont  that  I  coald  wish  an 
enemy  would  he  that  he  should  sit  as  a 
Uinister  on  the  Treasury  Benoh  in  the 
drenmstaneeB  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  placed— for  I  cannot  con- 
ceiye  a  position  more  humiliating  to  one's 
sense  of  dignity,  and  more  derogatory  to 
oonstitational  Government.  If  I  were 
hostile  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  friends — if  I  were  animated  hy  feelings 
of  personal  dislike,  my  prayer  would  he 
that  they  should  continue  in  that  position, 
endeavouring  ineffectually  to  carry  on  the 
Government  of  the  country,  endeavouring 
ineffectually  to  support  principles  to  which 
the  majority  of  the  House  wiU  not  adhere, 
and  endeavouring  to  maintain  their  posi- 
tion by  a  policy  which  I  must  designate 
as  a  policy  of  legerdemain. 

Mb.  J.  HAEDY,  as  the  representative 
of  one  of  the  ten  unfortunate  boroughs 
which  were  condemned  on  Monday,  wished 
to  say  a  few  words.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Bouverie)  had  just  related  a 
story  of  Lady  Mary  Wortley  Montague; 
but  he  thought  a  much  milder  saying  was 
that  of  Lord  Chesterfield,  who  held  that  the 
worst  wish  he  had  to  an  enemy  was  that 
he  should  be  married  and  settled  in  the 
country.  Now,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man chose  to  retire  into  the  country  he 
would  not  be  regretted  by  hon.  Members 
who  sat  opposite  to  him.  Now,  with  re- 
ference to  tiie  proposed  alteration  of  the 
vote  of  Monday  last — for  his  own  part,  he 
should  not  be  satisfied  by  the  mere  re- 
scinding of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
'Amendment,  for  he  considered  that  a  vital 
principle  of  the  English  Beform  Bill  had 
been  attacked  by  the  previous  Amendment, 
affecting  ten  English  seats.  Members  on 
both  sides  were  induced  last  year  to  sup- 
port the  Beform  Bill,  under  the  express 
condition  that  there  should  be  no  total 
disfranchisement;  and  it  was  a  most 
monstrous  thing  Uiat  ten  English  boroughs 
that  had  committed  no  sin  should  be  swept 
away  in  order  to  give  additional  seats  to 
Scotland.  Ten  independent  English  Mem- 
bers were  to  be  sacrificed  for  the  benefit 
of  the  most  narrow-minded  constituencies 
in  the  Empire.  As  for  the  boasted  suc- 
cess of  the  grouping  system,  why,  such  a 
rude  and  rigid  line  was  enforced  that  no 
independent  man  dared  to  offer  himself, 
and  if  a  Scotch  Member  ventured  to 
show  any  independence  he  never  ap- 
peared in  the  House  again.  Everybody 
knew  exactly  what  the  ten  additionid 
Scotch   Members  would  be  like;    they 


would  be  like  so  many  brace  of  grouse. 
His  own  borough  (Dartmouth)  had,   he 
thought,  been  treated  in  the  most  shameful 
manner;  indeed,  the  honour  of  the  House 
was  at  stake  in  the  matter.     Last  Session 
a  proposal  to  disfranchise  these  boroughs, 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Portsmouth   (Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee),   was 
defeated  in  a  full  House  by  a  majority  of 
52;  but  on  Monday,  in  a  much  thinner 
House,  there  was  a  majority  of  only  21  for 
it.    Now,  he  regarded  that  as  a  very  unfair 
decision.     He  did  not  say  that  he  should 
have  supported  the   Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Northamp- 
tonshire (Sir  Bainald  Knightley),  for  ho 
had  no  great  fancy  for  giving  additional 
Members  to  Scotland.   He  was  quite  aware 
that  Scotch  Members  were  most  respectable 
persons  at  home  ;  but  when  they  entered 
the  House  it  seemed  to  be  their  business 
to  vote  away  everything  which  a  Constitu- 
tionalist held  dear  in  Church  and  State. 
He  would  not  go  far  as  Charles  II.  in  say- 
ing that  Prosbyterianism  was  not  a  religion 
for  a  gentleman,  for  religion  was  not  con- 
cerned in  this  question ;  but  he  regretted  to 
say  that  the  dominant  religion  of  Scotland 
was  not  conservative.    The  Scotch  Presby* 
terians  were  banded  together  with  Irish 
Boman  Catholics  to  carry  their  measures ; 
how  then  could  they  expect  the  Constitu- 
tional party  in  England  to  support  them  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham,  ready 
to  give  advice,  he  would  not  say  with  less 
than  his  usual  obtrusiveness,  and  who,  as 
he  had  told  them,  was  the  last  man  to  get 
the  House  into  troubled  waters,  had  laid 
all  the  blame  of  what  had  taken   place 
during  the  last  few  months  upon  that  (the 
Minis t^al  side)  of  the  House.     But  that 
side  had  not  been  at  all  to  blame.     Surely 
they  were  not  called  upon  to  accept  ever}-- 
thing  offered  to  them  from  the  other  side. 
The  Government,  pledged  as  they  were 
not  to  disfranchise  totally,  could  not  have 
supported  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter),  and  he  wanted 
to  know  why  the  vote  on  that  proposal 
should  not  be  re-consideied  ?  -  If  this  were 
not  done  he  only  hoped  the  Bill  would  bo 
thrown  up  or  withdrawn;  for  Scotlandcould 
exist  very  well  for  another  Parliament 
without  these  additional  Members.  Several 
of  the  condemned  boroughs  were  in  Devon- 
shire, and  he  protested  against  the  repre- 
sentative power  of  that  county  being  thus 
diminished.     His  own  borough,  moreover, 
had  once  been,  and  might  again  be,  an  im- 
portant port,  and  he  felt  bound  to  protest 
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against  its  diBfranchisement.  If  the  vote 
of  last  Monday  were  supported  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  throw  up  the 
Scotch  Bill. 

M&.  HIBBEET  said,  he  neither  Toted  nor 
paired  the  other  night,  and  was  not  pledged 
on  one  side  or  the  other  ;  hut  he  did  not 
feel  disposed  to  establish  a  principle  of 
rating  in  Scotland  that  had  been  hitherto 
unknown  there.  He  supported  the  Qovern- 
ment  on  the  ratepaying  clauses  of  the 
English  Bill  last  year,  and  was  in  favour 
of  maintaining  it ;  hut  he  could  not  admit 
that  by  agreeing  to  a  different  principle 
for  Scotland,  they  would  necessarily  weaken 
the  principle  adopted  for  England.  The 
law  and  circumstances  of  the  two  countries 
were  quite  different.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  question  at  issue  was  one  the 
solution  of  which  only  called  for  a  little 
practical  common  sense  on  both  sides  of 
the  House.  What  was  the  object  of  the 
Goremment?  That  those  who  were  too 
poor  to  pay  the  rates  should  not  be  put  on 
the  poor-rate  book  and  be  eligible  to  be 
placed  on  the  register.  That  was  equally 
the  object  of  the  House.  He  would  suggest 
an  addition  to  the  clause  providing  that 
ftll  persons  exempted  from  the  payment  of 
poor  rates  should  not  be  placed  on  the 
register.  Such  a  provision  would  only 
leave  out  a  small  number  of  persons  in 
Scotland ;  for  he  had  been  told  that 
throughout  Scotland  the  rates  were  col- 
lected within  9  per  cent,  so  that  the  col- 
lectors did  not  allow  many  persons  to  leave 
their  rates  unpaid.  He  trusted  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  accept  some 
such  compromise  on  this  question,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  some  arrangement  satis- 
factory to  both  parties  might  be  arrived  at. 

Sib  RAINALD  KNIGHTLEY  said,  he 
was  a  Tory  country  Gentleman,  and  he 
hoped  he  was  as  independent  and  as  little 
influenced  by  personal  motives  as  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr. 
Bouverie).  No  man  felt  it  more  deeply 
and  painfully  than  himself  the  existing 
state  of  things,  and  the  only  consideration 
that  induced  him  to  tolerate  it  was  his  hope 
to  put  a  stop  once  for  all  to  any  further 
agitation  on  the  question  of  Keform.  Last 
year  the  Conservative  party  had  made 
enormous,  and,  as  he  thought,  most  disas- 
trous sacrifices,  and  he  for  one  deeply 
regretted  the  course  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment. Those  sacrifices,  however,  were 
made,  and  the  only  hope  was  that  they 
would  have  a  little  peace  for  the  time  to 
come.    He  wished  to  see  the  Scotch  and 

Mr,  J,  Hardy 


Irish  Reform  Bills  settled.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  could  not  settle  them — they 
had  tried  their  hands  at  Eefomi  for  a  good 
many  years  and  failed.  He  did  not  say 
whether  those  on  his  or  the  other  side  of 
the  House  were  most  to  blame  for  that ; 
his  own  party  had  their  share  of  the  blame, 
but  not,  he  maintained,  so  large  a  share  as 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  because  when  in 
opposition  they  were  not  so  factious.  He 
would  tell  hon.  Members  for  Scotland,  "If 
you  wish  to  pass  a  Scotch  Reform  Bill,  and 
to  obtain  ten  additional  Members  for  Scot- 
land, do  not  turn  out  the  Government  at 
the  present  moment.''  Just  let  them  try 
what  chance  they  would  have  of  passing 
such  a  Bill  through  the  House  of  Lords 
with  the  Conservatives  in  Opposition.  He 
did  not  wish  to  see  the  Government  retain 
Office  longer  than  to  settle  the  Reform 
question  in  Scotland  and  Ireland.  Let  tbe 
Government  pass  those  two  Bills  and  then 
let  the  House  turn  them  out  next  day  if 
they  would. 

Mb.  KENDALL  said,  he  was  in  the 
House  on  Monday  night,  and  being  very 
suspicious  about  what  was  going  on  he 
would  not  go  away  to  dine  or  pair.  What 
was  the  state  of  the  House?  The  hoD. 
Member  for  Birmingham  said  that  no  ques- 
tions were  asked  and  no  objections  taken 
in  opposition  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Bouverie).  The 
reason  was  there  was  no  one  there  to  take 
objections.  When  he  came  in  he  found 
five  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench, 
two  behind  them,  and  three  near  him. 
He  also  found  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Bright)  pressing  for  a  division.  ['•  Oh !"] 
He  heard  that  hon.  Member  frequently  say 
"  Divide,  divide.*'  Although  he  was  get- 
ting  old  he  was  very  quick  of  hearing  and 
of  eye.  The  hon.  Member  urged  to-night 
that  as  the  Scotch  Members  were  agreed 
the  English  and  Irish  Members  ought  also 
to  agree  to  pass  the  Amendment.  But 
why  should  forty  or  fifty  Scotch  Members 
destroy  the  principle  of  the  Reform  Bill 
for  England  ?  It  was  not  a  fact,  as  had 
been  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Bouverie),  that  his  Amendment  had 
been  fully  discussed  and  duly  considered 
on  the  Conservative  side  of  the  House. 
No  one  expected  it  to  come  on  so  early. 
Many  Members  were  prepared  for  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
(Mr.  Baxter),  but  there  was  not  the 
slightest  expectation  of  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  coming 
on.    He  did  hope,  notwithstanding  the 
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matiDer  in  which  ho  had  heen  treated,  that 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  give 
Scotland  a  further  chance,  hccause  the 
rote  of  Monday  night  was  a  catch  vote. 
It  was  passed  in  the  ahsence  of  those  who 
were  dining  and  taking  care  of  themselves. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  were  too  quiet  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  and  so  he  stayed 
there  to  watch  them. 

Sib  GEOEGE  BOWYER  said,  they 
were  constantly  hearing  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  taunting  the  Go- 
vernment with  more  or  less  bitterness,  on 
the  ground  that  their  retention  of  Office 
was  calculated  to  bring  the  House  into  a 
humiliating  position.  Sut  nothing  was 
more  calculated  to  produce  that  result 
than  language  such  as  had  been  heard 
that  night  from  the  right  hon«  Member 
for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie).  What 
could  be  more  degrading  to  the  House  and 
the  country  than  the  constant  practice  in 
which  some  hon.  Members  indulged  of 
casting  the  vilest  imputations  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government-— he  did  not  speak 
of  the  present  Government  in  particular. 
If  they  were  to  sit  there  as  an  assembly 
of  Gentlemen,  they  ought  to  give  credit  to 
any  Government  for  acting  on  principles 
of  policy  in  the  performance  of  what  they 
considered  to  be  their  duty  to  tho  country. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House 
were  always  telling  them  that  the  sole 
object  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
bis  Colleagues  was  to  retain  their  places ; 
but  if  the  Opposition  were  always  throw- 
ing such  imputations  on  the  Goyemment, 
might  not  the  Government  retort  by  point- 
ing to  Members  who  might  be  very 
anxious  to  succeed  them,  and  might  they 
not  say  that  these  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
hungry  for  place?  But  if  hon.  Members 
went  on  making  these  imputations  and 
foul  aspersions,  that  House  could  not  fail 
to  be  degraded  in  the  eyes  of  the  country 
and  in  the  eyes  of  the  world.  Let  them 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  might 
sit  upon  the  Treasury  Bench  credit  for 
holding  Office  with  a  sincere  desire  to  per- 
form their  duties ;  and  even  if  they  did 
not  believe  they  were  actuated  by  a  sense 
of  duty,  let  them  at  least  have  tho  good 
manners  to  suppose  they  were,  and  not 
make  these  charges,  which  degraded  the 
House  and  the  whole  country  in  the  eyes 
of  Europe.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Bouverie)  appeared  to  suppose  that 
because  the  Scotch  Members  were  agreed 
in  supporting  the  Amendment  adopted  on 
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Monday  night  the  representatives  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  were  practically  to  abdi- 
cate their  functions  on  the  question  of 
Parliamentary  Reform  for  Scotland,  and 
leave  the  matter  to  be  settled  by  the  Scotch 
Members  alone.  Any  more  unconstitu- 
tional doctrine  he  could  not  imagine,  and 
he  was  surprised  to  hear  such  comments 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham, 
who  had  been  for  many  years  a  Member 
of  that  House,  and  ought  during  that  time 
to  have  learned  something  about  the  Eng- 
lish Constitution.  The  question  touched 
the  constituencies  of  tho  United  Kingdom, 
and  of  course  affected  the  constituency  of 
England  as  well  as  Scotland  ;  and  an  In- 
struction had  even  been  moved  in  Com- 
mittee upon  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  to  dis- 
franchise a  number  of  English  boroughs. 
He  should  have  thought  such  a  proceeding 
most  irregular ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  the  Chair  ruled  that  it  was  a 
thing  that  might  be  done.  If  it  were 
really  within  the  rules  that  governed  their 
proceedings  it  .was  pushing  those  rules  to 
an  extent  bordering  upon  licence  to  dis- 
franchise English  boroughs  upon  an  In- 
struction on  going  into  Committee  on  a 
Scotch  Reform  Bill,  and  thus  to  repeal  an 
Act  of  Parliament  passed  last  year  after 
the  greatest  deliberation  and  tho  fullest 
discussion.  That  appeared  to  him,  he 
owned,  to  be  an  abuse  of  the  proceedings 
of  Parliament.  The  other  question  upon 
which  the  Government  were  placed  in  a 
minority  was  upon  the  Scotch  franchise. 
Now,  if  there  were  to  be  a  simple  house- 
hold franchise  without  rating  for  Scotland 
they  would  have  to  apply  the  same  prin- 
ciple to  England.  He  denied  most  em- 
phatically that  the  Scotch  Members  should 
be  left  to  decide  this  question  upon  prin- 
ciples which  the  other  Members  of  the 
House  thought  were  not  right.  He  con- 
tended that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  had  done  no 
more  than  his  duty  in  affording  the  House 
an  opportunity  of  re-considering  this  sub- 
ject. He  was  certainly  under  the  impres- 
sion that  after  the  decision  of  the  House 
on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter),  on  Monday  even- 
ing, the  House  would  not  proceed  with 
the  consideration  of  the  Scotch  Reform 
Bill  in  Committee ;  and  he  believed  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  was  not  present  during 
the  discussion  which  ensued.  ["  No  !''] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  absent,  at 
all  events,  during  a  portion  of  tho  discus- 
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Bion  ;    and  the  diyision  was  a   snapped 
one  and  was  taken  und^r  a  misapprehen- 
sion.    It  was  therefore  right   that  they 
should  have  a  re-consideration  of  so  im- 
portant a  suhject.     He  thought  the  hon. 
Memher  for   Birmingham  was  again  ex- 
ceedingly unfair  in  saying  that  the  Govern- 
ment cdled  on   them  to  re-consider  the 
decision  on  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  under 
the  threat  of  a  dissolution.     He  certainly 
had  heard  no  threat  of  the  sort,  and  his 
belief  was  that  no  threat  was  intended. 
Any  such  threat  held  out  to  the  House  of 
Commons  in  a  case  of   that  kind  would 
be  a  crime.      He  believed  that  the  Gb- 
vemment  were  hot  capable  of  that  crime, 
and  that,  whether  they  were  or  not,  they 
would  not  commit  it.     With  regard  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Percy 
Wyndham),  who  had  moved  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling them  to  enter  upon  that  discussion, 
he  was  perfectly  at  a  loss  to  know  what 
was  the  object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
making  that  speech.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
dealt  largely  in  that  species  of  declamation 
which   he  had  already    deprecated,   and 
which  he  still  most  sincerely  deprecated. 
On  a  question  regarding  the  Scotch  Reform 
Bill  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  into  a 
mere  attack  of  the  Government ;  and  he 
could  not  but  think  it  would  have  been 
better  to  avoid  a  discussion  which  must 
necessarily  be  of  a  personal  and  offensive 
character,  and  which  could  not  conduce  in 
any  manner  to  the  decision  of  the  import- 
ant questions  which  they  had  before  them. 
In  conclusion,  he  had  spoken  as  an  impar- 
tial observer.     ['*  Oh  !"J     It  was  not  very 
often  that  he  took  part  in  what  might  be 
called  party  debates  in  that  House,  and,  he 
repeated,  he  had  spoken  as  an  impartial 
observer,  uttering  freely  what  he  believed 
it  to  be  his*  duty  to  say,  as  no  one  else 
had  said  it. 

Colonel  LOYD  LINDSAY  said,  the 
remarks  that  had  just  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  George  Bowyer)  were  made 
in  the  same  spirit  in  which  he  himself 
wished  very  briefly  to  address  the  House ; 
for  after  the  taunts  thrown  out  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  against 
Conservative  country  Gentlemen  he  could 
not  allow  his  speech  to  remain  wholly  un- 
answered. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  was  astonished  that  country  Gentlemen 
on  that  side  could  continue  to  support  a 
Government  which  was  conducting  public 
affairs  in  the  more  than  questionable 
manner  he  had  described.     For  his  own 

Sir  Qeorge  Bowyer 


part  he  (Colonel  Lindsay)  wai  astonished 
that  a  country  Gentleman  could  impute 
such  mean  and  paltry  motives  to  any  body 
of  Gentlemen  who  were  endeavonring  to 
serve  Her  Majesty  and  the  country.     His 
own  feeling  was  that  Her  Majes^s  Mi- 
nisters were,  under  g^reat  difficulties,  ful- 
filling a  most  important  duty  at  great  per- 
sonal sacrifices  to  themselves.  J^Zau^hUr.} 
It  might  cause  a  laugh  to  some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  that  the  Members  of  a 
Government  should  be  supposed  capable 
of  doing  their  duty  to  their  Sovereign  and 
their  country   at  some  sacrifice  of  their 
own  feelings ;  but  he  was  sure  that  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the  Opposition 
Benches  must  be  perfectly  ashamed  of  the 
manner  in  which  not  only  in  that  House, 
but  constantly  in  private  on  all  occasions, 
the  most  mean   and  paltry  motives  were 
attributed  to  the  Government  for  remain- 
ing in  Office.     He  regretted  exceedingly 
that  a  speech  of  that  character  had  been 
made  that  evening  from  that  (the  Minis- 
terial) side  of  the  House.     Such  an  attack 
as  that  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Cum- 
berland (Mr.  Percy  Wyndham)  had  directed 
against  those  by  whose  side  he  sat  and  to 
whose  party  he  professed  to  belong  ought 
not  to  be  made  in  the  hasty  and  precipi- 
tate manner  they  had  just  witnessed.    If 
an  Independent  Member  below  the  Gang- 
way might  give  advice  to  the  Government 
as  to  how  long  they  were  to  continue  in 
Office  and  what  course  they  ought  to  pur- 
sue, he  hoped  that  one  Independent  Mem- 
ber might  give  advice  to  another ;  and 
availing  himself  of  that  privilege  he  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Cumberland  to 
listen  to  a  few  words  taken  from  a  well- 
known  classic    author.      The   Spect^ior, 
describing  the  establishment  of  Sir  Roger 
de  Coverley  in  the  country,  and  speaking 
of  Sir  Roger's  pack  of  hounds,  said-* 

"  I  was  at  the  same  time  delighted  in  ohaerfing 
that  deference  which  the  rest  of  the  pack  paid  to 
each  particular  hound,  according  to  the  oharacter 
he  bad  acquired  among  them.  If  they  were  at 
fault  and  an  old  hound  of  reputation  opened  tNit 
once,  he  was  immediately  followed  by  the  whole 
cry ;  while  a  raw  dog  might  ha?e  yelped  his  heart 
out  without  being  taken  notice  of." 

He  trusted  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
might  continue  to  carry  the  very  important 
measures  they  had  in  hand,  which  every- 
one knew  they  were  endeavouring  under  a 
conscientious  sense  of  duty  to  bring  to  a 
satisfactory  issue.  Let  those  measures  be 
carried,  and  he  was  convinced  that  nothing 
would  induce  the  Government  to  remain 
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in  the  very  UDpleasant  position  they  now 
occupied. 

Sm  HARRY  VERNEY  said,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  who  had  juBt  ad- 
dressed the  House  had  not  dealt  with  the 
real  difficulty  of  the  present  circumstances. 
He  charged  the  Opposition  with  imputing 
unworthy  motives  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ;  but  the  main  point  to  be  dealt 
with  was  whether  the  Conservative  Mem- 
bers themselves  did  not  disapprove  the 
course  pursued  by  the  Government.  The 
statement  he  ought  to  have  grappled  with 
was  what  they  had  heard  firom  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire  (Sir  Rainald 
Enightley),  who  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment bad  carried  measures  which  were 
disastrous  and  fatal,  and  that  the  great 
body  of  the  Conservative  party  so  regarde<l 
them.  That  was  the  light  in  which  they 
were  viewed  by  the  men  whom  he  had 
been  accustomed  to  look  upon  as  the  chief 
Gentlemen  of  England.  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Northamptonshire  said  that 
his  party  had  supported  measures  which 
they  themselves  believed  to  be  disastrous. 
["  No !  "]  Aye,  but  they  did,  though. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel 
Loyd  Lindsay)  charged  the  Opposition 
with  imputing  motives  to,  and  speaking 
harshly  of,  their  opponents ;  but  he  must 
say,  as  one  of  the  oldest  Members  of  the 
House,  that  he  had  never  heard  anything 
spoken  there  against  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite which  was  nearly  so  violent  or  so 
strong  as  the  language  used  by  one  of  their 
own  most  respected  Members.  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Huntingdon 
(General  Peel)  had  told  them  the  Treasury 
Bench  ought  to  be  sent  to  the  British 
Museum  as  a  curiosity,  as  the  Bench 
for  the  honour  of  sitting  on  which  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  were  willing  to  sacri- 
fice all  other  honour.  For  himself,  as  a 
Whig  country  Gentleman,  he  said  there 
were  things  far  more  important  than  the 
transfer  of  any  party  from  one  side  of  the 
House  to  the  other;  and  among  those 
things  were,  the  honour  of  Parliament, 
political  honour  and  consistency,  and  the 
respect  which  the  country  should  entertain 
for  its  representatives.  An  injury  had 
been  done  to  the  character  of  Parliament. 
That  was  what  he  imputed  to  hon.  Gen« 
tlemen  opposite,  and  not  any  base  personal 
motives,  of  which  he  knew  nothing.  On 
the  eontrary,  such  were  the  labours  under- 
gone by  Miniiters,  who  were  also  Members 
of  that  House,  and  so  great  the  pecuniary 
Morifieei 9  by  relinqaii£ing  profitable  pro- 


I  fessions  and  business,  that  he  felt  that  tho 
country  was  hardly  aware  how  much  was 
owing  to  thoBC  who  transacted  tho  business 
of  the  State. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  Sir,  I 
shall  contribute  but  very  slightly  to  what 
I  may  call  the  personal  and  almost  offen- 
sive character  of  the  greater  portion  of 
this  debate  ;  for  I  think  I  shall  best  con- 
sult the  dignity  of  the  Ministry  itself  and 
that  of  the  House  if  I  abstain  from  no- 
ticing many  of  the  remarks  which  have 
been  made  ;  and  certainly  I  should  be 
doing  wrong  to  my  own  feelings  were  I 
to  attempt  to  retaliate.  But  when  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Buckingham 
(Sir  Harry  Vemey)  stands  up  and  telJs  us 
that  ho  imputes  to  the  great  body  of  Gen- 
tlemen sitting  on  this  side  the  House  not 
personal  but  political  dishonesty,  and  pro- 
fesses, as  others  have  done,  that  he  re- 
presents the  majority  of  this  House,  I 
must  tell  him  that  both  he  and  they  aro 
grossly  neglecting  their  duty  if,  believing 
what  they  state,  they  do  not  take  imme- 
diate steps  to  put  an  end  to  an  exhibition 
which  they  tell  us  is  a  disgrace  to  the 
country  and  to  the  Parliament  in  which 
they  sit.  For  such  a  proceeding  I  long. 
When  the  time  shall  come  to  vindicate  my 
personal  or  political  honour,  I  shall  not 
be  wanting,  at  least,  in  my  efforts  to  do 
so.  Passing  to  the  subject  more  imme- 
diately under  our  consideration,  I  proceed 
to  notice  an  observation  which  has  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmar- 
nock. He  states  that  there  was  no  reason 
for  saying  that  the  division  of  the  other 
night  was  sudden  and  unexpected.  Let  me 
speak  for  myself.  There  is  no  question 
on  which  I  have  taken  greater  interest 
than  that  rating  and  the  personal  payment 
of  rates  should  be  the  foundation  of  the 
Parliamentary  franchise ;  but  after  tho 
division  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose,  understanding  that  fur- 
ther progress  with  the  consideration  of  tho 
Scotch  Reform  Bill  in  Committee  would 
not  be  pressed  that  night,  I  left  the  House, 
and  only  returned — and  returned  by  mere 
accident— at  the  last  moment,  before  tho 
division  on  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock.  I  under- 
stand that  those  who  represented  tho 
party  opposite  stated  to  many  Friends  on 
the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House  that 
there  was  to  be  no  further  progress  with 
the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  that  night,  and 
the  consequence  was  that  many  Members 
who  would  otherwise  have  remained  in 
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the  House  were  absent  from  the  division. 
I  say  this  in  my  own  vindication,  becauso 
it  would  have  been  my  duty  to  remain  on 
this  (the  Treasury)  Bench  if  I  had  thought 
tliat  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  would  have 
been  proceeded  with.  No  imputation  can 
be  made  against  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie)  on  the  score 
of  not  having  given  full  Notice  of  his 
Amendment ;  for,  as  he  has  himself  said, 
ho  gave  Notice  of  the  Motion  some  time 
ago,  and  it  was  on  the  Paper  for  the 
Business  of  that  night;  but,  believing  that 
the  House  would  resume  immediately  after 
resolving  into  Committee,  I  certainly  was 
surprised,  when  I  came  back  to  the  House, 
to  find  that,  instead  of  Supply  being  pro- 
ceeded with,  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  was 
being  considered  in  Committee.  1  have 
only  one  word  to  say  to  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Percy  Wyndham)  who  introduced  the 
present  discussion.  I  am  very  far  from 
thinking,  like  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber behind  me  (Colonel  Loyd  Lindsay), 
that  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cumberland  was  unprepared; 
for,  in  fact,  it  was  prepared,  but  for  a 
totally  different  state  of  things  from  that 
which  has  actually  occurred.  In  the  first 
place,  my  hon.  Friend  docs  not  appear  to 
have  read  accurately  the  Reform  Bill  of 
last  year ;  for  he  imagines  that  the  Com- 
mission appointed  to  inquire  into  the  ques- 
tion of  Boundaries  was  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion, whereas  it  was  a  Parliamentary  Com- 
mission. Therefore,  to  say  that  Parlia- 
ment might  deal  with  the  question  of 
Boundaries  as  it  thinks  proper  was  not 
such  an  extravagant  assertion  as  my  hon. 
Friend  supposes.  In  the  next  place,  my 
hon.  Friend  attacked  the  Government  for 
abandoning  the  principle  of  rating,  al- 
though my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Disraeli) 
bad  just  given  Notice  that,  so  far  from 
abandoning  the  principle  of  rating,  we 
proposed  to  ask  the  House  to  re-consider 
its  former  decision.  It  was  further  stated 
that  threats  have  been  held  out  to  the 
House  by  the  Government  as  to  what  would 
follow  in  certain  contingencies ;  whereas 
the  only  observations  on  that  point  were 
made  by  my  hon.  Friend  himself,  who  said 
that  we  ought  to  have  told  the  House  what 
we  intended  to  do  with  Parliament  in  case 
wo  should  be  unable  to  carry  our  proposal. 
I  state  this  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  the  hon.  Member  has  no  foundation 
for  the  attack  he  has  made  upon  the  Go- 
yemment.  I  say  again  that  we  are  pre- 
pared at  any  moment  to  meet  the  charges 
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brought  forward  in  this  desultory  man- 
ner, if  they  arc  submitted  to  the  House 
in  such  a  shape  that  we  can  fairly  deal 
with  them.  That  is  what  we  desire.  I 
do  not  know  that  there  is  any  Gentleman 
on  this  Bench  who  would  not  say  that  we 
have  painful  and  difficult  duties  to  dis- 
charge, or  who  would  not  acknowledge 
that  from  day  to  day  and  from  hour  to 
hour  our  difficulties  are  increasing;  but 
at  the  same  time  we  may  entertain  a  sense 
of  duty  which  prevents  us  from  ignoring 
the  obligations  which  we  owe  to  ourselves, 
to  our  Friends,  to  this  House,  and  to  the 
country  at  large.  For  myself,  I  defy  any 
Gentleman  to  say  that  we  have  done  any- 
thing inconsistent  at  least  with  personal 
honour ;  and  if  any  one  wishes  to  impute 
to  us  political  dishonour,  the  way  to  bring 
that  accusation  to  a  test  is  to  submit  a 
distinct  Motion  to  this  House. 

Mb.  OSBORNE :  We  are  again  engaged 
in  personal  discussion,  and  we  know  that 
nothing  so  delights  the  House  as  baiting  a 
Minister.  But,  in  my  mind,  this  proceed- 
ing has  gone  a  little  to  far  ;  and  I  think 
that  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  talk  so 
loudly  of  the  honour  of  Parliament  would 
best  consult  that  honour  by  not  indulging 
so  much  in  these  miserable  discussions, 
which  can  lead  to  no  practical  result.  I 
for  one,  have  no  political  sympathy  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  on  the 
opposite  Benches  ;  but  to  them  I  impute 
no  dishonest  or  dishonourable  motives.  I 
have  still  less  sympathy  with  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  Tory  country  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Sir  George  Bowyer) 
who  defends  the  Ministers  on  every  possible 
occasion.  But  this  I  will  say — that  neither 
as  a  Whig  country  Gentleman  nor  as  a 
Tory  country  Gentleman,  but  as  a  sort  of 
nondescript  country  Gentleman — ^that  if  I 
thought,  as  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Eilmamook  thinks,  I  would  not  be  satis- 
fied with  making  speeches  of  the  kind  he 
has  made,  but  I  would  test  the  opinion  of 
this  House  by  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confi- 
dence. I  say,  moreover,  as  a  Member  of 
the  Opposition  who  wishes  to  transplant 
the  Gentlemen  opposite  to  the  more  con- 
genial atmosphere  of  this  side  of  the 
House,  that,  whatever  steps  I  might  take 
on  that  point,  I  would  not  be  content  to 
come  down  here  night  after  night  inter- 
fering with  the  Public  Business;  but  I 
would  come  forward  either  to  support  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Seijeant 
the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Seijeant 
Armstrong),  or  to  antieipato  that  Motion, 
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and  ask  the  House  to  declare  whether,  in 
its  opinion,  the  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  are  or  are  hot  deserving  of  the  con- 
fidence of  the  House.  What  is  the  x>osition 
we  are  placing  ourselyes  in  ?     Night  after 
night  we   move   adjournments,  we  take 
every  opportunity  of  scandalizing  the  Mi- 
nisters, and  imputing  the  basest  motives 
to  them ;  but  we  are  positively  afraid  to 
say  that  we  have  no  confidence  in  them. 
I  say  that  I  have  myself  no  confidence  in 
their  discretion ;    but  I   do  not  impute 
these  unworthy  motives  to  them.     [Mr. 
BoFVEBiE  :  Neither  do  I.]  Well,  certainly, 
if  you    love   them  your  brotherly  affec- 
tion is  expressed  in  a  most  extraordinary 
manner.    All  I  say  is,  Don't  love  me  after 
the  same  fashion.     I  pray  the  House  to 
consider  one  thing.     The  representative 
institutions   in    this    country   are   going 
rather  to  a  discount.     The  people  out  of 
this  House  view   our  proceedings    with 
some  distrust.     There  is  but  one  Parlia- 
mentary way  of  expressing  want  of  con- 
fidence in  a  Ministry,  and  I  say  that  we 
are  bound  to  adopt  that  mode  if  we  think 
the  Ministry  do  not  deserve  our  confi- 
dence.    I  am  not  going  to  give  any  pledge 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Serjeant  Armstrong)  as  to  the  course 
which  I  may  pursue  in  reference  to  his 
Motion.     I  certainly  will  not  move  a  Vote 
of  Want  of  Confidence  myself;  and  I  think 
that  if  other  Members  are  wise  they  will 
not  move  it.     I  will  tell  you  why.     [An 
Hon.  Mjbmbeb  :  Because  they  cannot  carry 
it.]     That  I  know  nothing  about ;  and  I 
leave  it  to  those  older  hounds  who  can 
yelp  for  the  pack.     But  we  all  know  that 
this  Parliament  is  coming  to  a  rapid  end. 
We  are  all  agreed  that  it  ought  to  be 
brought  to  a  rapid  end.      Let  the  Govern- 
ment push  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Reform 
Bills.     They  do  not  lie  upon  a  bed  of 
roses.     It  cannot  be  agreeable  to  any  men 
to  hear  what  is  said  of  them  in  this  House 
night  after  night,  and  not  be  able  to  notice 
it  elsewhere.      1  say  that  the   sensible 
course  for  Parliament  to  pursue  is  to  pass 
the  Scotch  and  Irish  Reform  Bills  in  the 
best  way  we  can,  and  to  get  rid  of  these 
miserable  discussions  and  this  still  more 
miserable  House.     If  you  are  not  prepared 
to  do  that,  then  come  forward  with  a  Vote 
of  Want  of  Confidence ;  and  if  that  Mo- 
tion is  brought  forward,  it  will  be  met,  if 
not  by  discussion,  at  least  it  will  be  met 
in  such  a  way  as  the  character  of  the  Minis- 
try justly  entitles  the  House  to  give  them 
credit  for. 


Mb.  MONCREIFF  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Ministry  if  ho  would  put  upon  the 
Paper  any  alterations  which  he  might  in- 
tend to  make  in  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill, 
in  addition  to  those  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice  ?  It  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
hon.  Members  should  know  whether  those 
words  are  to  stand  by  themselves,  or  whe- 
ther they  were  to  be  accompanied  by  any 
other  alterations.  He  must,  however,  say 
one  word  with  reference  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. He  said  that  he  was  taken  by 
surprise  the  other  evening — that  he  under- 
stood it  was  not  intended  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  on  that 
night.  If  that  was  really  the  case,  he 
must  say  that  the  Scotch  Members  had 
the  greatest  reason  to  complain.  They 
appealed  night  after  night  to  allow  these 
Scotch  and  Irish  Bills  to  go  through,  and 
they  were  told  by  the  Government  night 
after  night  that  their  only  desire  was 
to  wind  up  the  Session  at  the  earliest 
period,  and  that  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill 
should  stand  for  a  day  on  which  it  should 
really  be  taken  up.  On  Monday  night, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  placed  the  Boun- 
daries Bill  before  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill ; 
and  now  it  appeared  that,  after  a  division 
upon  my  hon.  Friend's  the  Member  for 
Montrose  Motion,  he  did  not  intend  to  go 
on  with  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill — for  what 
reasons  and  with  what  view  he  was  en- 
tirely unaware.  And  then,  when  they 
agreed  to  a  Resolution  respecting  a  matter 
relating  to  Scotland,  they  were  suddenly 
thrown  into  a  Ministerial  crisis.  If  they 
were  to  have  a  Ministerial  crisis  on  every 
clause  of  this  Scotch  Reform  Bill,  there 
were  a  good  many  Amendments  on  the 
Paper,  they  would  therefore  have  plenty  of 
them.  They  did  not  desire  to  embarrass 
the  Government  by  these  Amendments. 
They  related  to  matters  of  Scotch  detail. 
This  matter  about  the  rating  was  not  in- 
tended to  defeat  the  Ministers,  but  to 
apply  to  Scotland  the  principle  upon  which 
a  Reform  Bill  could  work  in  that  country; 
and  he  did  not  think  it  reasonable  that 
when  the  House  came  to  a  decision  upon 
such  a  point,  they  were  to  have  a  Govern- 
ment crisis  thrown  in  their  face. 

Mb.  SCOURFIELD  wished  to  explain 
the  vote  he  had  give  the  other  night  on 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Men* 
trose.  He  voted  in  the  minority  against 
that  Motion,  and  if  that  had  been  nega< 
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tivod,  he  should  also  have  voted  against  only  nine*  knots  speed  when  the  Moispur 

the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem-  ram,  of  less  tonnage,  was  to  have  twelve 

her    for    Northamptonshire.      He    quite  knots ;   has  Captain  Coles  heen  oonsalted 

agreed  with  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  or  allowed   to  see  the   drawings  of  the 

for  Dundalk  (Sir  George  Bowyer),  that  it  turret  ships  proposed  and  those  now  boild- 

was  rather  straining  the  rules  of  the  House  ing   for  our   Colonies  ;    and  why  should 

by  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  on  a  not  the  turret-ship  Glutton  be  a  ram  as 

Scotch  Bill  to  give  power  to  disfranchise  well  as  the  Hotspur  ? 

English  boroughs.    He  did  not  think  Scot-  Mb.    CORRY  said,  in  reply,  that  he 

land  stood  in  need  of  any  additional  Mem-  might  venture  to  avail  himself  of   this 

hers.      Instead   of    ten  more,   he  rather  opportunity  to  make  an  explanation  with 

thought  if  she  had  ten  less,  considering  reference  to  the  name  of  one  of  the  vessels 

the  sagacity  and  organization  of  the  Scotch  which,  as  it  stood  in  the  Question  of  the 

Members,   they  would   be  quite   able  to  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  was  not  very 

hold  their  own  both  as  against  England  creditable  to  the  good  taste  of   the  Ad- 

and  Ireland.  miralty  in   naval    nomenclature.      They 

^r  .,        ,     ,              ..,  ,  might  hope  that  if  the  ship  in  question 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn.  ^^^^  J^^  be  engaged  with  an  enemy  she 

would  prove  a  "Olutton"  in  the  meta- 

IRELAND— ARBOUR   UILL  GARRISON  phorical  sense  of  the  word  :    but,  in  fact, 

CUAPEL.— QUESTION.  her  name  was  not  the  Olutton,  but  the 

Ma.  POLLA-llD-URQUHART  said,  he  ^^^'f*'  »?^  ^^*  ^^  ''t»."^"*1  "^'"^i,' 

would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  ^'^^  ^^'•'^'  ^'''"'f'',  t'^^®"^  •>'    *'«' 

for  War,  Whether  it  is  true  that  an  order  ^*  T    '^\  succeeded  in  beabng  off  a 

has  been  given  for  the  discontinuanco  of  French  squadron  by  which  she  had  been 

Presbyterian  Service  in  the  Arbour  Hill  attacked  mainly  in  consequence  of  the 

Gorriion  Chapel  in  Dublin,  where  it  has  l"*"  ""^^'^  "^  her  guns.     He  could  not 

been  held  for  the  last  eighteen  years,  and  "^  ^f  f  T    k!  •    ^     *i      *  -i""; 

for  the  future  celebration  of  the  same  in  a  ""id   gallant  Members  Queshon  without 

school  house  >  making  a  speech.     He  would,  therefore, 

Sib  JOHN   PAKINQTOIf,   in  reply,  f^l  °*"«"«  **"»*  ^'^^f  'J}^''^^  .*»'.  f' 

said,  it  was  quite  true  that  the  order  in  ^^l^^''  Pa'POf  '^ere  bu.lt  on  principles 

question  had   been  given.     The  Chapel  ^\'''\'l^'^ ^^""^  inapphcable  to  vessels 

2ad  originally  been  consecrated  as  a  place  f '^l^^  ,^  '«?-8''l"8  ^P"   »«P^^*  ''^ 

of  wo4ip  in  connection  with  the  Church  ''^I»"8  f.^'""  ^^  weathers     He  was 

of  England,  and  it  was  iUegal  that  it  should  V^^'^^         *         ^Z  w''*i?    ^        1 

be  used  fo^  worship  by  any  other  denomi-  *»?'^ ^  ^VJ  ^t         ,^  i*'^  ^°°-  '""^ 

nation.  The  iUegaUty  had  not  been  noticed  8'^^'"'?  ^«°;*«'  '^  ^«  ~"^<^  "^f^  »?""  ^Z 

till  a  short  timefince.  when  the  Archbishop  '^''t-'"*  'n?K         «'««>°'»W«.4««'  »^ 

of  Dublin  wrote  a  letter  on  the  subject ;  S!"  w^^  all  the  necessary  quahties,  co«Jd 

and,  in  consequence,  the  order  in  qu(dtion  ^  P\"*^  T^  ^^  ''">Y,  "^  !~°-     ^« 

had  been  given,  which,  if  this  prSUeding  ^^^i^K"  of  the  proposed  turret  ship  were 

i.««  «o«B..I  „v,Jrvo;„    k«    p^»  ^^^   A^^r^Ur  ^^  *  forward  state,  and  would  be  referred 

.  ^        '  to  the  turret  itself,  and  the  arrangements 

in  connection  with  it. 
NAVY—THE    "GLATTON"    AND 

*•  HOTSPUR."— QUESTION. 

Captain  MACKINNON  said,  he  would  COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  AUSTAIA. 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  oTnMrrrnw 
If  it  is  true  that  a  vessel  of  only  2,700  QUissnow. 
tons,  the  Olutton,  can  be  built  to  carry  two  Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
twenty- five  ton  guns,  with  from  twelve  to  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
fourteen  inches  of  armour,  to  be  available  reign  Affairs,  When  the  new  Tariff  will 
for  the  MediteiTanean  or  wherever  re-  come  into  operation,  which,  in  the  Corn- 
quired,  of  what  use  would  any  of  our  raercial  Treaty  between  this  Country  and 
four,  five,  or  six  thousand  ton  broadside  Austria,  was  fixed  to  take  date  on  the  1st 
ships  be  against  her,  with  their  eight  and  January  1867;  and  especially,  whether 
nine-'inch  armour,  except  to  run  away ;  it  will  come  into  operation  simaltanaonsly 
why  should  the  Oluttm  turret  ship  have  with  the  new  Tariff  fixed  in  the  CSom- 

Mr.  Soourfield 
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mereial  Treaty  between  Anstria  and  the 
ZoUyerein — ^namely,  on  the  1  at  Jane  of  this 
year? 

LoBi)  STANLEY  said,  he  regretted  to 
state  that  the  negotiations  on  this  subject 
bad  not  yet  been  brought  to  a  final  con- 
clusion. The  GoTemment  were  fully  alive 
to  the  importance  of  the  sabject,  which 
continued  to  occupy  their  attention.  On 
two  occasions  there  had  been  a  temporary 
suspension  of  the  negotiations  at  the  urgent 
request  of  the  Austrian  Government,  in 
consideration  of  the  many  internal  diffi- 
culties in  which  that  country  was  involved, 
and  also  in  consideration  of  the  sincere 
desire  which  it  was  believed  Baron  Beust 
entertained  to  fulfil  the  intentions  his  Go- 
vernment had  expressed  towards  this  coun- 
try. The  new  Tarifi^,  therefore,  could  not 
come  into  operation  upon  the  1st  of  June  ; 
but  he  hoped  before  long  to  be  able  to  give 
the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  House  more 
ample  and  satisfactory  information  on  the 
subject  than  he  could  do  at  present.  Under 
what  was  commonly  known  as  the  Favoured 
Nation  Clause,  England  would  derive  the 
benefit  of  a  considerable  reduction  of  du> 
ties  in  the  new  tariff  fixed  in  the  com- 
mercial treaty  between  Austria  and  the 
ZoUverein. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Is  it  a  correct 
supposition  that  the  Treaty  between  Aus- 
tria and  the  ZoUverein  is  fixed  to  come 
into  operation  on  the  1st  June  ? 

Loan  STANLEY :  I  am  not  informed. 


DESIGNS  FOR  THE  COURTS  OFJUSTICB. 

QUJBSTION. 

Mb.  pease  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Attorney  General 
has  been  received  on  the  legality  of  the 
award  of  the  Judges  of  Designs  for  the 
Law  Courts;  and  what  is  the  nature  of  that 
opinion,  if  delivered  to  the  Treasury  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General 
on  the  legality  of  the  award  of  the  Judges 
of  De8ig:ns  for  the  new  Law  Courts  had 
been  received  and  considered.  The  Go- 
Temment were  of  opinion  that  they  might 
submit  to  the  House  any  proposition  they 
might  think  proper  upon  the  subject,  ond 
they  would  consider  what  that  proposition 
should  be. 


ELECTRIC  TELEGRAPHS   BILL« 

QVESTIOK. 

Mb.  graves  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  it 
is  his  intention  to  proceed  with  the  Elec- 
tric Telegraphs  Bill  this  Session  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  he  wished  to  proceed 
with  the  Telegraphs  Bill  this  Session,  and 
he  felt  that  commercial  gentlemen  were 
extremely  desirous  to  see  that  Bill  passed. 
He  alsd  believed  that  the  House  would  be 
glad  to  have  the  opportunity  of  passing  it; 
but  the  only  chance  of  being  able  to  do  so 
would  be  to  have  a  Morning  Sitting  ;  and 
if  the  House  would  assent  to  that  ho  would 
endeavour  to  make  arrangements  for  the 
purpose. 


ARMY— DEFECTIVE  AMMUNITION. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  HERBERT  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  case  that  the  Brigade  of 
Guards  have  very  lately  been  obliged  to 
abandon  the  usual  annual  rifle  practice  at 
Aldershot  on  account  of  some  serious  de- 
fects in  the  ammunition,  which  it  is  said 
caused  some  of  the  rifles  to  burst  and 
others  to  be  so  damaged  as  to  be  useless ; 
and  whether  he  will  state  to  the  House 
the  cause  of  such  serious  defects ;  whether 
any  casualties  happened  to  the  men  on 
account  of  them ;  how  many  rifles  wero 
damaged ;  and  what  steps  will  be  taken  to 
remedy  these  evils  for  the  future  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON.  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  true  that  the  usual  annual  rifle 
practice  of  the  Brigade  of  Guards  at  Aider- 
shot  had  been  interrupted  in  consequence 
of  Ave  accidents  that  occurred  to  the  rifles. 
He  believed  that  that  practice  was  going 
to  be  immediately  resumed ;  but  he  was 
not  prepared  to  admit  that  the  accidents 
were  caused  by  any  serious  defects  in  tho 
ammunition.  One  barrel  A^'st,  and  tho 
other  four  guns  were  slightly  damaged. 
The  authorities  had  endeavoured  to  traco 
the  cause ;  and  certainly  in  one  case,  and 
he  believed  in  more,  the  cause  was  the 
accidental  use  of  cartridges  invented  when 
the  Snider  was  first  adopted,  but  which 
were  condemned  as  defective.  At  the  same 
time,  in  one  of  the  five  cases  it  was  proved 
'that  one  of  tho  cartridges  now  in  uso  was 
defective,  and  in  consequence  7,000  car- 
tridgea  wero   sent  dowu  for   immediato 
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trial,  one  in  ten  being  opened  and  closely 
examined.  From  the  result  of  the  trial  he 
was  disposed  to  believe  that  the  accidents 
must  be  rather  classed  among  those  casu- 
alties which  from  time  to  time  would  hap- 
pen in  the  use  of  fire- arms.  An  inquiry 
was  now  being  prosecuted  with  the  yiew 
of  ascertaining  whether  any  improvement 
could  be  made  in  the  general  construction 
of  the  cartridge,  and  ho  could  assure  the 
House  that  no  pains  would  be  spared  to 
make  the  cartridges  supplied  to  the  army 
as  safe  and  as  useful  as  possible.  One  of 
the  men  was  slightly  hurt,  but  no  serious 
casualty  occurred. 

UNITED  STATES  IRON-CLADS. 
QITESnON. 

Lord  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  attention  of  Govern- 
ment  has  been  called  to  the  reported  sale 
of  Iron  clads  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  to  South  American  Govern- 
ments who  are  now  in  a  state  of  war  ; 
if  this  be  true,  whether  such  an  act  is 
consistent  with  the  principles  of  neutrality 
laid  down  by  this  Country  and  by  the 
United  States  ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  any  Papers 
connected  witli  the  reported  sale  of  such 
vessels  ? 

LoBD  STANLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
he  had  received  no  official  information  re- 
specting the  alleged  sale  of  Iron-clads  by 
the  United  States'  Government  to  the 
South  American  Governments,  and  there- 
fore he  was  not  in  a  position  to  express 
any  opinion  upon  the  subject. 


IRELAND— BIBLE   DEPOT   AT  QUEENS- 
TOWN.^QUESTION. 

Mk.  long  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  following 
statement  of  facts — namely,  that  a  clergy- 
man of  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland,  the  llev.  M.  A.  C.  Collis, 
has  been  threatened  with  assassination  by 
a  person  styling  himself  "  a  good  Catholic,'' 
unless  he,  Dr.  Cbllis,  would  undertake  to 
close  the  Bible  Depot  at  Queenstown  within 
four  days ;  whether  the  above  statement 
is  correct ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment have  deemed  it  their  duty  to  take 
any  steps  to  discover  and  to  prosecute  the 
person  who  subscribed  the  above*mentioned 
document  ? 

Sir  John  PakingUm 


The  Earl  of  MAYO,  in  reply,  said,  the 
constabulary  of  Queenstown  had  reported 
some  days  ago  that  on  the  13th  of  this 
month  the  Eev.  Br.  Collis,  of  Queenstown, 
had  received  a  letter  of  the  character  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member.  The  con- 
stabulary were  using  every  endeavour  to 
discover  the  writer  of  that  letter,  and  he 
hoped  their  exertions  would  be  successful. 

THE  ASSISTANT  JUDGE  OF  SIERRA 
LEONE  ^QUESTION. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  for  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  Mr.  Horatio  Hoggins, 
recently  appointed  to  the  office  of  Assistant 
Judge  in  the  Colony  of  Sierra  Leone,  has 
ever  been  called  to  the  English  Bar,  and 
whether  he  is  the  same  person  whose  judg- 
ments while  sitting  as  sole  Judge  in  the 
Supreme  Court  at  Sierra  Leone  were 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
last  Session ;  And  whether  the  Colonial 
Office  has  received  a  Communication  from 
Mr.  Rainy,  a  properly  qualified  advocate 
4)ractising  at  the  Bar  of  that  Country, 
setting  forth  further  facts  having  reference 
to  that  gentleman,  and  demanding  an  in- 
quiry ? 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dudley  had  four  or 
five  times  placed  Questions  of  a  character 
similar  to  that  which  he  now  asked  upon 
the  Notice  Paper,  without  coming  down 
to  the  House  to  enable  a  reply  to  be  given 
to  them.  He  thought  that  this  was  sc^^y 
the  right  course  for  any  hon.  Member  to 
take.  In  reply  to  the  first  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  he  had  to  state  that  Mr. 
Horatio  Huggins  had  been  called  to  the 
English  Bar,  though  the  Question  seemed 
to  imply  that  he  had  not  been  called  to 
that  Bar,  and  was  therefore  not  a  fit  peraon 
to  fill  the  position  to  which  he  had  been 
appointed.  In  answer  to  the  second  Ques- 
tion he  had  to  state  that  Mr.  Huggios' 
judgments  had  been  noticed  in  that  House 
last  year,  and  that  the  allegations  made 
against  them  had  been  proved  to  be  un- 
founded ;  and  in  answer  to  the  third  Ques- 
tion he  had  to  state  that  communicatioDS 
had  been  received  from  Mr.  Rainy,  whose 
statements  had  been  inquired  into  and 
found  to  be  inaccurate. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  wished 
to  say  that  this  was  the  first  time  this 
Question  had  been  put  upon  the  Paper. 

Mr.  ADDERLEY:  I  said  Questions 
with  respect  to  West  African  appoint- 
mentf. 
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M&.  H.  B.  SHEEIDAN  said,  lie  bad) 
pat  the  Question  on  the  Paper  in  the 
exercise  of  the  ordinary  privilege  of  a 
Member  of  that  House,  and  he  regretted 
that  the  Under  Secretary  had  not  confined 
himself  to  answering  it.  He  should  cer- 
tainly take  an  early  opportunity  of  bring- 
ing the  whole  subject  with  reference  to 
these  appointments  before  the  House. 

IRELAND— TflE  IRISH  CHURCH. 

QUKSXION. 

Mb.  MACEYOY  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire,  Whether,  in  the  event 
of  Parliament  being  dissolved,  and  an  ap- 
peal made  to  the  present  Constituencies^ 
he  would  in  the  new  Parliament  propose 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church, 
and  the  settlement  of  that  question  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  rather 
unfortunate  in  being  the  object  during  the 
present  Session  of  several  Questions  which 
raise  very  great  scruple  in  my  mind  as  to 
how  far  I  am  conforming  to  the  general 
practice  and  rules  of  the  House  in  reply- 
ing. My  own  opinion  is  that  it  would 
not  be  consistent  with  Parliamentary  de- 
corum for  any  Member  of  this  House  to 
state  what  course  he  would  take  in  a 
futare  Parliament,  and  I  am  absolutely 
precluded  from  so  doing.  I  will  only, 
therefore,  say  in  general,  by  way  of  reply 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  my  intention 
is,  in  any  situation  or  circumstances  in 
which  I  may  be  placed,  to  adopt  any  and 
every  measure  of  a  legitimate  character 
which  may  appear  calculated  to  forward 
the  great  purpose  which  I  have  taken  in 
hand  with  respect  to  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Church. 


ELECTION  PETITIONS  AND  CORRUPT 
PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  (re-corn- 
mitUd)  BILL-  [Bill  63.] 

{Mr,  ChancellcT  of  ike  Exchequer,  Mr,  Secretary 
Oathome  Hardy,  Sir  Stafford  NorthcoU.) 

COMUITTEE. 

Bill  eonsid&red  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  Title  of  Act). 

Mb.  DENMAN  said,  he  understood  that 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood 
which  had  hitherto  not  been  considered, 
would  be  discussed  at  the  present  stage, 
and  he  proposed  therefore  to  state  his 
opiidonfl  with  regard  to  it. 


Mb.  DODSON  reminded  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  they  were' not  discussing  the 
Preamble,  and  that  he  must  confine  his 
observations  to  the  clause  under  consider- 
ation. 

Mb.  DENMAN  said,  that  to  enable 
himself  to  discuss  the  whole  measure  he 
would  conclude  with  a  Motion — That  the 
Chairman  report  Progress.  He  did  not 
blame  the  Government  for  desiring  to  pro- 
ceed with  all  reasonable  expedition  with 
this  measure,  which  they  had  put  forward 
as  one  of  great  importance,  in  view  of  an 
election  by  the  new  constituencies ;  but 
Members  must  be  careful  not  to  take  any 
foolish  or  false  step  in  the  matter.  The 
question  whether  the  House  should  or 
should  not  part  with  its  jurisdiction  in 
these  cases  had  not  been  adequately  dis- 
cussed, and  those  who  were  best  acquainted 
with  the  proceedings  of  the  present  tri- 
bunals for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions— 
namely,  the  lawyers  who  practised  before 
those  tribunals,  were  unanimously  of  opinion 
that  the  existing  system  had  many  advan- 
tages, and  was  not  open  to  any  of  the  objec- 
tions that  had  been  raised  against  it.  This 
Bill  provided  machinery  which  was  not 
adequate  to  meet  the  difficulties  of  the  case, 
and  contained  many  provisions  which  he 
could  not  but  regard  as  objectionable.  He 
should  support  the  clauses  by  which  the 
provisions  against  bribery  and  corruption 
were  made  more  stringent ;  but  would 
leave  the  Committees  as  they  are,  so  far 
as  numbers  are  concerned.  He  would, 
however,  appoint  honorary  Justices  to  pre- 
side over  the  investigations.  After  a 
General  Election  he  would  appoint  coad- 
jutors to  the  honorary  Justices,  to  assist 
them  in  disposing  of  the  increase  of  busi- 
ness that  would  result  from  it.  He  pro- 
posed to  substitute  for  the  proposal  on 
that  point  in  the  Bill  a  provision  enabling 
the  honorary  Justices  and  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  appoint  quali- 
fied barristers  of  a  certain  standing  to 
assist  them  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties 
and  accordingly  act  as  honorary  Justices. 
They,  like  the  honorary  Justices,  would  be 
responsible  for  the  law  laid  down,  and  the 
Committee,  still  consisting  of  five  members, 
would  decide  all  questions  of  fact.  In  a 
pamphlet  published  by  Mr.  Pickering, 
very  much  of  what  he  (Mr.  Denman)  now 
proposed  was  embodied.  Instead  of  a  ma- 
jority of  Members,  as  at  present,  deciding 
a  question,  the  jury  should  be  unanimous, 
and  the  effect  would  be  that  the  men  en- 
gaged in  the  inquiry  would  feel  a  greater 
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sense  of  responsibility  than  thej  do  now. 
There  would  always  be  uncrupulous  per- 
sons in  a  borough  who  would  have  an  in- 
terest in  getting  up  a  local  inquiry  after 
an  election^  and  who,  by  procuring  such 
an  inquiry,  would  have  it  in  their  power 
to  ruin  any  man  who  had  been  returned, 
however  fairiy.  Therefore,  instead  of 
putting  it  in  the  power  of  any  man  be- 
longing to  the  place  to  have  such  an  in- 
quiry, he  ^should  propose  to  give  the  tri- 
bunal power  to  adjourn  to  the  place  when 
this  step  seemed  to  be  requisite.  This 
would  be  a  usefnl  and  constitutional  power; 
anything  further  would  be  oppressive  and 
injurious.  He  could  not  help  thinking  it 
would  be  far  better  that  the  Government 
should  let  the  question  alone,  so  far  as 
concerned  the  tribunal  itself,  during  the 
present  Session,  confining  themselves  to 
stringent  and  severe  enactments  against 
the  offence  itself.  He  did  not  say  this  to 
damp  the  aspirations  of  the  Government 
on  the  path  of  Reform,  but  he  did  not  see 
what  iclai  they  could  expect  to  gain  out 
of  the  subject  during  the  present  Session. 
He  believed  the  Judges  were  not  consulted 
until  a  very  few  days  before  their  opinions 
were  announced.  He  submitted  there  was 
ample  ground  for  referring  the  subject  to  a 
new  Committee,  and  would  suggest  that, 
in  the  first  instance,  all  clauses  relating  to 
the  Committees  should  be  postponed.  In 
that  way,  they  might  have  a  chance  of 
legislating  so  as  to  do  some  good  service  in 
the  matter ;  but  if  they  were  got  into  the 
maze  of  questions  in  connection  with  the 
tribunal,  it  would  be  equivalent  to  throw- 
ing overboard  this  question  altogether  for 
the  Session,  and  there  would  be  no  chance 
of  making  any  real  progress.  He  begged  to 
move  that  the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  concurred  in 
much  that  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Denman).  The  pre- 
sent mode  of  treating  Election  Petitions 
was  not  satisfactory;  but  it  was  not  so 
unsatisfactory  as  to  induce  them  to  make  a 
change  in  the  existing  state  of  things  un- 
less they  could  get  something  almost  per- 
fect, so  far  as  Legislation  could  be  perfect. 
The  £iU  before  the  Committee  certainly 
did  not  answer  that  expectation.  He  ob- 
jected in  toto  to  a  single  Judge  being  the 
tribunal  to  decide  questions  of  contested 
elections.  It  was  far  worse  than  the  pre- 
sent system,  under  which  they  wore  deter- 
mined by  a  Committee  of  five  Members. 
Another  objection  to  the  appointment  of 
these  honorary  Judges  was  that  at  one 
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time  they  would  bo  overworked,  and  at 
another  would  hold  mere  sinecures.  It 
was  proposed  that  they  should  have  other 
Judges  to  assist  them  when  they  were 
overworked ;  but  the  Judges  had  already 
said  they  did  not  wish  to  have  anything  to 
do  with  the  matter.  Ko  doubt  the  Judges 
would  have  to  discharge  whatever  duties 
Parliament  might  cast  upon  them  ;  bat  it 
would  not  be  desirable  to  compel  such 
high  functionaries  to  do  what  they  did  not 
like.  It  was  utterly  absurd  to  suppose 
that  two  Judges  would  be  sufficient  to 
decide  all  the  Election  Petitions  which 
would  arise  after  a  General  Election.  They 
would  receive  £5,000  a  year,  and  yet  have 
nothing  to  do  during  a  greater  portion  of 
the  year.  Their  law  and  judicial  capacity 
would  get  rusty  from  want  of  employment. 
It  was  suggested  that  they  might  sit  in 
the  Exchequer  Chamber;  but  he  believed 
that  Court  was  adequate  to  its  duties.  If, 
however,  they  appointed  them  Judges  of 
the  Exchequer  Chamber  merely  to  fill  up 
their  time,  they  would  be  inferior  in  point 
of  weight  to  the  other  Judges  ;  and  if  the 
decision  of  a  case  turned  upon  their  judg- 
ment, neither  the  profession  nor  the  public 
would  be  satisfied.  Then  it  was  proposed 
to  make  them  also  members  of  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  Privy  Council.  That,  again, 
was  a  mistake,  because  very  few  questions 
of  Common  Law  came  before  it ;  and  if  it 
required  strengthening,  that  should  not 
be  done  by  the  addition  of  Common  Law 
Judges.  These  objections,  he  thought, 
ought  to  be  fatal  to  the  BiU.  A  more 
reasonable  solution  of  the  matter  would 
be  by  moving  after  a  General  Election  an 
Address  to  the  Crown  for  the  appointment 
of  Commissioners  to  decide  these  questions, 
care  being  taken  that  those  Commissioners 
were  properly  qualified  persons.  Let  them 
sit  in  Courts  comprised  of  three  members, 
and  let  them  be  adequately  paid  for  the 
work  they  had  to  perform.  This  would 
be  much  better  than  the  appointment  of 
Judges  who  at  some  times  would  have 
more  to  do  than  they  could  possibly  per- 
form ;  and  at  other  times  would  have 
nothing  at  all.  Although  the  present 
practice  was  not  perfect,  it  was  not  so  bad 
as  to  justify  a  measure  like  this. 

Mb.  LAWSON  objected  to  the  Bill  on 
the  ground  that  it  applied  solely  to  Eng- 
land. The  three  parts  of  the  United  King- 
dom were  under  the  same  law,  and  it  was 
a  bad  precedent  to  have  separate  legisla- 
tion in  matters  common  to  the  three 
countries.     He  believed  it  was  intended  to 
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introdace  a  similar  Bill  for  Ireland  and 
Scotland;  but  as  regarded  Ireland  lie 
thought  that  the  nomination  by  the  Go- 
Temment  of  the  day  of  two  Judges  in 
that  country  to  try  Election  Petitions  would 
not  provide  a  tribunal  satisfactory  to  any 
of  the  parties  concerned.  As  long  as  the 
Bill  remained  in  its  present  state  he  must 
give  it  his  strenuous  opposition. 

Mb.  Sebjeaitt  GASELEE  said,  he  had 
strongly  approved  the  Bill  in  its  original 
shape  ;  but  the  Government,  in  deference 
to  the  Judges,  had  left  out  their  only 
valuable  proposal,  and  now.  bad — dread- 
fully bad — as  was  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
House  in  reference  to  Election  Petitions,  he 
preferred  to  keep  it  as  it  was  rather  than 
to  make  the  change  now  suggested.     In 
his  opinion  the  reasons  given  by  the  Judges 
for  not  taking  upon  themselves  the  pro- 
posed duty  were  insufficient  ;    but    he 
thought  they  ought  not  to  give  the  Go- 
vernment power  to  select  the  particular 
Judges  for  that  duty,  but  should  allow 
them  to  be  appointed  by  ballot  from  the 
whole  body  of  the  Judges.     The  power  of 
oppointing  Judges  Privy  Councillors  was 
objectionable.     About    thirty  years   ago 
there   was  a   practice   of  making  some 
Judges  Privy  Councillors,  and  he  recol- 
lected that  it  created  much  jealousy  among 
the  Judges,  and  gave  rise  to  the  greatest 
possible  dissatisfaction.    Judges  who  had 
influence  were  made  Privy  Councillors, 
while  those  who  were  honest  and  had  no 
influence  did  not  attain  to  that  distinction. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  vote  for  a  Bill 
taking  away  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House 
unless  it  was  given  entirely  to  the  Judges. 
He  also  thought  there  should  be  one  Bill 
for  the  entire  kingdom.      He  believed  the 
majority  of   the  legal  Members   of  tho 
House  were  of  opinion  that   additional 
Judges  were  not  wanted,  except  for  the 
circuits;  but  this  Bill  expressly  provided 
that  the  two  new  Judges  who  were  to  be 
appointed  under  it  should  not  go  on  cir- 
cuit.   As  it  was  notorious  that  learned 
gentlemen  who  knew  but  very  little  law 
were  sometimes   appointed  Judges,   such 
persons  might  be  appointed  by  the  Go- 
vernment under  this  Bill;    and  as  they 
would    not   bo  in    close   communication 
with   Uie  other  Judges,  they  would  for- 
get what  little  law  they  knew.     He  ob- 
jected   to   giving  more   patronage   to    a 
ibeble  Government,  who  ought  to  confine 
themselves  to  passing  the  Scotch  and  Irish 
Beform  Bills,  dissolving  Parliament^  send- 
ing in  their  own  resignation,  and  then  re- 


turning thanks  for  having  enjoyed  Office 
so  long.  With  regard  to  Election  Com- 
mittees, when  they  learnt  who  the  Chair- 
man  in  any  case  was,  they  knew  the  result. 
[*'  No,  no ! "]  There  might  be  exceptions, 
but  that  was  the  general  rule.  [''No, 
no!"]  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  could 
not  carry  anything  without  the  support  of 
the  Opposition,  and  with  such  a  weak  Go- 
vernment, and  in  an  expiring  Parliament, 
which  had  been  rightly  condemned,  he 
thought  they  ought  to  do  nothing  but 
what  was  absolutely  necessary,  and  leave 
such  measures  as  this  for  another  Parlia- 
ment to  deal  with. 

Sib  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  he  con- 
curred with  the  hon.  and  learned  Seijeant 
that  the  Government  ought  not  to  under- 
take any  legislation  that  was  not  neces- 
sary ;  but  he  could  not  conceive  any  sub- 
ject that  more  required  legislation  than 
the  subject  of  the  present  Bill,  and  he 
should  therefore  give  it  his  support.  He 
certainly  did  not  supposo  any  Govern- 
ment was  capable  of  selecting  two  Judges, 
as  the  learned  Serjeant  insinuated,  solely 
for  the  purpose  of  deciding  Election  Peti- 
tions in  a  manner  which  might  be  conve- 
nient [Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee  :  I  neither 
said  that  nor  insinuated  it.]  That  was 
the  impression  produced  on  his  mind,  but 
he  was  glad  he  had  misunderstood  the 
hon.  and  learned  Serjeant.  He  believed 
the  present  or  any  other  Government  would 
select  the  Judges  whom  they  bond  fide 
thought  best  qualified  for  the  duty;  neither 
could  he  concur  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Serjeant  that  tho  Judges  had  not  too  much 
to  do.  Sometimes  they  were  very  much 
overworked.  Almost  everyone  was  agreed 
that  the  jurisdiction  on  Election  Petitions 
was  not  satisfactorily  exercised  by  the 
Committees  of  that  House.  All  the  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper  pointed  to  that  conclu- 
sion. In  fact,  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  could  not  be  a  satisfactory 
tribunal  in  these  cases  for  several  reasons. 
First,  it  could  not  hold  inquiries  on  the 
spot.  Next,  it  could  only  hold  them  while 
Parliament  was  sitting  ;  and  a  third  and 
most  important  reason  was  that  it  was  not 
so  constituted  as  to  be  qualified  to  decide 
the  intricate  questions  arising  in  election 
cases.  The  unanimous  judgment  of  the 
Committee  was  that,  if  they  parted  with 
their  jurisdiction,  it  should  be  transferred 
to  the  highest  tribunal.  He  confessed  he 
preferred  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  jurisdiction  should  be  given 
to  the  whole  body  of  the  Judges,  and  that. 
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if  necessary,  some  additions  should  be  made 
to  the  Bench.  As  the  Government  had 
not  adhered  to  their  original  proposal,  they 
had,  in  his  opinion,  suggested  the  best 
alternative.  In  the  present  plan,  the 
highest  tribunal  was  still  retained  ;  for  it 
roust  be  assumed  that  the  two  Judges 
selected  would  be  rather  above,  and  cer- 
tainly not  below,  the  average  of  the  Bench. 
Such  a  tribunal  would,  in  all  probability, 
get  through  the  work  in  about  half  the 
time  required  by  a  Committee  of  that 
House,  while  the  circumstance  of  their 
conducting  inquiries  on  the  spot,  would 
enable  them  to  form  their  decision  with  a 
promptitude  unknown  to  the  tribunals  up- 
stairs. The  only  real  objection  urged 
against  the  scheme  was  removed  by  the 
clause  which  provided  that  the  two  Judges 
might  be  assisted  by  others  when  the 
amount  of  business  was  unusually  large. 
Under  the  proposed  scheme,  inquiries  into 
Election  Petitions  would  be  increased  in 
efficiency  and  decreased  in  cost.  The  pub- 
lic, he  felt  sure,  would  repose  the  greatest 
confidence  in  the  Judges,  and,  on  the 
whole,  he  was  of  opinion  that  this  was  the 
best  arrangement  which  could  be  adopted. 
He  did  not  think  that  there  was  any  neces- 
sity for  including  the  legislation  intended 
for  Ireland  and  Scotland  in  the  present 
Bill ;  but  at  the  same  time  he  hoped  that 
the  Law  relating  to  Corrupt  Practices  in 
those  countries  would  as  speedily  as  pos- 
sible be  assimilated  with  that  of  England. 
Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  I 
will  remind  the  Committee  of  the  position 
in  which  we  stand  in  relation  to  the  8ub> 
ject,  which  is  confessedly  one  of  great 
importance,  and  one  which  touches  the 
privileges  and  the  honour  of  this  House. 
I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  the  Commit- 
tee is  prepared  to  deal  with  it  in  a  delibe- 
rate, calm,  and  impartial  spirit,  and  with 
an  anxious  desire  to  sustiun  the  honour 
and  reputation  of  the  House,  and  its  posi- 
tion in  the  eyes  of  the  country.  This 
question  of  the  purity  of  elections  has  been 
for  a  long  time  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House  ;  and  for  a  very  long  time  dis- 
satisfaction has  been  expressed  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  elections  for  represen- 
tatives in  this  House  are  generally  con- 
ducted. It  needs  no  words  of  mine  to 
point  out  the  fact  that  it  is  becoming  a 
prevalent  opinion  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons is  elected  to  a  large  extent  by  in- 
fiuences  such  as  we  are  ashamed  to  own. 
And,  if  this  opinion  bo  not  counteracted, 
the  legitimate  and  constitutional  influence 
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which  this  House  ought  to  bear  in  the 
country  will  bo  materially  lessened  and 
endangered.  Whilst  keeping  our  attention, 
then,  upon  this  most  serious  and  weighty 
question,  we  ought  not  at  the  same  time 
to  proceed  with  undue  haste  or  considera- 
tion in  the  steps  we  may  deem  it  neces- 
sary to  take  to  remedy  the  evils  of  which 
we  all  complain.  Notwithstanding  all  the 
efforts  we  have  heretofore  made  to  put  a 
stop  to  conrnpt  practices,  we  are  forced  to 
admit  that  we  have  not  as  yet  succeeded 
in  impressing  upon  the  country  a  full 
and  undoubted  confidence  in  our  having 
adopted  the  best  and  most  effective  mea- 
sures for  the  purpose.  This,  at  least,  is 
certain — we  have  not  as  yet  succeeded  in 
putting  an  end  to  the  evils.  Whilst  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth 
(Sir  Robert  Collier)  was  speaking  in  re- 
spect to  the  time  which  those  investiga- 
tions would  take  in  the  hands  of  the 
Judges,  I  was  nearly  tempted  at  the 
moment  to  add  to  what  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  saying,  that,  if  you  can  have 
this  satisfactory  tribunal,  not  only  would 
those  inquiries  be  disposed  of  in  a  much 
shorter  time  than  they  would  be  before  an 
Election  Committee,  but  the  effect  of  such 
a  tribunal  being  actually  established  would 
be  to  stop  the  necessity  for  many  of  these 
Election  Petitions.  If,  I  say,  you  can  get 
a  thoroughly  satisfactory  tribunal,  in  whom 
the  electors  will  have  the  fullest  confi- 
dence that  any  corrupt  or  improper  prac- 
tices would  be  immediately  brought  to 
light,  and  would  be  followed  by  prompt 
and  severe  punishment,  then  I  think  yoo 
will  be  going  a  long  way  towards  putting 
an  end  to  those  evik  which  we  all  want 
to  extinguish.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Tiverton  (Mr.  Denman)  said 
that  we  may  set  aside  all  those  provisions 
in  regard  to  the  mode  of  procedure  and 
investigation,  and  content  ourselves  with 
those  clauses  adding  penalties  for  bribery. 
Now,  I  contend  that,  if  you  content  your- 
selves with  merely  imposing  penalties  for 
the  offences,  you  will  not  touch  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  case.  We  do  not  want  tre- 
mendous penalties.  The  effect  of  them 
might  be  to  render  conviction  less  easy. 
What  we  want  is  to  get  a  system  by  whidi 
detection  would  be  made  certain.  We 
want,  in  fact,  to  stop  those  corrupt  prac- 
tices.  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  con- 
sidering the  question  last  year,  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  there  are  one  or  two 
weaknesses  in  our  present  system  of 
inquiry  which  it  would  bo  desirable  to 
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correct.  One  of  those  weaknesses  was 
the  great  evil  in  our  system  of  hearing 
petitions.  We  find  the  worst  cases  are 
constantly  hushed  up,  and  never  hrought 
into  notice,  because  of  the  time  wasted 
before  the  question  at  issue  is  brought  to 
a  conclusion;  and  that  the  agents  on 
both  sides  agree  to  get  rid  of  them  by 
pairing  off  petitions  on  the  one  side  with 
those  on  the  other.  Then,  again,  however 
pure  and  public-spirited  the  Members  of 
the  Select  Committees  may  be,  you  cannot 
have  the  same  certainty  as  to  the  mode  of 
proceeding  as  you  would  have  in  a  Court 
of  Law;  nor  can  the  proceedings  before 
them,  reported  with  "  roars  of  laughter " 
provoked  by  the  evidence,  have  the  same 
effect  in  deterring  as  they  would  have  if 
conducted  on  the  spot  and  in  the  presence 
of  the  guilty  parties.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, it  is  most  desirable  to  estab- 
lish a  system  under  which  those  inquiries 
will  be  carried  on  upon  the  spot  at  which 
the  occasion  for  them  arose — that  they  shall 
be  pursued  as  speedily  as  possible,  so  as 
to  arrive  at  the  truth,  and  to  bring  home 
detection,  and  that  they  shall  be  conducted 
by  persons  who  command  the  respect  and 
the  confidence  of  the  electors  them- 
selves. We  felt,  then,  that  we  were 
not  only  asking  the  House  of  Commons 
to  deal  with  questions,  the  speedy  solu- 
tion of  which  was  necessary  for  its  high 
character  and  honour,  but  we  were  also 
asking  the  House  to  part  with  some  portion 
of  its  privileges  properly  dear  to  it — that 
is,  the  privilege  of  determining  who  are 
or  who  are  not  rightly  elected  representa- 
tives in  this  House.  We  all  know  there 
have  been  times  in  the  history  of  this 
country  when  it  was  a  matter  of  vital 
importance  to  the  House  of  Commons  to 
retain  in  its  own  hands  the  right  of  say- 
ing who  were  or  who  were  not  duly  re- 
turned as  its  Members.  Those  were  times 
in  which  it  was  worth  while  for  the  House 
of  Commons  to  endure  any  reproaches  as 
to  the  method  of  returning  representatives 
to  it  rather  than  part  with  its  privilege 
of  declaring  who  had  or  had  not  been 
properly  returned.  Those  times  have 
happily  gone  by,  and  it  is  no  longer  of 
sach  vital  importance  to  this  House  to 
retain  in  its  own  hands  the  decision  upon 
such  questions.  The  main  principle  as  to 
the  mode  in  which  the  representatives 
shall  be  elected  has  been  already  decided, 
and  has  passed  into  the  Constitution  of 
the  country.  No  danger,  therefore,  now 
exists  of  the  matter  being  again  called  in 


question.  The  Government  felt,  however, 
that  they  had  to  deal  with  a  matter  of 
considerable  delicacy  in  asking  the  House 
to  part  with  this  privilege.  They  first 
introduced  the  subject  in  a  Bill  of  a  ten- 
tative character  —  a  Bill,  however,  that 
hardly  rose  to  the  level  of  what  was  re- 
quired. If  the  House  assented  the  Go- 
vernment said  that  they  would  go  farther 
in  the  way  of  legislation.  The  result  was 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee, 
who  examined  the  subject  with  great  de« 
liberation  and  at  great  length  last  year, 
though  they  did  not  take  any  evidence. 
A  Bill  in  which  the  principle  concurred 
in  by  that  Committee  was  embodied  was 
subsequently  presented  to  the  House,  but 
owing  to  the  lateness  of  the  Session  it 
was  found  impossible  to  proceed  with  it. 
The  Government,  however,  accepted  the 
Report  of  that  Committee  as  the  decision 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  took  it  as 
a  conceded  point  that  the  House  was  pre- 
pared to  surrender  this  privilege,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  to  be  surrendered  to 
the  Judges — the  highest  legal  authorities 
of  the  country.  Before  introducing  the 
present  Bill,  however,  they  thought  it 
right  to  communicate  with  the  Judges 
upon  one  simple  point — namely,  supposing 
the  House  of  Commons  to  commit  to  the 
Judges  the  duties  prescribed  under  the 
measure,  what  additional  assistance  would 
they  require  ?  The  Judges,  however,  in- 
stead of  answering  this  simple  question, 
raised  objections  to  the  whole  scheme  and 
altogether  declined  to  undertake  these 
duties.  They  thus  left  the  Government 
in  a  difficulty ;  and  another  scheme  was 
proposed  which  was  submitted  to  the 
House;  but  the  House  upon  this  inti- 
mated that  it  would  not  part  with  its 
privileges  except  to  the  highest  autho- 
rities. The  Government  at  length  devised 
a  plan  which  they  thought  would  meet  all 
the  difficulties  of  the  case.  One  of  tho 
difficulties  raised  by  the  Judges  was  this 
— that  the  work  under  the  Bill  would 
come  upon  them  in  such  floods  it  would 
be  impossible  for  them  to  execute  it  with- 
out interrupting  the  ordinary  business  in 
which  they  were  engaged.  The  Govern- 
ment proposed  that  the  ordinary  strength 
of  the  judicial  Bench  should  not  bo  less- 
ened, and  that  provision  should  he  made 
by  the  appointment  of  special  Judges  for 
this  particular  purpose,  whose  services 
should  also  be  available  for  work  which 
does  not  usually  come  before  the  ordinary 
Judges— such  as  appeals  before  the  Judi- 
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oial  Committee  of  Privy  Council.  The 
Government  submitted  this  proposal  with 
a  sincere  desire  to  accomplish  something 
that  should  be  satisfactory.  And  how  are 
we  met  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Tiverton  (Mr.  Denman)  moves  that 
you,  Sir,  shall  report  Progress,  with,  I 
presume,  the  object  of  having  this  ques- 
tion referred  again  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  denman  said,  his  objects  were 
to  obtain  a  general  discussion  upon  the 
measure,  and  to  have  the  question  referred 
to  another  Select  Committee. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  In 
regard  to  the  reference  of  the  Bill  to  ano- 
ther Select  Committee,  I  will  venture  to 
say  that,  if  such  a  proceeding  be  assented 
to,  we  cannot  expect  the  measure  to  pass 
this  year;  and  I  think  that  the  House 
cannot  appoint  a  Committee  that  will  carry 
more  weight  with  it  than  did  the  Select 
Committee  of  last  year.  There  is  very 
little  to  be  considered  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, because  this  is  the  Bill  of  last 
year,  with  the  exception  of  the  point  with 
reference  to  the  Judges.  That  point  we 
shall  have  sooner  or  later  to  discuss  and 
decide  in  this  House,  and  to  refer  it  to  a 
Select  Committee  would  be  a  wasting  of 
the  precious  time  of  this  Session.  If  the 
House  wishes  to  make  real  progress  with 
the  measure  it  will  be  better  to  withdraw 
the  Motion  and  at  once  proceed  to  discuss 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  can  be 
better  discussed  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  than  by  a  Select  Committee.  I  ask 
the  House  to  examine  it  calmly  and  dis- 
passionately, and  the  only  object  the  Go- 
vernment have  in  proposing  the  Bill  is  to 
improve  the  present  system  of  dealing  with 
Election  Petitions. 

Mb.  MELLY  thanked  Her  Majesty's 
Government  most  warmly  for  the  Bill, 
containing  clauses  providing  for  an  in- 
quiry on  the  spot,  which  seemed  to  him 
to  be  the  first  proposition  which  had 
been  made  at  all  calculated  to  go  to 
the  root  of  the  evil.  Under  the  new 
state  of  things  the  kind  of  corruption  that 
was  likely  to  prevail  was  that  of  small 
payments  to  a  great  number  of  persons. 
A  few  years  ago  there  had  been  an  ex- 
ample in  point;  and  it  had  taken  the 
Committee  in  London  no  less  than  twenty- 
six  days,  during  which  they  examined  no 
fewer  than  326  witnesses,  before  they  were 
satisfied  that  there  was  a  clear  case.  The 
cost  to  the  prosecutor  of  that  Petition  had 
been  no  less  than  £11,000.  Surely,  there- 
fore, as  a  matter  of  saving  expense,  it  was 
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most  desirable  that  there  should  be  a  local 
inquiry.  Then,  again,  the  practice  of 
"squaring"  petitions  would  be  put  an 
end  to.  That  was  never  done  on  the 
spot.  The  parties  who  had  been,  as 
they  thought,  unfairly  defeated,  were 
always  exceedingly  unwilling  to  give  up 
the  contest;  and  when  petitions  were 
"squared,"  it  was  always  after  they 
had  passed  into  the  hands  of  London 
agents.  As  to  the  tribunal  to  be  ap- 
pointed, he  should  place  the  fullest  con- 
fidence in  whichever  Judges  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  might  appoint  ;  for  he 
had  always  found  the  strongest  political 
partizans,  when  appointed  to  the  Bench, 
keenly  alive  to  the  responsibility  of  their 
position  and  the  necessity  of  exercising 
strict  impartiality  in  every  matter  which 
came  before  them  for  decision.  He  would 
be  quite  ready  to  trust  his  own  case,  if  he 
were  ever  unfortunately  in  that  position, 
even  to  the  warmest  partisans  of  the  party 
to  which  he  was  opposed,  when  once  they 
had  assumed  the  Judicial  ermine. 

Mb.  SCHREIBER  said,  there  were  two 
classes  of  the  Members  of  that  House  who 
might  be  allowed  to  feel  a  natural  interest 
in  the  Bill  before  them — those  who  had 
sat  on  Election  Committees,  and  those  on 
whom  Election  Committees  bad  sat.  It 
was  his  misfortune — assuredly  it  was  not 
his  fault — to  have  belonged  to  the  latter; 
and  as  the  result  of  his.  personal  experi- 
ence, amid  all  the  changes  and  chances  of 
this  eventful  Session,  there  was  one  hope 
to  which  he  had  been  constant-^namely, 
that  they  would  pass  this  Bill,  or  some 
equivalent  measure,  before  they  were  sent 
to  their  constituents.  He  had  spoken  of 
his  personal  experience.  It  was  compara- 
tively recent,  it  was  somewhat  costly ;  it 
was,  therefore,  vivid,  and  it  was  very 
much  at  the  service  of  the  Committee. 
He  was  sure  it  would  be  wrong  to  say  of 
Election  Committees,  as  at  present  consti- 
tuted, that  they  were  not  impartiaL  He 
was  confirmed  in  his  seat  by  the  unanimous 
decision  of  a  Committee,  the  majority  of 
which  consisted  of  two  Metropolitan  Mem- 
bers and  a  Roman  Catholic  Gentleman— 
a  tribunal  not  altogether  favourable  for  one 
of  his  opinions;  but  their  decision  was 
unanimous.  He  could  further  say  that 
when  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  was  in  the 
Chair,  the  Bar  was  certainly  not  stronger 
than  the  Bench.  But  when  he  had  said 
that  he  had  said  alL  The  process  was 
dilatory,  it  was  costly,  and  it  was  totally 
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deroid  of  all  moral  efifect.  Like  many 
other  Members  of  this  House,  he  was 
elected  on  the  12th  of  July  1865,  and  it 
was  not  ti^  May  1866  that  he  was  de- 
clared duly  qualified  to  sit.  During  all  that 
time,  he  had  been  walking  about  with  this 
drawn  sword  of  Damocles  suspended  oyer 
his  head ;  but  all  the  same  he  had  been 
taking  part  in  the  critical  difisions  of 
the  time;  and,  if  his  memory  did  not 
deceive  him,  he  had  made  a  speech.  All, 
this,  of  course,  was  wrong,  if  he  was  not 
duly  qualified  to  sit.  Under  this  Bill  they 
would,  at  least,  have  had  a  prompt  de- 
cision on  that  point.  But  the  existing 
system  was  not  only  dilatory,  it  was  also 
costly.  No  sooner  was  a  Petition  pre- 
sented than  the  principal  witnesses  on 
both  sides  became  possessed  with  a  sudden 
desire  to  go  abroad.  They  did  so  at  the 
respective  cost  of  the  petitioner  and  the 
sitting  Member;  while  there,  they  de- 
veloped the  most  unexpected  and  expen- 
sive tastes,  to  the  great  inconvenience  of 
their  fiunUies  on  their  return.  The  next 
result  of  these  proceedings  was,  that  a 
seat  was  defended  before  an  Election  Com- 
mittee, at  the  cost  of  some  £500  a  day ; 
and  he  had  six  days  of  it.  And  then  the 
process,  after  all,  had  no  moral  effect.  The 
Committee  were  regarded  by  the  witnesses 
as  men  of  like  passions  with  themselves ; 
and  the  whole  thing  was  treated  as  a  joke. 
What  he  wanted  was,  to  hear  a  convicted 
briber  addressed  by  a  Judge  of  the  land  as 
he  would  address  a  convicted  pickpocket. 
But,  when  all  this  had  been  done,  he 
would  not  have  the  House  deceive  itself — 
it  would  have  done  nothing  until  it  had 
grappled  with  the  evils  of  bribery  at  mu- 
nicipal elections.  The  Bill  of  last  Session 
established  an  identity  of  Parliamentary 
and  municipal  franchise  ;  and  he  said  that 
while  corruption  was  constant,  annual, 
flagrant  at  the  municipal  elections,  it  was 
a  mockery  and  a  farce  to  send  down  Par- 
liamentary candidates  and  tell  them  to 
bold  pure  elections.  If  hon.  Members 
were  m  earnest  in  this  matter,  let  them 
speak  out.  So  far  as  his  own  borough  was  j 
concenied,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  | 
that  votes  at  the  municipal  elections  were 
now  openly  bought  and  sold  for  beer 
tickets.  And  then  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  told  them  that  the  extension 
of  the  franchise  was  to  be  the  remedy  for 
oormption.  He  was  sorry  not  to  see  the 
hon.  Member  in  his  place ;  but  he  must 
take  leave  to  say  that  that  remark  dis- 
played a  wonderful  want  of  acquaintance 


with  the  real  nature  of  things— especially 
of  electioneering  things.  Whether  there 
would  or  would  not  bo  bribery  depended 
on  whether  there  was  or  was  not  a  balance 
of  party  which  made  it  worth  while  to 
contest  the  municipal  elections.  So  surely 
as  these  were  contested  corruption  would 
come  in;  and  with  a  reduction  of  the 
franchise  they  would  only  extend  the  area 
of  corruption.  These  were  the  few  remarks 
which  he  had  to  offer  to  the  Committee ; 
and  before  he  sat  down  he  would  repeat 
the  expression  of  his  earnest  hope  that 
they  would  pass  this  Bill ;  and  that,  when 
it  passed,  it  would  contain  some  provision 
against  the  fiagrant  evil  of  corruptions  at 
municipal  elections. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Schreiber)  seemed  to  think  that  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  which  had 
seated  him  was  unsatisfactory,  and  would 
have  preferred  an  investigation  before  one 
of  the  Judges. 

Mb.  SCHREIBER:  I  said  the  pro- 
cess by  which  it  arrived  at  that  result 
was  unsatisfactory. 

Ma.  AYRTON  said,  that  having  been 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  in  question, 
it  seemed  to  him  strikingly  to  illustrate 
the  danger  of  transferring  the  determina- 
tion of  such  questions  to  a  tribunal  that 
would  deal  with  them  on  rigid  technical 
principles ;  for  while  the  decision  of  the 
Cofbmittee  in  seating  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  no  doubt  right,  if  the  case  had  been 
tried  before  one  of  the  Judges  what  the 
decision  might  have  been  it  was  not  easy 
to  say.  As  to  the  question  of  moral 
weight,  no  doubt  the  proceedings  of  Elec- 
tion Committees  did  lose  their  moral  in- 
fiuence  if  what  afterwards  was  stated  to 
occur  really  took  place.  There  was  un- 
doubted evidence  of  corrupt  practices  at 
Cheltenham,  and  by  woy  of  honouring  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber paraded  himself  in  the  town  of  Chel- 
tenham. [Mr.  Schbeibeb:  No,  no!]  Ho 
was  seen  there  afterwards  in  the  company 
of  those  persons  whose  conduct  was  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Committee.  [Mr. 
Schbeibeb  :  No,  no !]  At  all  events,  it 
was  important  that  such  a  thing  should 
have  been  publicly  stated  in  the  Chelten- 
ham newspapers,  and  should  not  have 
been  contradicted  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
Of  course,  if  a  Member  under  such  cir- 
cumstances did  not  sustain  the  decision  of 
the  Committee  it  could  not  be  expected  to 
have  much  moral  weight.  Regarding  the 
Bill  as  a  measure  for  the  suppression  of 


671 


JEhciion  Petitions 


I  COMMONS) 


and  Corrupt 


673 


bribery,  he  had  in  yain  endearonred  to 
discover  how  it  could  have  any  such 
effect.  The  only  material  change  it  made 
as  regarded  the  presentation  of  Petitions 
was  that  the  seat  of  a  Member  might  be 
challenged,  not  only  at  any  time  during  a 
Session,  but  at  any  time  daring  the  whole 
duration  of  the  Parliament.  He  thought, 
however,  that  the  Statute  of  Limitations 
on  that  subject  was  founded  on  important 
public  considerations,  and  should  not  be 
lightly  disturbed.  It  was  absolutely  essen- 
tial to  the  independence  of  Members  of 
that  House  that  after  a  certain  period 
they  should  be  secure  of  their  seats  ;  but, 
if  Parliament  deemed  otherwise,  the  change 
might  be  made  without  destroying  the 
existing  tribunal.  There  was  another 
point  to  which  great  importance  was  at- 
tached, and  that  was  the  prosecution  of 
the  Petition.  He  confessed  he  could  not 
find  in  the  Bill  one  word  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  making  the  prosecution 
before  a  judicial  tribun^  more  effectual 
then  before  an  Election  Committee.  On 
the  contrary,  it  would  be  far  easier  to 
suppress  a  Petition  before  the  new  tri- 
bunal. The  proposal  to  submit  the  ques- 
tion to  a  Judge  who  should  go  down  to 
the  spot  surrounded  with  all  the  circum- 
stances of  a  Judge  of  Assize  was  the  very 
thing  to  deprive  him  of  all  control  over 
the  inquiries.  How  could  he  interfere  to 
urge  on  a  prosecution  ?  If  the  party  who 
had  presented  the  Petition  and  the  party 
petitioned  against  were  both  agreed  that 
the  case  should  not  be  proceeded  with, 
the  Judge  would  be  perfectly  helpless 
in  their  hands.  Years  ago  when  Lord 
Campbell  had  proposed  some  new-fangled 
plan  for  preventing  collusive  suits  in  the 
Divorce  Court,  he  (Mr.  A3rrton)  said  that 
his  only  effectual  precaution  would  be 
to  empower  an  attorney  to  appear  on  be- 
half of  the  public.  That  had  been  done 
with  the  best  results ;  and  that  was  the 
only  plan  that  would  be  of  any  real  use 
here ;  but  it  was  a  plan  that  did  not  ap- 
pear in  the  Bill.  There  was  no  provision 
whatever  in  the  Bill  for  anything  like 
independent  action.  It  was  the  old  suit 
of  The  Petitioner  v.  The  Sitting  Member, 
which  might  be  compromised  at  any  time 
if  the  Petitioner  chose.  As  he  said  the 
other  day,  so  far  from  being  a  Bill  to  sup- 
press, it  was  one  to  conceal  or  prevent  the 
knowledge  of  bribery  and  corruption. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  said  that  it  was  to  put  an  end 
to  that  shocking  practice  of  pairing  off 
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petitions ;  but  how  on  earth  could  they 
prevent  a  man  saying  "You  withdraw 
your  petition,  and  somebody  else  petition- 
ing against  a  Member  on  the  other  side 
will  withdraw  his  ;*'  and  all  the  arrange- 
ments would  be  made  in  certain  solicitors' 
offices  in  London.  In  point  of  fact,  pairing 
off  would  be  effected  with  greater  facility 
under  the  Bill  than  under  the  present  sys- 
tem, while  it  would  be  more  difficult  to 
detect  the  cases  in  which  it  was  resorted 
to.  Another  misconception  which  the 
supporters  of  the  measure  laboured  under 
was  that  by  a  local  inquiry  a  complete 
exposure  would  be  secured,  because  such 
an  exposure  was  now  obtained  by  a  Com- 
mission. The  reason,  however,  why  full 
disclosures  were  made  before  a  Commission 
was  that  the  seat  which  had  been  disputed 
was  no  longer  in  jeopardy.  So  long  as 
it  was  uncertain  which  party  would  be 
victorious,  everybody  was  anxious  to  con- 
ceal what  had  taken  place ;  and  it  was 
only  when  the  contest  was  over  that  it 
began  to  ooze  out  how  it  had  been  ob- 
tained, and  then  after  one  man  had  spoken 
others  spoke  also,  and  a  sudden  fear  seized 
the  guilty  parties,  and  the  moment  a 
Commission  was  appointed  and  an  as- 
surance given  that  if  they  spoke  the 
whole  truth  no  penal  consequences  would 
follow,  they  were  all  as  eager  to  disclose 
everything  as  they  had  been  before  anx- 
ious to  conceal  it.  But  the  local  inquiry, 
carried  on  while  it  was  uncertain  who 
would  obtain  the  seat,  would  totally  fail 
in  eliciting  the  truth,  and  no  more  informa- 
tion could  be  obtained  on  the  spot  than  in 
the  Committee-rooms  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. If  the  Commission  sat  in  London, 
under  the  same  circumstances,  the  result 
would  be  precisely  the  same  ;  but  if  a 
Judge  went  down  to  try  a  Petition,  the 
seat  being  still  in  jeopardy,  all  the  party 
contrivances  which  prevented  the  discovery 
of  the  facts  by  a  Select  Committee  would 
be  resorted  to,  in  order  to  prevent  the  new 
tribunal  from  eliciting  the  whole  truth. 
So  far,  therefore,  from  the  establishment 
of  the  proposed  new  tribunal  putting  an 
end  to  corruption,  it  would  very  likely 
lead  to  its  practice  with  still  greater 
impunity.  Then,  if  they  looked  at  it  in 
another  point  of  view,  a  very  important 
preliminary  question  arose,  and  that  was, 
how  far  a  Judge  would  be  enabled  to 
proceed  before  he  was  stopped  by  his 
attention  being  called  to  the  fact  that  he 
was  transgressing  some  rule  or  Standing 
Order  of  Parliament,  and  thus  interfering 


673 


Praciidi  at 


(Mat  21.  1868} 


£leetumt  Bill. 


674 


with  the  priTileges  of  the  House.  It 
would  be  very  seldom  indeed  that,  in  such 
cases  as  were  likely  to  come  before  this 
new  tribunal,  a  plain  and  simple  issue 
could  be  put  before  the  Judge  ;  but  it 
must  often  happen  that  collateral  ques- 
tions would  arisCi  any  discuBsion  even  of 
which  might  be  a  breach  of  privilege.  "No 
less  an  authority  than  Lord  Coke  had  laid 
it  down  as  a  legal  axiom  that,  however 
learned  lawyers  might  be  in  the  laws  of 
AVestminster  Hall,  they  had  no  knowledge 
whatever  of  the  laws  which  regulated  the 
privileges  of  Parliament,  and  must  accept 
those  privileges  as  they  were  prescribed. 
There  were  numerous  cases  in  which  ques- 
tions as  to  the  privileges  of  that  House 
must  arise  incidentally,  and  he  wished  to 
be  informed  how  those  cases  were  to  be 
dealt  with.  Not  long  ago,  an  Election 
Committee  made  a  Beport,  as  to  the  con- 
duct of  a  returning  officer  in  the  case  of 
two  candidates  having  an  equality  of 
votes.  The  House  thereupon  passed  a 
Eesolution,  as  it  had  a  perfect  right  to  do, 
as  to  the  conduct  of  that  officer.  Was  the 
Judge  to  be  bound  by  such  a  Resolution, 
and  might  he  not  say  that  the  Common 
Law  had  been  superseded  by  the  statute, 
unless  the  clause  were  so  accurately  framed 
as  to  limit  exactly  the  power  of  the 
Judge  ?  More  than  that,  he  was  prepared 
to  take  his  stand  upon  the  position  that 
the  decision  of  a  single  Judge,  who  had 
never  been  called  upon  to  discharge  the 
functions  of  a  jury,  and  might  have  no 
knowledge  of  the  habits  of  the  people. 
was  not  entitled  to  so  much  authority  as 
the  opinion  formed  by  four  members  of  an 
Election  Committee.  Yet  this  Judge,  who 
might  be  incompetent  for  the  functions  of 
a  jury,  was  to  be  entrusted  with  the 
enormous  power  of  deciding  the  destinies 
of  500  Members  of  this  House.  The  House 
would  surely  never  consent  that  questions 
which  might  affect  the  fate  of  a  Govern- 
ment, and  the  destinies  of  the  country, 
should  be  allowed  to  depend  upon  the 
judgment  of  a  single  Judge.  The  fate  of 
the  Ministry  and  of  the  nation  might 
depend  on  the  verdict  of  a  single  Judge, 
who  would  not  have  any  one  person  near 
him  to  probe  his  conscience.  He  did  not 
believe  the  House  would  consent  to  such 
a  change,  and  some  kind  of  jury  must  be 
substituted  for  the  single  Judge.  But  was 
such  a  jury,  drawn  from  the  body  of  the 
county,  likely  to  decide  better  than  a  tri- 
bunal of  five  Members  of  that  House,  act- 
ing  under  the  sense   of  responsibility? 

YOL.  CXCII.  [tbjxd  sebubs.] 


He  warned  the  House  against  substituting 
for  the  honourable  decisions  of  one  of 
their  own  Election  Committees,* the  nar- 
row technical  mode  of  decision  practised 
in  Courts  of  Justice.  The  result  would  be 
that  the  straightforward,  honourable  man 
would  often  be  the  victim  of  the  decision 
of  these  Courts,  and  that  the  cunning  man 
who  had  the  most  practised  election  agents 
would  escape.  One  of  the  strongest  ob- 
jections to  this  measure  was  that  it  would 
reduce  the  Judges  to  the  position  of  ser- 
vants and  instruments  of  that  House. 
They  were  not  to  perform  their  functions 
in  regard  to  Members  of  that  House  as 
they  did  in  the  general  administration  of 
justice.  They  were  to  report  to  that 
House  ;  but  who  was  to  bring  the  Be- 
ports  under  the  notice  of  that  House  ? 
Was  the  Speaker  to  do  it,  or  was  the 
task  to  be  confided  to  the  Home  Secre- 
tary ?  His  final  objection  was  that  they 
ought  not  to  pass  a  measure  dealing  with 
the  seats  of  the  600  English  Members 
until  they  had  before  them  the  Bills  which 
were  to  regulate  the  trial  of  claims  to  the 
seats  of  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Members. 
Would  the  representatives  of  either  Scot- 
land or  Ireland  accept  such  a  Bill  as  this  ? 
The  House  had  never  been  informed  where 
the  Judges  were  to  come  from  who  were  to 
try  these  questions,  or  how  long  the  trial 
of  Petitions,  after  each  election,  would 
occupy  them.  He  objected,  moreover,  to 
the  general  scope  and  character  of  the 
present  Bill,  as  being  insufficient  for  the 
objects  for  which  it  had  been  introduced  ; 
and  he  thought  that  if  they  devoted  three 
or  four  nights  to  its  discussion  they  would 
be  unable  at  the  end  of  that  time  to  render 
it  a  satisfactory  measure.  It  would  be  a 
mere  waste  of  time  to  go  on  with  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  was  com- 
pelled to  enter  his  protest  against  the  some- 
what impassioned,  not  to  say  stilted,  elo- 
quence of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  who  had  so  vehe- 
mently objected  to  the  House  abandon- 
ing the  long-cherished  right  of  being  the 
tribunal  which  had  to  adjudicate  upon 
its  own  delinquencies.  He  had  been  im- 
pressive on  the  evils  of  a  trial  conducted  by 
a  Judge  without  a  jury.  Might  there  not, 
however,  be  something  even  more  objec- 
tionable than  this — namely,  a  trial  con- 
ducted by  a  jury  without  a  Judge.  No  one 
could  say  that  the  country  felt  that  abso- 
lute respect  for  the  purity  and  indepen- 
dence of  Election  Committees  which  ought 
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to  be  entertained  in  order  to  make  the  in- 
stitution respected.  He  appealed  to  the 
conscienee  of  all  who  had  sat  upon  Elec- 
tion Committees  to  say  if  they  were  not 
conscious  of  the  little  respect  with  which 
counsel  treated  those  before  whom  they 
were  pleading,  compared  with  the  manner 
in  which  they  would  have  approached  a 
tribunal  presided  over  by  some  bond  fide 
jurist.  He  did  not  impugn  the  honest 
in  tendons  of  the  members  of  Election  Com- 
mittees ;  but  he  asked,  how  could  persons 
who  were  antecedently  political  partizans 
go  to  the  work  of  discrimioation  with  dis- 
passionate and  judicial  minds  ?  How  could 
five  promiscuous  Gentlemen  chosen  because 
three  of  them  happened  to  belong  to  one 
party  and  two  of  them  to  the  other — none 
necessarily  educated  to  sift  evidence — pro- 
ceed without  misgiving  to  adjudicate  upon 
some  difficult  case  of  abstruse  law  hanging 
on  hazy  facts  dressed  out  for  them — law  and 
facts  together — by  the  skilled  advocacy  of 
trained  and  paid  advocates,  when  perhaps 
they  were  all  of  them  under  the  torture  of 
the  consciousness  that  upon  the  decision  to 
which  they  arrived  the  fate  of  a  party 
contest  and  all  their  own  material  future 
might  turn  ?  If,  then,  the  House  meant  to 
show  that  it  had  an  election  point  of  ho- 
nour, it  must  at  once  and  for  ever  cast  to 
the  winds  that  vanity  which  made  it  keep 
in  its  own  impotent  hands  the  trial  of  these 
election  cases.  It  was  bound  to  do  so  at 
this  moment,  when  by  its  own  act  it  had 
been  put  upon  its  trial  before  the  people  of 
the  realm.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  descanted  on  what  he  represented  as 
the  narrowness  of  a  judicial  award.  In 
reply  he  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  would  only 
ask  what  was  so  likely  to  produce  judicial 
narrowness  as  ignorance  or  inexperience, 
while  the  habit  of  adjudication  which  was 
incident  to  a  Judge's  existence  created  that 
breadth  of  thought  which  legitimate  self- 
confidence  alone  could  engender  ?  There 
was  one  objection  to  this  Bill  stated  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  in  which  he  entirely  agreed— that 
it  was  most  undesirable  to  make  it  apply 
to  England  alone.  Unfortunately,  both 
parties  in  1866  and  in  1867  had  followed 
the  tradition  of  1832,  and  brought  in 
separate  Reform  Bills  for  England  Scot- 
land and  Ireland,  which  were  followed  up 
by  a  separate  treatment  of  the  ancillary 
measures  ;  but  he  believed  it  would  have 
saved  a  great  deal  of  confusion  and  delay 
if  they  had  brought  in  one  Beform  measure 
applicable  to  the  three  kingdoms.     He 
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believed  that  the  House  would  last  year 
have  passed  such  a  measure  almost  as 
easily  as  the  Bill  for  England  alone, 
which  was  now  being  re-manipulated  in 
the  hands  of  Scotch  and  Irish  Members. 
Wishing  well  to  the  main  principle  of 
establishing  a  judicial  extra-Parliamentary 
tribunal  for  Election  Petitions,  he  advised 
the  Government  not  to  push  this  Bill 
through  in  its  present  form.  The  more 
haste,  the  less  speed.  Let  the  Chairman 
report  Progress;  let  this  Bill  be  withdrawn, 
and  another  be  introduced  at  the  earliest 
moment,  and  certainly  during  the  present 
Session,  applicable  to  Scotland  and  Ireland 
as  well  as  England. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  he  wished  to  say 
a  single  sentence  with  regard  to  the  allusions 
that  had  been  made  first  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Port- 
arlington  (Mr.  Lawson) ;  then  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton);  and,  lastly, 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope),  who  had 
just  sat  down,  respecting  the  want  of  uni* 
formity  in  this  Bill,  and  the  alleged  defect 
of  its  not  applying  to  all  the  three  kingdoms. 
Now,  as  far  as  regarded  the  Northern  por- 
tion of  the  kingdom,  he  thought  be  shoald 
be  able  to  relieve  the  anxiety  of  those  Gen- 
tlemen who  had  taken  it  under  their  wing, 
by  reminding  them  that  there  was  a  Return 
on  the  table  of  this  House  which  showed 
that,  since  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Act 
of  1 832,  there  had  been  252  Petitions  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  alleging  corrupt 
practices,  and  that  of  these  only  four  came 
from  Scotland,  and  of  the  four  only  two 
were  found  to  be  substantiated.  Now,  he 
thought  when  a  Petition  had  been  presented 
on  an  average  only  once  in  every  nine  years 
from  Scotland,  it  would  not  require  any 
addition  to  the  Judges  in  that  part  of  the 
kingdom  to  decide  or  report  upon  them. 
The  general  opinion  in  Scotland  was  that 
they  had  too  many  Judges  already,  and 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
sparing  one  of  the  Judges  to  try  a  petiticm 
when  there  was  one  to  be  heard.  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  in  half-an- 
hour  he  could  frame  a  clause — a  perfectly 
operative  one— in  this  Bill,  which  would 
make  it  as  suitable  for  Scotland  as  in  its 
present  state  it  was  to  England.  He  had 
no  doubt  the  learned  Lord  Advocate  could 
frame  the  clause  in  a  shorter  time,  and  in 
much  better  terms.  He  said  therefore  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  might  be  relieved  from 
their  fears  about  Scotland,  for  the  matter 
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eonld  be  managed  in  a  few  minutea.  He 
nmatBaj  he  heartily  conourred  in  the  prin- 
ciple of  having  one  Bill  for  all  portions  of 
the  United  Kingdom ;  and  if  they  had  taken 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Bereeford 
Hope),  and  had  passed  one  Reform  Bill 
for  the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom,  he 
thought  they  would  have  had  a  better  Bill 
that  would  have  occupied  less  time  in 
discussion,  and  that  they  would  have  heard 
fewer  extraordinary  speeches — that  they 
would  have  saved  the  very  extraordinary 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie), 
and  possibly  have  got  all  they  were  still 
looking  for. 

M&.  DISRAELI  regretted  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Denman)  should  have  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man report  Progress,  because  he  thought 
there  was  a  fair  chance  of  making  pro- 
gress with  the  Bill  in  Committee  that 
sight.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
founded  his  proposition  on  the  ground 
that  there  had  been  no  discussion  on  the 
prinoiple  of  the  Bill ;  but  unless  his  (Mr. 
Disraeli's)  recollection  deceived  him  very 
mncb,  that  statement  was  not  entirely 
correct.  He  recollected  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berwick  (Mr.  Mitchell)  opened 
a  discussion  upon  the  Onestion  that  the 
Speaker  leave  the  Chair,  and  that  that 
diioiitsion,  which  was  upon  the  prinoiple 
of  the  Billy  was  not  a  short  one  ;  and  the 
Hooae  having  decided  after  that  discus- 
sion to  go  into  Committee,  he  must  ex- 
prcM  his  disappointment  at  their  not 
making  any  progress.  At  the  same  time 
it  was  not  his  inclination  to  attempt  to 
check  legitimate  discussion  in  this  House; 
but  atill  at  that  late  hour  he  saw  no 
chance  of  proceeding  in  Committee  with 
any  advantage,  and  therefore  he  would 
eonaent  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  report  Progress,  so 
that  they  might  proceed  with  the  oUier 
Bndneas  of  the  night. 

Mm.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
know  how  to  understand  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  Bill  raised 
a  qneelion  extremely  interesting  to  Mem- 
ben  of  this  House;  and,  as  far  as  he 
eonld  judge,  those  who  were  considered 
anthoritiea  were,  without  reference  to 
partiaSy  singularly  divided  in  opinion  on 
the  aubjeet  Now  he  thought  when  the 
njgkt  hon.  Gentleman  appointed  this  Bill 
lor  the  Easiness  of  the  evening,  he  might 
kivo  anticipated,  from  the  gravity  of  the 
fnestion  of  the  transfer  of  jurisdiction 


over  contested  elections,  and  the  state  of 
opinion  on  the  subject,  that  it  would  lead 
to  a  lengthened  discussion.  He  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  was  not  at  all  inclined  to  dis- 
agree with  him  in  principle  as  far  as  this 
—to  entertain  the  transfer  of  jurisdiction 
for  the  sake  of  the  great  advantage  of  local 
inquiry ;  but  there  was  a  great  difference 
of  opinion  on  this  point,  and  that  transfer, 
in  his  judgment,  could  not  be  made  apart 
from  the  very  prevalent  opinion  of  the 
House.  To  carry  the  transfer  by  a  bare 
majority  would  not  be  satisfactory,  be- 
cause they  could  not  then  confide  in  the 
stability  of  the  system.  If  the  Bill  was 
to  stand  over  ho  should  like  to  know 
what  were  the  views  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  any  further  proceeding 
on  it.  The  Bill  contained  important  pro- 
visions connected  with  the  transfer  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  House,  and  Notices 
had  been  given  by  many  private  Mem- 
bers of  Amendments  affecting  the  purity 
of  election,  which  it  was  very  desirable 
should  be  discussed.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances he  was  anxious  to  know  what 
were  the  views  of  the  Government  upon 
the  question  of  the  transfer  of  the  juris- 
diction, and  upon  the  Notices  which  had 
been  placed  upon  the  Paper.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were — as  in  fact  he  might 
not  unreasonably  be — of  opinion  that  the 
obstacles  under  present  circumstances  were 
too  great  to  admit  of  a  discussion  of  the 
particular  method  he  proposed  for  the 
transfer  of  the  jurisdiction,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  it  would  be  for  tho 
advantage  of  the  House  that  that  should 
be  made  known  at  once.  But  while  ad- 
mitting that  the  Government  might  be 
right  in  desiring  to  postpone  the  question 
of  the  transfer  of  jurisdiction,  there  were 
other  questions  affecting  the  satisfactory 
conduct  of  elections  which  that  House 
ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of  discuss- 
ing, and  which  would,  he  had  no  doubt, 
be  dealt  with  calmly  and  impartially,  and 
in  a  temper  entirely  free  from  party  feel- 
ing. He  should  bo  sorry  to  learn  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
drop  the  Bill  altogether. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  entirely  misunderstood 
him.  The  Government  were  not  prepared 
to  give  up  the  Bill,  or  any  part  of  it.  The 
provision  relating  to  the  transfer  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  that  House,  which  he  looked 
upon  as  the  main  principle  of  the  Bill, 
had  been  discussed  upon  the  second  read- 
ing, and  could  have  been  dbcussed  in 
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Committee,  and  if  the  result  of  their  la- 
hours  in  Committee  should  not  prove  satis- 
factory, might  he  discussed  again  upon  the 
third  reading ;  hut  as  far  as  the  Govern- 
ment were  concerned,  they  wanted  to  pass 
the  Bill  in  its  entirety.  He  had  hoped 
that  they  should  have  got  into  Committee 
upon  the  Bill  at  an  early  hour,  and  should 
have  passed  the  evening  in  discussing  its 
provisions;  hut  as  it  was  then  late,  and 
there  was  an  evident  disposition  to  dis- 
cuss the  principle  of  the  Bill  in  a  desultory 
manner  on  the  Motion  to  report  Progress, 
and  as  he  despaired  of  getting  on  with 
the  Committee  that  night,  he  thought  it 
would  he  hotter  that  Progress  should  at 
once  he  reported,  and  that  they  should 
proceed  with  the  other  Business.  Had  the 
House  adopted  the  suggestion  which  was 
made  on  hehalf  of  the  Government,  at  an 
early  hour,  they  would  have  heen  discuss* 
ing  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  long  ago. 

SiK  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  when 
the  hon.  and  learned  Memher  hehind  him 
(Mr.  Denman)  moved  that  Progress  he  re- 
ported, he  did  not  do  so  with  the  ohject 
of  stopping  the  consideration  of  the  Bill. 
The  discussion  upon  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  in  its  previous  stages  had  been  very 
slight,  and  it  was  desirable  that  it  should 
be  more  fully  gone  into.  He  was  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  which  recom- 
mended the  alteration  of  the  mode  of 
trial,  but  he  had  for  himself  opposed  the 
total  abandonment  by  that  House  of  all 
its  jurisdiction  on  this  subject.  It  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  let  the 
House  know  what  were  their  intentions 
with  respect  to  Scotland  and  Ireland  upon 
this  question,  as  it  would  be  an  absurdity 
to  discredit  the  existing  tribunals,  as  far 
as  England  was  concerned,  and  yet  leave 
them  jurisdiction  over  elections  in  the 
other  parts  of  the  kingdom.  The  Govern- 
ment ought  to  state  definitely  what  their 
intentions  were  respecting  the  present  Bill, 
and  also  to  lay  before  the  House  their 
scheme  for  deaHng  with  Scotch  and  Irish 
elections. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  George 
Grey)  should  bear  in  mind  that  the  Bill  as 
originally  drawn  up  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee was  not  intended  to  include  either 
Scotland  or  Ireland  in  its  provisions.  When 
objections  were  raised  on  the  part  of  the 
English  Judges  to  the  transfer  of  the  juris- 
diction to  themselves,  it  was  thought  bet- 
ter that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  should 
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only  refer  to  England,  on  the  understand- 
ing that  when  once  it  was  decided  what 
principle  should  be  adopted  with  regard  to 
this  country  it  would  be  easy  to  introduce 
Bills  founded  upon  a  similar  principle  with 
regard  to  Scotland  and  Ireland.  The  Go- 
vernment had  been  rather  hardly  treated 
that  evening  in  reference  to  this  Bill. 
They  had  placed  the  Bill  upon  the  Paper 
as  the  first  Order  of  the  Day,  in  the  full 
belief  that  the  House  would  go  into  Com- 
mittee upon  it  at  an  early  hour,  and  would 
make  considerable  progress  in  the  discussion 
of  its  provisions.  A  discussion,  however, 
for  which  the  Government  were  not  re- 
sponsible, had  been  raised  upon  another 
subject,  ond  had  occupied  some  time,  and 
had  prevented  the  House  going  into  Com- 
mittee upon  the  Bill  until  a  comparatively 
late  hour  ;  and  then  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Denman)  had  at 
once  moved  that  the  Chairman  report 
Progress,  in  order,  as  he  said,  in  the  first 
place,  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  which 
the  Government  thought  the  House  had 
already  agreed  to,  should  be  more  fully 
discussed ;  and,  secondly,  that  he  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  again  referred  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee. He  saw  but  little  use  at  the  present 
moment  in  protracting  the  discussion. 

Ma.  DENMAN  observed  that  the  Bill 
as  originally  drawn  was  very  different 
from  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood  ;  its  princi- 
ple had  not  been  discussed,  and  it  was  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  further  discussion 
that  he  had  made  the  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress.  He  altogether  objected  to  the 
proposed  tribunal.  If  the  Government 
were  able  to  render  the  Bill  a  valuable  one, 
it  would  be  in  consequence  of  the  valuable 
suggestions  which  had  been  made  during 
the  present  discussion. 

Ma.  FAWCETT  entreated  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  to  use  all  the 
influence  which  the  Government  possessed 
and  to  persevere  with  this  Bill.  There 
were  portions  of  it  undoubtedly  to  which 
objection  might  be  taken ;  but  there  were 
many  advanced  Liberals  willing  to  assist 
him  in  getting  the  measure  passed.  He 
feared  that  the  discussion  of  that  evening 
would  produce  a  singularly  bad  impression 
out-of-doors,  where  an  opinion  prevailed 
very  extensively  that  the  House  was  not 
in  earnest  in  its  desire  to  put  down  corrup- 
tion. And  when  it  was  perceived— as  it 
could  not  fail  to  be — that  the  discussion 
and  delay  had  originated  on  the  Liberal 
side  of  the  House,  he  could  not  refrain 
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from  riBiDg  and  repndiating  those  tactics 
altogether,  or  from  declaring  that  there 
vrere  some  at  least  among  the  Members  on 
that  side  who  were  sincere  in  their  desire 
to  legislate  npon  the  subject  this  Session. 
In  spite  of  aU  that  had  been  said  bj  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Tiverton  (Mr.  Denman),  he  still  thought 
he  had  adopted  a  very  unasnal  course. 
The  Bill  had  been  read  a  first  and  a  second 
time,  and  upon  the  proposition  that  the 
Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair,  tliere  had  been 
more  than  one  Motion  leading  to  prolonged 
discussion.  And  that  night,  when  hon. 
Members  had  come  down  expecting  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  and  improving 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  they  were  pre- 
Tented  from  doing  so  by  the  renewed  dis- 
cussion on  the  whole  principle  of  the  mea- 
sure raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. What  would  the  country  say 
to-morrow,  on  reading  the  discussion,  but 
that  this  was  a  repetition  of  the  old  game, 
and  that  the  House  of  Commons  was  not 
sincere  in  its  desire  to  put  down  corrup- 
tion and  check  election  expenditure  ?  For 
this  reason,  he  entreated  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  press  on  the  Bill.  [*'  Agreed.''] 
He  wished  they  were  agreed.  Heform 
legislation  could  not  be  considered  as  com- 
plete till  some  measure  of  this  kind  was 
passed  ;  and  in  his  opinion  it  was  not 
inferior  in  importance  either  to  the  Scotch 
or  the  Irish  Beform  Bill. 

Mb,  BONHAM-CAKTER  repudiated 
the  notion  that  there  was  any  desire  for 
delay  on  the  Liberal  Benches.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  felt  very  naturally  that  this 
was  a  great  constitutional  question,  upon 
which  it  was  important  not  to  legislate  in 
a  hurried  or  incomplete  manner.  The 
House  ought  to  be  very  jealous  of  its 
honour ;  and,  in  parting  with  all  control 
over  future  election  inquiries,  the  House 
showed  a  want  of  regard  for,  and  appreci- 
ation of  the  high  character  which  its  tri- 
bunals had  always  maintained.  They  had 
always  been  composed  of,  and  been  pre- 
sided over,  by  the  most  trusted  Members 
of  the  House,  in  whose  hands  the  honour 
of  the  House  might  be  safely  left.  Under 
the  proposed  system,  the  first  notice  which 
the  House  might  receive  of  an  election  in- 
quiry was  the  Beport  of  the  Judge  to  the 
Speaker  that  a  particular  Member  had  been 
unseated. 

Mb.  MORRISON  rose  to  support  the 
appeal  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sngbton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  to  the  Govern- 


ment to  resist  the  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress. 

Mr.  DENMAN  said,  he  intended  to 
withdraw  it. 

Ma.  MORRISON  would  still  suggest  to 
the  Committee,  as  a  point  of  Order,  that  it 
was  most  inconvenient  to  encourage  the 
practice  of  Gentlemen  making  speeches 
upon  the  principle  of  a  Bill  when  once 
they  had  got  into  Committee.  Business 
would  be  proceeded  with  much  more 
rapidly  and  satisfactorily  if  Gentlemen 
having  opinions  which  they  desired  to 
put  forward  would  advance  them  at  the  pro- 
per time,  and  if  upon  Motions  to  report  Pro- 
gress or  other  formal  proposals  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  confine  themselves  more  strictly 
within  the  four  comers  of  the  Motion. 

Mb.  DENMAN  said,  he  was  much 
obliged  to  his  hon.  Friend  for  his  lecture. 
But  he  must  remind  him  that  till  that 
evening  he  had  never  had  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  Bill  as  a  whole.  He  was 
quite  willing  that  the  Motion  to  report 
Progress  should  be  withdrawn. 

The  CHAIRMAN  asked  if  it  was  the 
pleasure  of  the  Committee  that  the  Motion 
should  be  withdrawn. 

Many  hon.  Members  crying  ••  No  :  '* 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  put  the  Question, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress." 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  asked  what  course 
the  Government  wished  the  Committee  to 
adopt? 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  thought  I  had  dis- 
tinctly  expressed  the  wish  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  progress  in  Committee,  if  it 
be  not  already  too  late. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Application  of  Act)po«(ppn^. 

Clauses  3  and  4  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (To  whom  and  by  whom  Elec- 
tion Petitions  may  be  presented). 

Mb.  BOUVERIE,  who  had  given  Notice 
to  move  to  omit  all  the  clauses  from  5  to 
18  inclusive — which  relate  to  the  Presen- 
tation and  Service  of  Petitions,  the  Judges 
and  the  Trial  of  Petitions— for  the  purpose 
of  inserting  new  clauses,  proposing  a  dif- 
ferent system  of  procedure,  said,  that  the 
clauses  he  proposed  to  strike  out  com- 
pletely ousted  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House, 
and  to  that  he  had  a  decided  objection. 
The  5th  clause  provided  that  the  Petition 
should,  in  the  first  instance,  be  presented 
to  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  and  the 
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House  of  Commons  need  Dot  know  that 
the  election  of  one  of  its  Members  was 
impugned  until  the  Judge  who  tried  the 
Petition  certified  his  determination  to  the 
Speaker  that  the  Member  was  duly  elected, 
or  that  the  election  was  Toid,  and  it  be- 
came necessary  to  issue  a  new  Writ.     He 
thought  that  was  going  much  farther  in 
the  way  of  parting  with  the  control  of  its 
own  affairs  than  the  House  would  like  to 
go.   The  objection  to  the  existing  tribunal 
was,  that  a  Committee,  though  honest  and 
well  meaning,  was  overborne  by  the  Bar, 
and  thus   rendered  incapable  and  ineffi- 
cient.    This  defect,  however,  did  not  exist 
when  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  was 
able  and  competent ;  but  as  a  competent 
Chairman  could  not  necessarily  be  pro- 
cured, he  proposed  to  remedy  this — and 
other  defects  which  had  at  the  same  time 
been  objected  to  by  the  Committees — by  a 
series  of  clauses.   He  proposed  to  preserve 
the  Election  Committee  in  the  form  of  a 
jury  ;  but,  instead  of  the  present  plan,  the 
General   Committee  of  Elections  should 
choose  from  the  Election  panel  a  Commit- 
tee of  five  Members.    This  Committee  was 
to  be  presided  over  by  one  of  the  Judges 
of  the  Superior  Courts  at  Westminster  (not 
being  a  Peer),   Her  Majesty  being  em- 
powered to  appoint  three  additional  Judges. 
The  trial  before  the  Judge  would  be  oon- 
ducted  in  precisely  the  same  manner  as  a 
case  at  Ifisi  Friw,  the  Judge  deciding 
questions  of  law  and  the  admissibility  of 
evidence,  the  Committee  acting  as  a  jury 
finding  as  to  the  facts.     At  the  conclusion 
of  the  inquiiy,  the  Judge  was  to  certify  to 
the  Speaker  the  result  of  the  trial;  he  was 
also  to  report  in  writing  to  the  Speaker 
the  opinion  of  the  Committee  as  to  any 
charges  of  corrupt  practices  at  the  election 
in  question;  and  might  further  make  a 
special  Report  as  to  any   other  matters 
which  may  arise  in  the  course  of  the  trial, 
which,  in  his  judgment,  ought  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  of  Commons.   In  that 
way  he  presumed  the  objection  as  to  the 
inefficiency    of  the    Committees   of  that 
House  as  a  Court  of  Inquiry  would  be  got 
over.     In  his  opinion  there  was  an  insu- 
perable objection  to  submitting  the  position 
and  character  of  a  Member  of  that  House 
to  the  decision  of  one  Judge.  Judges  were 
not  angels,  but  were — ^like  other  men- 
liable  to  be  influenced  by  their  political 
feelings  in  political  matters.     A  remark- 
able instance  of  this  occurred  in  the  well- 
known  case  of  Mr.  O'Connell,  when  the 
Judges  in  the  House  of  Lords  all  voted 
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along  with  their  political  party.     This  was 
a  strong  proof  that  even  the  most  eminent 
Judges  were  liable  to  be  influenced  in 
their  judgment  by  their  political  feelings. 
But  even  if  political  feeling  never  biassed 
the  judicial  mind,  the  public  might  believe 
it  did,  and  that  feeling,  however  ground- 
less, would  be  sufficient  to  rob  the  &bunal 
of  all  weight.     If,  then,  they  could  not 
entrust  the  decision  of  an  Election  Petition 
to  a  single  Judge,  they  must  call  in  a  jury; 
and  their  choice  lay  between  a  jury  chosen 
in  the  ordinary  way,  and  one  selected  from 
the  Committee  of  Elections  panel,  and  he 
contended  that  a  jury  selected  from  the 
House  would  be  preferable  to  any  other. 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  if  the  in- 
quiry was  to  be  made  on  the  spot^  the juiy 
must  be  local,  and  .local  juries  would  be 
sure  to  be  influenced  by  party  motives; 
but  if  the  jury  were  a  Committee  of  the 
House  it  would  not  be  subject  to  local  in« 
fluences,  and  in  every  way  it  would  be  t 
more  trustworthy  jury  than  any  that  could 
possibly  be  devised.  He  therefore  proposed 
the  erection  of  an  intermediate  tribunal- 
one  which  should  avoid  the  objection  of 
local  bias,  and  at  the  same  time  maintain 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Commom. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  present  tribnnil 
was  fruitful  of  delay,  and  that  an  inqnlij 
by  a  Judge  on  the  spot  would  be  expedi- 
tious.    It  was  obvious,  however,  that  this 
result  could  only  be  attained  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  great  many  Judges ;  and  it 
should    be   remembered    that,    while  it 
would  be  out  of  the  question  to  appoint 
more  than  a  very  limited  number  of  Judgei) 
the  Parliamentary  tribunal  was  capable  of 
comparatively    unlimited    multipUcationt 
and  a  very  little  alteration  in  the  Contio> 
verted  Elections  Act  would  enable  the 
House  to  dispose  of  any  number  of  Elec- 
tion Petitions  in  a  very  short  time.    As 
to  the  proposed  inquiry  being  conducted 
on  the  spot,  he  was  sceptical  as  to  the 
advantages  of  that  method.     He  had  seen 
a  good  deal  of  contested  electioni»  and 
had  always  found  that,  except  in  the  oaae 
of  a  very  few  better  informed  penoDi, 
both  parties  were  sure  of  winning;  and 
that,  as  one  party  must  lose,  there  was 
sure  to  be   much    disappointment,    and 
strong  accusations  of  bribery  and  comip* 
tion.    Humours  to  that  effect  flew  abont 
the  place  immediately  after  the  eleotion ; 
but  in  nine-tenths  of  the  cases  all  those 
rumours  ended  in  smoke.    If,  therefore, 
they  insisted  on  Petitions  being  preeented 
immediately  after  the  election,  they  would 
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have  ft  great  many  aborllTe  inquiries.  He 
thought  that  the  inqniry  ioto  ohsTges  of 
general  corraption  and  bribery  might  be 
more  advantageoiuly  oondnotod  on  the 
tpot ;  but  the  iaqmry  into  the  merit*  of 
an  Election  Petition  oould  be  best  in- 
qnired  into  by  a  Committee  of  the  House, 
presided  over  by  one  of  the  Judges  of  the 
Superior  Courts.  He  beliered  the  scheme 
he  proposed  would  not  be  unacceptable  to 
the  learned  Judges,  and  on  that  account 
he  submitted  it  to  the  consideration  of  tbe 
Committee. 

Mb.  J.  STUAKT  UILL  said,  he  had  to 
more  an  Amendment  to  the  clanse,  which 
was  the  firat  of  a  series  of  Amendmsnts,  of 
which  he  had  giren  Kotice.  The  Bill,  as 
it  stood,  was  very  incomplete  ;  but,  at  the 
isme  time,  he  thought  it,  in  the  main,  very 
creditable  to  the  Government ;  and  there* 
fore  he  was  glad  that  this  Bill  was  not  to 
be  part  of  the  ba^age  to  be  thrown  over- 
boud,  for  tbe  purpose  of  lightening  the 
■hip  on  its  last  voyage,  Incomplete  as  it 
yn*,  the  Bill  was  a  bold  attempt  to  grapple 
with  an  aohnowledged  political  and  moral 
evil ;  and  the  Qovemmeat  had  not  feared 
to  ask  the  Hoose  to  do  what  it  greatly 
disliked — to  make  a  sacrifice  of  its  own 
jnriadiotion.  He  now  asked  the  Prime 
Mimster  to  complete  his  own  work — to 
help  those  who  were  trying  to  help  him, 
■ad  lend  the  aid  of  his  ingenious  and  con- 
triving mind,  and  the  able  legal  assistance 
with  which  he  was  provided,  to  make  this 
really  an  efficacious  and  complete  measure. 
It  wu  no  party  measure,  and  no  party 
wen  interested  in  passing  it,  except  the 
pattyof  honesty.  They  desired  to  diminish 
the  number  of  men  in  this  Honse,  who 
came  in,  not  for  the  purpose  of  maintain- 
iig  any  political  opinions  whatever,  hut 
ii^y  for  the  purpose,  by  a  lavish  ezpen- 
titore,  of  acquiring  the  social  position 
vhieh  attended  a  seat  in  this  House,  and 
vhidi,  perhaps,  was  not  otherwise  to  be 
ittiined  by  them.  They  were  not  more 
iltaAed  to  one  side  than  to  the  other, 
osept  that  they  were  generally  to  bo 
iniid  on  the  gaining  side.  They  were 
the  political  counterparts  of  those  who 
me  contemptuously  described  by  Bante 
■  "neither  for  Qod  nor  the  enemies  of 
God,  but  for  themselves  only."  Unfor- 
tmately,  it  was  not  possible  in  this 
MM  to  follow  the  poet's  advice,  "  Speak 
Bot  of  them,  but  look  and  pass  on!" 
The  Bill  proceeded  on  tbe  theory  that  the 
law  vas  to  bo  put  in  motion  by  the  de- 
lidted  candidate  alone.    This  was  contrary 


to  the  very  idea  of  criminal  law.  Whcntho 
law  intended  to  confer  a  pardoning  power 
on  an  individual,  it  did  not  grant  a  criminal 
process  at  all,  but  only  an  action  for 
damages.  The  immediate  object  of  the 
present  Amendment  was  tbe  following: 
the  Bill,  if.  passed,  would  repeal  the  5  ^  6 
Viet.  c.  102  ;  but  Section  4  of  that  Act  con- 
tained an  important  provision  —  namely, 
that  where  a  Petition  complained  of  general 
or  extensive  bribery,  and  the  Committee  re- 
ported that  there  was  reasonable  and  pro- 
bable  ground  for  the  allegations,  the  Com- 
mittee should  have  power  to  order  that 
the  costs  of  the  petitioners  should  be  borne 
by  the  public.  If  the  House  was  in  earnest 
such  a  provision  was  iDdispensablo ;  and 
he  therefore  intended  to  propose  Amend- 
ments, the  effect  of  which  would  be  to 
restore  it  in  the  present  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  29, 
after  the  words  "to  serve  in  Parliament," 
to  insert  the  words  "  or  of  general  or  ex- 
tensive prevalence  of  corrupt  practices  in 
an  EieotioE."— (J/)-.  Mill.) 

The  chancellor  of  tue  EXCHE- 
Q0ER  said,  he  quito  agreed  with  the 
hon.  iUember  (Ur.  Stuart  Mill)  that  it 
was  desirable  that  there  should  bo  every 
opportunity  of  inquiring  into  extensive 
corruption  prevalent  at  elections  ;  bot  he 
took  exception  to  the  proposed  mode  of 
I  effecting  that  object,  and  would  surest 
that  it  would  be  more  convenient  to  raise 
the  question  by  bringing  up  a  distinct  new 
clause.  The  clause  then  under  considera- 
tion related  specially  to  Petitions  com- 
plaining of  undue  return  of  Members ; 
and  he  thought  it  would  not  be  well  to 
mix  that  up  with  other  questions.  With 
regard  to  ^e  particular  Act  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  bud  referred  he  would  find, 
on  inquiry,  that  it  had  hitherto  been  a 
dead  letter.  [Mr.  Boirr£sis:  There  has 
been  a  case  under  it.]  The  right  hon. 
Qenlleroan  said  there  bad  been  a  case 
under  it.  If  so,  he  w^  not  aware  of  it : 
bat,  considering  that  corrupt  pvaoticei 
must  have  prevailed  very  largely,  that  one 
case  would  only  prove  that  practically  the 
Act  had  been  a  dead  letter.  He  was  as 
anxious  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Westmin- 
ster that  corruption,  in  whatever  form  or 
shape,  should  be  put  down  j  but  he  thought 
that  the  Amendment  propoecd  by  the  hon. 
Member,  while  creating  some  confusion, 
would  not  carry  out  that  intention-  As 
to  tho  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Eilmaruock  (Mr.Bonverie), 
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it  would  give  legal  knowledge  to  the  pre- 
sent tribnnals  and  tend  to  uniformity  of 
decision ;  but,  if  it  were  adopted,  two  of 
the  great  objects  to  accomplish  which  this 
Bill  had  been  brought  forward  would  be 
altogether  lost,  for  neither  an  immediate 
nor  a  local  inquiry  would  be  obtained.  He 
did  not  think  that  any  legislation  would 
succeed  to  the  extent  of  entirely  prevent- 
ing corrupt  practices  —  for  quid  prosunt 
leges  sine  morihusf  —  but  he  did  believe 
that  by  legislation  they  might  very  much 
strengthen  the  hands  of  those  who  wished 
to  put  down  those  practices.  He  was 
perfectly  convinced,  however,  that  as  long 
as  the  jurisdiction  remained  in  the  House 
of  Commons  they  would  not  be  able  to 
diminish  the  corruption  which  now  existed. 
If  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman were  accepted,  all  the  Election  Pe- 
titions would  still  be  brought  into  one 
focus  and  would  still  get  into  the  hands  of 
central  agents.  There  would  still  be  the 
facility  for  pairing  off  and  for  all  that 
hocus  pocus  that  notoriously  was  carried  on 
now.  He  was  convinced  that,  until  they 
localized  the  inquiries,  they  would  not 
succeed  in  getting  rid  of  those  arrange- 
ments by  which  corrupt  practices  were 
kept  in  the  background.  So  much  for 
having  the  inquiries  local.  Why  was  it 
desirable  to  have  them  immediate  ?  Be- 
cause when  there  was  a  considerable  lapse 
of  time  between  the  complaint  and  the 
investigation  there  was  greater  opportunity 
for  having  resort  to  manoeuvres — for  get- 
ting rid  of  witnesses  and  such- like  pro- 
ceedings. Besides,  when  the  blood  of 
partisans  on  either  side  of  a  contest  was 
still  hot,  they  were  not  so  likely  to  see 
reasons  for  giving  up  their  enthusiasm  in 
the  cause  of  purity  of  election.  While 
persons  were  smarting  under  a  defeat  they 
were  much  more  likely  to  expose  corrupt 
practices  than  when  time  was  allowed  for 
persuasion.  Then,  local  inquiry  would 
much  diminish  the  expense  of  an  election 
case.  At  present  the  witnesses  on  either 
side  were  brought  to  town  and  fed  in  the 
most  sumptuous  manner.  They  were  also 
"  shepherded  " — he  believed  that  was  the 
term  —  to  prevent  them  from  talking  to 
anyone  with  whom  it  was  thought  ad- 
visable they  should  hold  no  communica- 
tion. All  this  was  attended  with  enor- 
mous expense.  Again,  they  had  persons 
who  would  go  into  the  witnesses'  chair  in 
a  Committee-room  and  perjure  themselves, 
knowing  that  there  was  no  one  there  who 
could  convict  them  of  their  falsehood ;  but 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


the  same  persons  would  hesitate  to  commit 
that  crime  in  a  Court-house  where  they 
were  surrounded  by  persons  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, half-a-dozen  of  whom  could 
perhaps  get  upon  the  table  and  contradict 
them.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Morpeth  (Sir  George  Grey) 
spoke  of  his  having  been  in  a  small  mi- 
nority when  in  the  Committee  he  opposed 
the  proposition  for  entirely  removing  these 
election  cases  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
House.  He  believed  that  minority  had 
consisted  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  and  his  Under-Secretary,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sandwich.  The  Committee 
were  unanimous  on  having  the  Petitions 
tried  by  another  tribunal ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sandwich  thought  that  the  Petitions  ought 
to  be  presented  to  that  House  in  the  first 
instance.  Now,  if  the  House  was  not  to  be 
the  tribunal  to  try  those  cases,  would  it  be 
worth  while  to  retain  for  it  that  scintilla 
of  jurisdiction  which  would  bo  retained  by 
having  the  Petition  presented  to  the  House 
before  it  went  to  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  ?  If  the  meaning  of  the  proposition 
was  that  the  House  should  have  the  right 
of  saying  that  a  Petition  never  should  be 
tried  at  all,  then  he  could  understand  the 
proposal ;  but  that  meaning  was  not  avowed 
by  the  small  minority  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred. A  great  disadvantage  arising  from 
the  plan  would  be  that  Election  Petitions 
could  not  be  presented  and  tried  while  the 
House  was  not  sitting — a  circumstance 
which,  in  many  cases,  would  involve  a  delay 
of  many  months.  Believing  that  the  plan 
embodied  in  the  Bill  was  that  which  would 
give  the  public  the  greatest  amount  of  con- 
fidence in  the  decisions  on  Election  Pe- 
titions, and  that  it  would  effectually  tend 
to  check  bribery  and  corruption,  he  hoped 
the  Committee  would  not  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment now  under  discussion. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN  ob- 
served that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  applied  himself  to  the  dause 
generally.  He  submitted  that  it  would  be 
a  more  convenient  course  for  the  Com- 
mittee to  confine  themselves  for  the  pre- 
sent to  the  Amendment  which  had  been 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
minster. 

Mr.  PAXJLL  pointed  out  that  under  the 
Amendment  a  Member  against  whom 
specific  charges  were  brought  would  be 
obliged  to  defend  himself  against  the 
general  prevalence  of  corrupt  praetioes 
during  an  election  at  which  there  might 
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have  beeo,  perhaps,  half  a  dozen  candi- 1  both  candidates,  and  that  it  was  only  right 
dates.    He  ought  not  to  he  placed  in  a  their  petition  for  a  local  inquiry  should  be 


worse  position  than  any  criminal  by  hav- 
ing to  defend  himself  against  charges  other 
than  those  specifically  made  against  him- 
self personally  or  his  agents. 

Mb.  HEADLAM  said,  much  might  be 
urged  for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster,  who  was  on  the 
right  track,  for  far  more  might  be  done 
by  an  indictment  against  a  borough  than 
by  a  contest  for  the  seat.  But  at  present 
it  would  be  wise  to  adopt  the  suggestion 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Mk.  monk  thought  the  Amendment 
was  misunderstood — a  Petition  need  not 
necessarily  be  against  the  return  of  any 
Member.  He  thought  it  important  that 
the  House  should  sanction  the  principle 
that  where  extensive  corruption  had  been 
practised  the  conduct  of  defeated  candi- 
dates should  not  be  ignored.  For  instance, 
a  candidate  sent  down  from  London  to  a 
borough  where  he  had  no  chance  of  elec- 
tion, and  where  he  spent  large  sums  of 
money  in  corruption,  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  go  unpunished ;  and  if  Petitions 
were  allowed  to  be  presented  in  such  cases 
they  would  be  a  great  check  upon  general 
bribery  and  corruption. 

Mb.  LOCKE  objected  to  the  Amend- 
ment on  the  ground  that  it  was  unfair  to 
make  a  candidate  liable  for  general  corrupt 
practices  with  which  he  might  have  had 


attended  to.     In  the  interest  of  purity  of 
election  he  should  support  the  Motion. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  point  taken  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westminster  had  not  escaped  the  at- 
tention of  the  Committee  ;  but  the  Com- 
mittee were  unanimously  of  opinion  that 
it  was  useless  to  retain  the  method  ap- 
pointed by  5  &  6  Vict.  c.  102,  for  in- 
quiring into  general  corrupt  practices  at 
elections.  Under  the  present  law,  there 
were  Petitions  in  which  the  seat  was 
claimed,  and  other  Petitions  alleging  cor- 
rupt practices  generally,  but  in  which  no 
claim  was  made  for  the  seat.  In  regard 
to  Petitions  of  the  latter  class,  the  Mem- 
bers had  no  interest  in  opposing  them ; 
and,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Committee,  the 
Act  just  referred  to  had  proved  entirely 
futile.  But  there  was,  according  to  the 
present  law,  another  mode  by  which  the 
desired  inquiry  into  general  corruption 
was  sought  to  be  attained.  If,  in  the 
course  of  inquiry  on  a  Petition,  the  Com- 
mittee is  of  opinion  that  there  is  a  primd 
facte  case  of  general  corrupt  practices  in  a 
borough,  the  Committee  reports  the  cir- 
cumstance to  the  House,  and  upon  a  joint 
Address  of  the  two  Houses  a  Commission 
is  sent  to  the  spot  to  institute  an  inquiry. 
That  mode  of  inquiry  the  Committee  de- 
sired to  retain.     If  the  Amendment  was 


nothing  to  do.     It  was  a  sound  principle   carried,  the  question  of  general  corruption 


that  a  man  should  only  be  liable  for  his 
own  offences. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  opposed 
the  Amendment,  not  because  it  might  not 
be  expedient  to  have  inquiries  nito  the 
general  prevalence  of  corruption,  but  be- 
cause the  Amendment  was  foreign  to  the 
object  of  the  clause,  which  was  to  pro- 
Tide  assurance  that  a  Member  had  been 
duly  returned  without  corruption  on  his 
part.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westminster  would  withdraw  the  clause, 
which  he  thought  would  rather  defeat  his 
object.  It  seemed  to  him  the  result  would 
be  to  produce  interminable  inquiries. 

Mb.  AYRTON  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westminster  would  not  withdraw  the 
Amendment.  In  his  opinion,  the  Attorney 
General  did  not  understand  the  object  of 
the  Amendment.  The  view  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  was  that,  besides 
the  successful  candidate  and  the  defeated 
one,  there  might  be  certain  electors  who 
were  indignant  at  the  corrupt  practices 
that  had  l^n  carried  on  in  the  interest  of 


would  have  to  be  investigated  by  a  tri- 
bunal which  was  not  the  best  for  such  a 
purpose.  It  was  thought  that  the  present 
tribunal  for  inquiring  into  general  corrupt 
practices  should  be  retained ;  and  conse- 
quently it  was  provided  in  the  present 
Bill  that  if  a  Judge,  in  the  course  of  an 
inquiry  respecting  a  claim  to  a  seat, 
found  that  there  was  a  primd  facie  case 
of  general  corrupt  practices  in  a  borough, 
he  might  report  the  circumstance  to  the 
House,  precisely  as  the  Committee  did  now, 
and  thereupon  the  Houses  might  present 
an  Address  praying  that  a  Commission  of 
Inquiry  might  issue.  In  conclusion,  he 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  Committee 
would  not  agree  to  the  Amendment. 

Me.  AYRTON  said,  his  remarks  had 
reference  to  the  clause  which  provided 
that  the  Judge  might,  at  the  same  time, 
make  a  special  report  to  the  Speaker  as  to 
any  matter  arising  in  the  course  of  the 
trial,  an  account  of  which  ought,  in  his 
judgment,  to  be  submitted  to  the  House 
of  Commons. 


691 


Water 


{COMMONS) 


S^tfipljf  SM. 


692 


Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  his  object 
was  that  an  inquiry  into  general  corrupt 
practices  should  bo  instituted  with  the 
same  promptitude  and  before  the  same 
tribunal  as  the  inquiry  concerning  a  claim 
to  the  seats.  He  did  not  mean,  however, 
as  the  Solicitor  General  seemed  to  infer, 
that  the  sitting  Member  should  be  at  the 
expense  of  eliciting  such  a  general  in- 
quiry. That  matter  was  provided  for  in 
his  subsequent  Amendments. 

Mb.  LIDDELL  thought  a  distinction 
should  be  made  between  an  inquiry  into 
the  right  to  a  seat  and  an  inquiry  into 
genercd  corruption,  and  that  the  cost  of 
the  general  inquiry  should  be  borne  by 
the  community. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westminster  would  be  induced  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  and  to  intro- 
duce the  subject  in  a  separate  clause.  It 
was  quite  as  important  that  there  should 
be  a  well-directed  inquiry  into  general 
corruption  as  into  the  right  to  a  seat ;  but 
they  should  take  care  that  they  did  not 
transfer  to  another  body  any  power  which 
belonged  peculiarly  to  that  House.  The 
legal  right  to  the  seat  would  be  bettor 
determined  by  the  Judges  than  by  a  Com- 
mittee sitting  upstairs  ;  but,  if  they  di- 
rected an  inquiry  into  general  corruption, 
which  was  to  be  followed  by  legislation, 
they  should  reserve  to  the  House  the 
power  of  instituting  and  directing  the  in- 
quiry. If  the  general  were  mixed  up  with 
tne  particular  proposition,  they  would  cer- 
tainly delay  the  termination  to  be  arrived 
at. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  hoped  the  Government 
would  bring  in  a  clause  to  effect  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Westminster. 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  74; 
Noes  219  :  Majority  145. 

Mb.  KN  ATCHBULL-HUGESSEN  said, 
his  Amendment  would  raise  the  whole 
question.  It  was,  that  the  words  **  Court 
of  Common  Pleas  "  be  struck  out,  and  the 
words  "  House  of  Commons  ''  be  inserted 
in  the  clause.  This  was  the  Amendment 
which  he  had  moved  in  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  which  now  stood  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Berwick  (Mr. 
Mitchell),  who  was  not  present. 

Mb.  SCHREIBEB  moved  that  the 
Chairman  report  Progress. 

J/r.  Ayrton 


Mb.  BOUYEEIE  said,  the  Amendments 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice  would  in 
effect  also  raise  the  whole  question,  inas- 
much as  he  proposed  that  the  Election 
Committee,  consisting  of  Members  of  the 
House,  should  be  presided  over  by  a  Judge. 
It  would  be  better  to  discuss  it  now. 

Mb.  DISBAELI  said,  the  issue  was 
clear,  as  the  House  was  in  Committee  and 
understood  the  question,  he  thought  they 
ought  to  proceed. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSENsaid, 
there  was  this  difference  between  his 
Amendment  and  those  of  his  right  hon. 
Priend  (the  Member  for  Kilmarnock). 
His  right  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  Petition  after  it  was  presented  ; 
whereas  he  proposed  to  raise  the  question 
to  what  tribunal  the  Petition  should  be 
presented.  If  the  House  should  cease  to 
be  that  tribunal,  it  would  be  the  only 
legislative  body  in  the  world  exercising 
no  control  over  the  seats  of  its  own  Mem- 
bers. Standing,  as  the  House  of  Commons 
did,  in  the  position  of  a  self-condemned 
body,  it  ought  to  hand  over  all  its  rights 
and  privileges  unimpaired  to  that  Parlia- 
ment which  would  be  elected  by  the 
enlarged  constituencies.  If  his  Motion 
were  carried,  the  other  Amendment  would 
be  unnecessary. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  that  thU  was  the 
most  important  question  of  the  whole  Bill, 
and  therefore  they  ought  to  have  time  to 
consider  it.  They  had  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity yet  of  discussing  it.  He  felt 
strongly  upon  the  matter,  and  wished  to 
have  it  fully  discussed. 

Mb.  AYRTON  called  attention  to  the 
alteration  in  the  wording  of  the  Act  it  was 
proposed  to  repeal  and  that  introduced 
into  the  Bill  relative  to  the  subject-matter 
of  complaint  to  be  contained  in  Election 
Petitions.  He  asked  the  Attorney  General 
on  a  future  occasion  to  give  the  Committee 
an  explanation. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  remnied. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thursday  next. 

WATEB  SUPPLY   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Clite,  Bill  to  make  better 
provision  for  facilitating  and  regulatiog  the  supply 
of  Pure  Water  in  cities,  towns,  and  districts 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  bj  Mr. 
Cuts,  Mr.  Goldhbt,  Hr.  Nsati,  and  Mr.  Wtld. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  Ume.  [Bill  131.] 
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XETBOPOUTAK  FOLICE  FTT^SS  BILL.  . 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  Gatbobhx  Habdt, 
Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Fands  pro- 
Tided  for  defraying  the  expensei  of  the  Metropo- 
litan Police,  w&rtd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Secretary  Gathobrs  Hardy,  and  Sir  Jaioeb  Fxb- 

OUIBON. 

Bill  preienUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  139.] 

THAMES   EHBAlfrXHENT  llTD  MSTB0P0LI8 
IMP&OYEHBNT  (lOAKS)  ACT  AMXNDXEirr  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sclatib-Booth,  Bill  for  ex~ 
tending  the  profisioni  of  ^  The  Thamei  Embank- 
ment and  Metropolif  Improyement  (I«oans)  Acti 
1864"  and  for  amending  the  powers  of  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works  in  relation  to  Loans 
under  that  Act,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
ScLATBB-BooTK  and  Mr.  Chancbllob  of  the  Ex- 

CHSQUBB. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  183.] 

CUBRAGH   OF  im.DABK  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Mato,  Bill  to  make 
better  provision  for  the  management  and  use  of 
the  Curragh  of  Kildare,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  The  Earl  of  Mato  and  Mr.  Attobbxt  Gbbxbal 
for  Ibbland. 
Bill  preeenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  134.] 

House  a(youmed  at  a  quarter 
after  One  adock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS. 
lYidai/,  May  22,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  Select   CoiuiiTTBX  — On   Poor 

Relief.    (No.  110.) 
FuBUc  Bills — First  Reading-— Conntj   Courts 

(Admiralty  Jurisdiction)  •  (108) ;  Consolidated 

Fund  (£17,000,000)  • ;  City  of  London  Gas  • 

(109). 
i2<por^— Poor  Relief  •  (110-111). 

THE  ABYSSINIAN  EXPEDITION— THE 
DESPATCHES.— QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGII  asked 
the  noble  Earl  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  What 
was  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  pubHshing 
the  despatch  of  Sir  Robert  Napier  ? 

Thb  Eabl  or  MALMESBURY :  For 
some  cause  for  which  we  cannot  account 
we  have  received  no  recent  despatch  from 
Sir  Robert  Napier.  There  have  been  pri- 
vate letters  from  him ;  but  he  either  has 
not  written  a  despatch,  or  it  has  failed  to 
reach  our  hands.  The  Government  has 
been  most  anxious  to  invito  Parliament  to 
express  its  opinion  upon  the  brilliant  ser- 
Tioes  that  have  been  rendered  by  the  army 
in  Abyssinia,  and  the  only  reason  we  have 
refrained  from  inviting  the  House  to  do 


so  hitherto  has  been  the  reason  I  have 
just  given  to  my  noble  Friend.  But  I 
think  it  would  be  useless — and,  indeed, 
improper— to  delay  any  longer  a  compli- 
ment  to  the  army  which  is  so  richly  de« 
served ;  and  it  is  at  present  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  move  on  this  day 
week  a  Vote  of  Thanks  in  both  Houses 
of  Parliament.  Before  I  sit  down  I  may 
mention,  for  the  convenience  of  noble 
Lords,  that  it  is  my  intention  on  this  day 
week  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  until  the  following  Monday  week. 

NEW  FOREST— DEER  REMOVAL,  Ao., 
ACT,  1851. 

MOTION  FOB  1  SELECT  COHMITTEE. 

Viscount  EYERSLEY  presented  a  Pe- 
tition of  Persons  having  Eights  of  Com* 
mon  over  the  New  Forest  and  others  : 
That  the  Beport  of  tlie  Commissioner  in 
charge  of  the  Boyal  Forests  to  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury  (laid  before  the  House  on 
the  28th  of  February  last)  may  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  said,  that  by  vari- 
ous recent  Acts  the  rights  of  the  Grown 
and  of  the  Commoners  in  respect  of  the 
game,  timber,  pasturage,  and  other  forestal 
rights  in  the  New  Forest  had  been  dealt 
with;  and  as  regarded  the  Commoners, 
the  petitioners  complained  that  by  these 
Acts  the  rights  they  possessed  ^m  time 
immemorial  had  been  unduly  abridged  and 
prejudiced,  and  they  therefore  prayed  for 
inquiry  into  the  matter.  He  therefore 
moved  that  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  subject. 

Moved,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  ioquire  into  the  Operation  of  the  Hth  and 
15th  yiot.  Cap.,  76.,  intitaled  « An  Act  to  ex- 
tingoish  the  right  of  the  Crown  to  Deer  in  the 
New  Forest,  and  to  give  Compensation  in  lieu 
thereof;  and  for  other  Purposes  relating  to  the 
said  Forest.— (  The  Viscount  Eversley.^ 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET  said,  he 
would  recall  to  their  Lordships  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  Act  of  1851 
was  brought  forward.  It  had  been  fre- 
quently complained  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  the  Royal  forests  were  not 
properly  managed :  and  it  was  alleged,  in 
especial,  that  the  ^ew  Forest,  which  had 
been  transferred  to  the  public,  was  so 
managed — or  rather  so  ill-managed— as  to 
be  of  no  public  benefit.  The  matter  was 
inquired  into  by  a  Committee,  and  also  by 
a  Commission,  who  reported  that  the  ex- 
istence of  deer  in  the  Forest  was  demo- 
ralizing to  the  community,  giving  rise  to 
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tho  existence  of  a  number  of  poachers  and 
deer-stealers,  while  they  were  of  no  ad- 
vantage to  the  Crown.  In  consequence, 
in  the  year  1851,  he  (tho  Duke  of  Somer- 
set), being  then  First  Commissioner  of 
Woods  and  Forests,  introduced  a  Bill  (the 
Deer  Removal  Act),  authorizing  the  re- 
moval of  the  deer  and  the  inclosure,  in 
lieu,  of  14,000  acres  for  the  Crown.  The 
measure  was  very  carefully  inquired  into 
by  a  Select  Committee,  and  by  a  Commit- 
tee of  their  Lordships'  House  ;  and  in 
consequence  of  the  statements  which  were 
made  by  gentlemen  connected  with  the 
Forest,  he  agreed  to  reduce  the  number  of 
acres  to  be  appropriated  by  the  Crown  to 
10,000.  In  that  form  the  Bill  passed. 
Complaints  were  now  made  that  the  plan- 
tation of  the  Forest  had  been  injurious  to 
the  rights  of  pasturage,  and  it  was  said  that 
the  foresters  did  not  know  that  that  would 
be  the  result.  Well,"  he  could  only  say 
that  their  own  knowledge  and  observation 
ought  to  have  made  them  aware  what 
would  happen.  Again,  their  complaints 
were  inconsistent ;  for,  while  they  called 
on  the  QoTernment  to  drain  the  land,  they 
said  that  the  drains  prevented  the  cattle 
from  passing  from  one  part  of  the  Forest 
to  another.  The  object  of  tho  Act  of  1851 
was  to  make  the  land  more  valuable,  and 
in  this  it  had  been  perfectly  successful. 
The  Act  had  been  parried  out  as  was  pro- 
posed, and  had  operated  very  beneficially. 
Eabl  nelson  wished  to  make  an  ap- 
peal for  an  inquiry,  not  so  much  on  the 
part  of  tho  landowners,  as  of  the  poor  fo- 
resters, who  had  been  seriously  injured  by 
tho  action  of  the  Act  of  1851.  There 
were  few  real  paupers  in  the  New  Forest, 
for  in  fact  the  forest  labourer  generally 
held  five  or  ten  acres  of  land ;  he  was 
able  to  keep  his  cow  and  his  pony,  and 
with  his  turn-out  he  was  placed  above 
tho  position  of  most  of  the  agricultural 
labourers  of  tho  kingdom.  Inquiry  was 
needed,  because  it  was  plainly  seen  that 
numbers  of  these  agricultural  labourers 
would  be  utterly  ruined  unless  some- 
thing was  done.  By  other  inclosures  ad- 
ditional employment  was  provided,  and 
until  the  waste  land  was  broken  up  there 
was  no  real  damage  done  to  the  peasant's 
right  of  turning  out  his  cattle ;  but, 
in  this  instance,  the  inclosure  opened  no 
new  fields  of  employment,  and  the  fo- 
resters* turn- out  of  cattle  was  practically 
ruined.  It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that 
the  deer  were  an  unmitigated  evil,  for  they 
kept  down  the  growth  of  holly  and  gorse 
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during  the  winter,  and  improved  the  pas- 
turage ;  whereas  now  whole  tracts  of  coun- 
try were  overrun  by  the  underwood,  and  in 
the  inclosures  lately  thrown  out  the  rides 
where  alone  pasture  was  to  be  found  were 
destroyed  by  the  additional  traffic  through 
the  Forest  caused  by  making  new  plan- 
tations. The  understanding,  when  the  Act 
passed,  was,  that  the  land  to  be  inclosed 
should  be  taken  from  the  distant  parts  of 
the  Forest,  and  not  from  the  best  parts ; 
and  it  was  a  great  grievance  to  the  small 
holders  he  had  named  to  find  that  large 
tracts  of  land  were  proposed  for  inclosuro 
dose  to  their  dwellings.  In  time  the 
whole  Forest  would  become  one  vast  wood, 
and  it  was  absurd  that  in  the  19th  cen- 
tury such  a  barbarism  should  be  permitted 
for  the  sake  of  growing  timber  for  the 
navy,  which  would  not  come  to  maturity 
for  200  or  300  years,  when,  most  likely, 
no  timber  would  be  required. 

The  Dukb  of  BUCKINGHAM  said, 
that  the  question  as  to  whether  the  Act  of 
1 851  was  a  proper  settlement  of  the  matters 
connected  with  the  Forest,  and  whether 
that  Act  was  one  which  should  be  con- 
tinued in  its  present  form  or  be  modified, 
was  one  which  it  appeared  to  him  might 
be  advantageously  discussed  in  a  Select 
Committee.  The  interests  of  the  Crown 
and  the  public  were  slightly  at  variance 
with  those  of  the  Commoners;  and  the 
question  now  was,  whether  the  Act  of  1851, 
should,  after  seventeen  years'  experieoce, 
be  modified  in  some  way,  if  allowed  to  re- 
main intact.  All  the  statements  made  that 
night  seemed  to  point  strongly  to  the  neces- 
sity of  defining  the  interests  in  the  Forest. 
The  Act  of  1851  effected  a  great  improve- 
ment on  the  former  management  of  the 
Forest ;  but  the  result  of  its  working  might, 
he  repeated,  be  advantageously  inquired 
into,  and  he  therefore  had  no  objection 
to  the  appointment  of  the  Committee 
moved  for. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

And,  on   May  26,  the   Lords  following  trers 
named  of  the  Committee  : — 


D.  Somenet 
£.  Devon 

£.  Doncaster 

E.  Bomney 
£.  Nelson 
V,  Evcrsley 


L.  Port  man 

L.  Stanley  of  Alderley 

L.  Belper 

L.  Nortbbrook 

L.  Fitzwalter 


NEWFOUNDLAND  —  GRANTS    OF    LAND 
ON    FRENCH  COAST.— PETITION. 

Lord  HOUGHTON   rose  to  present  a 
Petition  from   the    Commons    House   of 
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Assembly  of  Newfoundland,  praying  that 
the  EestrictionB  with  regard  to  Grants  of 
Land  on  the  so-called  French  Coast,  im- 
posed on  them  by  Her  Majesty's  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  in  a  Despatch 
dated  7th  December  1866,  may  be  re- 
moved —  said,  that  as  the  Petition  pro- 
ceeded from  so  important  a  body  as  the 
Colonial  Legislature  he  felt  it  proper  to 
accompany  its  presentation  with  a  few 
remarks.    The  Petitioners  stated  that — 


"Tour  Petitioners  desire  to  bring  under  the 
consideration  of  Your  Most  Honourable  House  a 
griovanoe  to  which  your  Petitioners  in  this  island 
are  now  subjected.  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  has 
the  territorial  dominion  oyer  the  Island  of  New- 
foundland and  its  dependencies,  and,  as  a  conse- 
quence, Her  Majesty's  Goremment  of  this  Colony 
has  the  authority  to  issue  grants  within  the  island 
for  mining,  agricultural,  and  other  purposes. 

'*  This  right  was  ne?er  questioned  until  the 
year  1866,  when,  by  a  despatch  from  the  Right 
Honourable  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon,  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  to  his  Excellency  Gorernor 
Musgrafe,  bearing  date  the  7th  day  of  December 
1866,  the  issue  of  grants  of  land  in  that  part  of 
this  island  called  the  *  French  Shore'  was  pro- 
hibited. 

*'  The  French  Shore,  referred  to  in  the  said 
despatch,  includes  at  least  one-half  of  the  terri- 
tory of  Newfoundland  and  the  restriction  thus 
placed  on  the  Local  Government  is  in  effect  a 
denial  of  the  exercise  of  those  rights  which  your 
Petitioners  most  humbly  submit  belong  to  the 
British  Crown,  and  therefore  to  their  enjoyment 
by  Her  B4ajesty's  subjects  in  this  island. 

**  Believing  that  the  Grovemment  of  this  Colony 
baa  a  dear  right  to  issue  grants  for  mining  or 
other  purposes,  the  Legislature  on  the  9th  day  of 
April  1867,  in  reply  to  the  said  despatch,  passed 
certain  resolutions  and  addresses  declaratory  of 
such  rights,  and  transmitted  the  same  to  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies  through  his  Ex- 
cellency Governor  Musgrave,  to  which  neither  his 
Excellency  nor  your  Petitioners  have  received 
any  reply. 

'*  The  restriction  contained  in  the  said  despatch 
has  had  the  effect  of  preventing  the  exercise  of 
British  territorial  dominion,  and  of  depriving  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  of  the  power  of  taking  advan- 
tage of  the  mineral  and  other  resources  which 
exist  within  the  said  French  Shore. 

"  The  importance  of  this  subject  to  the  people 
of  this  island  is  such  that  your  Petitioners  feel 
aggrieved  that  no  reply  has  been  received  to  the 
remonstrance  of  the  Legislature,  and  that,  so  far 
as  your  Petitioners  are  informed,  no  action  has 
been  taken  by  the  Imperial  Government  to  assert 
the  undoubted  right  of  the  British  Crown,  and  to 
place  within  the  reach  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
in  this  island  the  mineral  and  agricultural  re- 
sources which  exist  within  the  said  territory. 

"  For  some  years  past  the  Legislature  of  this 
island,  though  embarrassed  by  financial  difficulties 
arising  from  the  distress  prevalent  amongst  the 
labouring  population,  have  voted  large  sums  of 
money  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  mineralogi- 
eal  survey  of  the  island  which  will,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, be  valueless  if  that  portion  of  the  island  be 
withheld  from  the  nse  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 


"  Your  Petitioners  therefore  humbly  pray  that 
your  Most  Honourable  House  will  bo  pleased  to 
make  inquiry  into  the  matter,  and  to  cause  the 
restriction  contained  in  the  Right  Honourable  the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon's  despatch  to  be  removed,  so 
as  to  place  the  Local  Government  in  a  position 
to  exeroise  those  functions  necessary  to  ensure  to 
your  Petitioners  their  territorial  rights." 

Now  for  many  years  our  principle  of  le- 
gislation with  regard  to  onr  colonies  had 
heen  to  allow  them,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
exercise  independent  rights;  but  that  prin- 
ciple appeared  to  have  been  departed  from 
in  regard  to  that  part  of  the  colony  which 
was  commonly  called  the  "  French  Shore," 
which  comprised  a  large  portion  of  land 
which  was  supposed  to  be  rich  in  minerals. 
The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Camarron) 
who,  then  being  Colonial  Secretary,  im- 
posed these  restrictions,  must  have  had 
very  strong  reasons  for  his  interference; 
and  they  must  refer,  it  was  to  be  pre- 
sumed, to  the  particular  condition  of  that 
portion  of  the  colony.  Now,  Her  Majesty 
by  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht  had  territorial 
rights  over  the  whole  colony,  and  that 
treaty  was  subsequently  confirmed  by  the 
Treaty  of  Paris  in  1814;  but  the  French 
possessed  with  respect  to  fisheries  certain 
rights,  and  had  put  forward  certain  claims 
which  had  long  been  a  source  of  dispute 
with  the  colonists,  and  which  had  been 
matter  of  frequent  discussion  between  the 
Foreign  Office  of  this  country  and  the 
French  GoTemment.  But,  admitting  all 
the  French  claims  to  bo  well  founded, 
there  would  be  still  no  ground  for  the 
restrictive  interference  of  which  the  Peti- 
tioners complained.  He  would  refer  to 
some  words  of  Lord  Palmerston  to  Count 
Sebastiani,  dated  July  10,  1858.  The 
noble  Lord  said — 

'*  I  will  observe  to  your  Excellency  in  conclu- 
sion that  if  the  right  conceded  to  the  French  by 
the  declaration  of  1783  had  been  intended  to  be 
exclusive  within  the  prescribed  district,  the  terms 
used  for  defining  such  right  must  assuredly  have 
been  more  ample  and  specific  than  they  are  to  be 
found  in  that  document.  For  in  no  other  similar 
instrument  which  has  ever  come  under  the  know- 
ledge of  the  British  Government  is  so  important 
a  concession  as  an  exclusive  privilege  of  this  de- 
scription announced  in  terms  so  loose  and  inde- 
finite. .  .  .  The  claim  put  forward  on  the 
part  of  France  is  founded  simply  on  inference  and 
upon  an  assumed  interpretation  of  words." 

At  the  time  of  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht, 
Newfoundland  was  merely  a  fishing  sta- 
tion. It  was  so  entirely  a  fishing  station 
that  the  Admiral  under  whose  command 
it  was  had  the  name  of  the  Fishing  Ad- 
miral. But  the  position  of  Newfoundland 
had  entirely  changed;   it  had  become  a 


699       Niwfaundlani^  OranU  of      \  LORDS}  Land  on  Frmch  Cooit 


700 


very  valuable  colony,  and  commanded  Buch 
a  position  that  it  was  a  matter  of  the 
greatest  interest  to  us  to  consult  the 
wishes  of  the  population  as  far  as  pos- 
sible in  the  view  of  securing  their  loyalty 
and  attachment  to  the  British  Crown. 
This  question  had  grown  out  of  the  in- 
creasing value  of  the  coast.  Besides  its 
value  as  a  fishing  station  there  had  been 
discovered  large  copper  mines,  mountains 
of  statuary  marble  and  mineral  wealth, 
and  also,  more  lately,  the  existence  of  pe- 
troleum in  large  quantities  ;  all  of  which, 
if  these  restrictions  on  the  grants  of  land 
were  continued,  would  be  excluded  from 
the  profitable  enjoyment  of  the  colony. 
There  was  a  separate  article  of  the  Treaty 
which  affected  the  question  of  the  land ; 
but  it  merely  stated  that  no  British  build- 
ings or  enclosures  should  be  erected  or 
maintained  on  the  shore  reserved  for 
French  exclusive  use,  except  for  the  pur- 
pose of  military  defence  or  of  the  public 
administration.  Although  the  French  had 
at  different  times  desired  to  assert  some 
right  of  possession  of  this  land,  it  had 
never  been  admitted  by  the  Euglish  Go- 
vernment or  by  the  local  Legislature  of 
Newfoundland.  Throughout  the  whole 
of  these  transactions  great  care  had  been 
taken  to  avoid  all  recognition  of  that  claim. 
Governor  Darling,  who  was  supposed  by 
the  colonists  to  have  very  much  compro- 
mised their  rights,  said — 

«  The  residence  of  British  suhjects  has  been 
always  deliberately  encouraged  by  the  French, 
since  in  them  they  find  the  necessary  guardians 
for  their  establishments  when  they  themseWes  re- 
tire to  France  at  the  close  of  the  fishing  season." 

The  colonization  of  the  French  coast  had 
begun  long  since ;  several  populous  settle- 
ments had  been  made  on  that  coast,  and 
no  attempt  was  ever  made  to  move  them. 
At  the  present  moment  a  very  large  popu- 
lation, in  some  thirty  or  forty  considerable 
stations  of  English  subjects,  on  the  coast 
were  living  in  a  condition  of  society  such 
as  existed  nowhere  else  on  the  face  of  the 
globe.  They  were  squatters  living  without 
jurisdiction,  without  law,  wi^out  any 
punishment  of  crime  or  enforcement  of 
rights,  acknowledging,  as  it  were,  no 
Sovereign.  He  could  not  but  believe  that 
this  condition  of  things  had  been  rendered 
much  worse  by  the  despatch  of  the  noble 
Earl,  which  prevented  the  grants  of  land 
on  the  French  coast.  Such  grants  would, 
by  employing  these  persons  in  useful  in- 
dustry, have  tended  much  to  promote 
their  civilization ;  and  the  question  now 
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was  whether  the  prohibition  of  those  grants 
should  not  be  rescinded;  its  immediate 
effect  being  to  prevent  the  most  valuable 
copper  mines  in  parts  of  the  coast,  very 
close  to  what  was  called  the  French  Shore, 
from  being  extended  in  that  direction. 
It  also  prevented  the  working  of  all  the 
marble  quarries,  which  were  said  to  be 
very  considerable  and  likely  to  be  very 
productive ;  and  would  prevent  the  use  of 
the  discovery  of  petroleum  to  which  he 
had  already  alluded.  And  what  was  the 
condition  of  the  colony  which  was  trying 
to  recover  itself?  It  was  in  such  a  con- 
dition of  poverty  that  one-half  of  its  reve- 
nues were  appropriated  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  poor.  The  British  fisheries 
could  not  compete  with  the  French,  which 
were  supported  by  large  bounties,  the 
object  of  the  French  GoTcrnment  being 
not  only  to  extend  the  fisheries,  but  to 
train  up  a  large  body  of  marine.  The 
colonists,  therefore,  laboured  under  every 
possible  disadvantage ;  and  there  was 
great  temptation  to  disloyalty  and  entire 
separation.  Already  the  voice  had  been 
heard,  that  if  they  became  part  of  the 
United  States  they  would  receive  very 
different  treatment.  The  present  state  of 
things  stood  entirely  in  the  way  of  the 
colony  of  Newfoundland  joining  the  great 
Northern  Confederation  ;  they  did  not  see 
their  way  clearly  to  any  advantage  they 
would  derive  from  it.  He  therefore  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  give  their  serious 
attention  to  this  subject,  and,  having  re- 
ceived all  the  information  that  might  be 
addressed  to  them  on  the  other  side  of  the 
question,  that  they  would  do  all  they 
could  to  direct  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  remedy  what  appeared  to  him  a  great 
wrong, 

Thb  Earl  of  CARNAEYON  said,  he 
had  no  fault  to  find  with  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Houghton)  in  presenting  this  peti- 
tion, complaining  of  what  he  had  felt  it 
his  duty  to  do  when  filling  the  office  of 
Secretary  of  State.  It  might,  however, 
be  more  convenient  to  the  noble  Duke  the 
present  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  (the 
Duke  of  Buckingham)  and  to  the  House 
generally,  if  he  interposed  for  a  few  mo- 
ments with  some  remarks  on  the  subject. 
The  noble  Lord  had  told  them  that  the 
petition  was  founded  on  a  despatch  which 
he  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  wrote  during 
the  autumn  of  1866.  The  case  which 
presented  itself  for  decision  was  this — a 
certain  gentleman  in  Newfoundland  de- 
sired to  prosecute  some  mineral  reeearches 
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np(m  that  part  of  the  ooait  which  was 
known  hy  the  name  of  ''the  French 
Shore  ;*'  and  he  (the  Earl  of  Gamarvon) 
iidt  it  hia  duty  to  hold  that  for  the  pre- 
sent it  wonld  not  he  right  for  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemmentto  sanction  such  a  proceeding; 
That  might  appear  an  arhitrary  course,  and 
perhaps  an  impolitic  one  to  the  nohle  Lord ; 
but*  at  the  same  time,  there  were  grave 
reasons  that  led  him  to  adopt  it.  There 
was  no  question  of  older  standing,  none 
more  eomplez,  none,  perhaps,  less  under- 
stood in  this  country,  and  none  more  ca- 
pable of  mischief  than  that  of  the  New- 
foimdland  fisheries.  The  subject  was 
Tery  little  understood,  and  the  extent  and 
▼alidity  of  the  French  claims  had  heeu 
canTaseed  by  sanguine  Ministers  in  every 
form.  Kewfoundland  was  originally 
claimed  for  this  country  in  the  time  of 
Henry  Yll. ;  it  was  subsequently  occupied 
by  the  French ;  then  after  a  long  series  of 
negoaMmm  and  disputes  it  passed  to  this 
country  by  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht  in  1713, 
the  F^ch  securing  to  themselves  —  or, 
rather,  we  securing  to  the  French — certain 
rights  of  fishery  and  certain  rights  on  parts 
of  the  coast  in  reference  to  fishery  rights. 
The  Treaty  of  Utrecht  on  this  point  was 
renewed  at  a  subsequent  period  by  the 
Treaty  of  Versailles.  That  was  the  basis 
on  which  all  the  claims  on  both  sides  now 
rested.  It  was  important,  also,  to  remem- 
ber that  the  object  of  the  fisheries  to  the 
French  and  the  object  of  Newfoundland  as 
a  possession  to  us  was  not  the  mere  founda- 
tion of  a  oolony,  but  the  training  up  of 
seamen  and  the  creation  of  a  nursery  for 
the  navies  of  both  nations.  The  notion  of 
coloniaation  or  settlement  was  entirely 
foreign  to  their  ideas.  An  enormous  va- 
riety of  points  had  from  time  to  time  been 
raised  upon  these  treaties,  and  the  mass  of 
correspondence  upon  them  was  such,  that 
if  he  were  to  attempt  to  place  them  before 
the  House  he  should  certainly  weary  their 
Lordships  and  perhaps  only  succeed  in 
confusing  them ;  but  substantially  the 
questions  of  real  importance  which  had 
tiins  arisen  were,  he  thought,  these  two 
— First  of  all  there  was  a  claim  on  the 
part  of  the  French  to  certain  rights  at 
sea ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  there  was 
a  claim  on  the  part  of  the  French  to  cer- 
tain rights  on  land.  It  had  been  argued 
on  the  part  of  the  French  that  their  right 
was  absolute  and  exclusive,  and  on  the 
side  of  the  colonists  it  was  argued  that  it 
was  a  concurrent  and  not  an  exclusive 
right.    The  French  claimed  not  only  the 


right  to  fish  in  those  waters  themselves, 
but  to  turn  off  others  who  might  wish  to 
fish  there.  The  colonists  contended,  on 
the  other  hand,  that  they  had  a  concur- 
rent right  to  fish  in  those  waters.  On 
the  other  hand  the  French  daim  to  the 
shore  was,  as  the  noble  Lord  had  said, 
what  really  amounted  to  a  claim  to  the 
occupation  of  that  shore.  There  had 
been  questions  as  to  how  far  inland  ^at 
French  right  of  occupation  should  ex- 
tend-— whether  a  few  yards  or  a  con- 
siderable way  into  the  interior ;  and  there 
had  been  the  claim,  and  one  that  was  ad- 
mitted on  both  sides,  of  the  French  to 
remove  establishments  from  that  shore, 
inasmuch  as  they  might  interfere  with 
their  fishing  rights.  Then  there  arose  the 
question  what  the  nature  of  those  estab- 
lishments was— whether  they  were  purely 
fishing  establishments  or  included  shops, 
warehouses,  and  otherpermanent  buildings. 
The  noble  Lord  had  argued  the  case  from 
a  purely  colonial  point  of  view.  He  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  did  not,  of  course,  ob- 
ject to  the  oolonial  point  of  view  being 
urged  before  their  Lordships ;  but  he  must 
remind  the  House  that  in  as  far  as  it  was 
only  a  colonial  view,  derived  from  colonial 
information,  it  was  necessarily  a  one-sided 
view,  and  did  not  represent  either  the 
course  which  the  negotiations  between 
this  country  and  France  had  taken,  or  in- 
deed the  opinion  entertained  at  various 
times  by  successive  English  Secretaries  of 
State,  whether  connected  with  the  Colonial 
Department  or  with  the  Foreign  Office. 
The  noble  Lord  had  quoted  the  opinion  of 
Lord  Palmerston  as  being  very  strongly 
against  the  exclusive  right  claimed  by  the 
French.  On  points  of  Uiat  sort  the  autho* 
rity  of  Lord  Palmerston  was  always  en- 
titled to  great  weight ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  other  Secretaries  of  State,  whose 
authority  was  perhaps  as  great,  had  held  a 
somewhat  different  opinion ;  and,  moreover, 
if  one  set  of  Law  Officers  had  counselled 
one  view  on  that  subject,  another  set  of 
Law  Officers  had  counselled  a  view  that 
was  far  from  identical.  When,  therefore, 
the  noble  Lord  said  the  whole  stream  of 
authority  ran  in  one  direction,  he  could 
not  quite  assent  to  that  assertion  ;  because 
as  they  went  further  back  into  the  his- 
tory of  those  treaties  and  negotiations,  he 
thought  they  would  find  that,  in  those 
earlier  days,  there  was  a  greater  inclination 
to  admit  an  exclusive  or  very  stringent 
right  on  the  port  of  the  French  than  in 
subsequent  times.    Acts  had  been  passed 
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and  inBtructioDs  isBued  to  Governors  in 
that  sense  ;  and  to  such  a  degree  had  that 
▼iew  heen  taken,  that  an  Act  was  passed  in 
the  colony  many  years  ago  which  ahso- 
lutely  excluded  the  electoral  franchise 
from  extending  over  any  portion  of  the 
French  Shore.  He  would  not  express  any 
opinion  as  to  how  far  the  French  claim  was 
or  was  not  just ;  hut  the  yiew  urged  hy 
the  nohle  Lord  was  hy  no  means  so  dear 
and  unmistakahle  as  he  supposed;  for 
there  had  heen  a  large  difference  of  opinion 
on  hoth  sides  in  the  matter,  and  it  would 
he  very  unwise  for  any  English  negotiator 
to  overlook  that  fact.  Formerly  constant 
collisions  occurred  between  the  English  and 
French  fishermen  on  the  fishery  grounds, 
sometimes  leading  to  very  serious  results, 
and  ships  of  war  had  been  ordered  up  to 
take  part  in  the  difference.  Subsequently 
those  collisions  had,  perhaps,  given  way 
to  bickerings  and  quarrels  between  the  two 
parties.  But  the  Governments  of  the  two 
countries  had  uniformly  felt— and,  he 
thought,  wisely  felt — that  it  was  desirable, 
if  possible,  to  come  to  such  a  settlement  of 
this  long- vexed  question  as  would  at  once 
secure  the  treaty  rights  of  both  parties  and 
give  a  just  development  to  colonial  re- 
sources. In  1857,  in  consequence  of  the 
action  of  the  Colonial  Parliament,  a  Con- 
vention entered  into  for  that  object  broke 
down.  In  1859  the  difficulties  were  felt 
to  be  as  great  and  as  dangerous  as  ever, 
and  a  Commission  was  issued  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  inquire  on  the  spot.  Upon 
the  recommendations  of  that  Commission  a 
further  attempt  was  made  in  1861,  and 
again  the  two  Governments  agreed  on  the 
terms  of  a  Convention.  But  again  the 
Colonial  Legislature  interposed,  and  would 
not  consent  to  conditions  which  they  stated 
were  prejudicial  to  their  own  interests; 
and  the  hope  of  an  adjustment  once  more 
failed.  The  difficulties  were  renewed ;  and 
in  1866,  when  he  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 
accepted  the  seals  of  the  Colonial  Office, 
he  found  there  was  some  reason  to  antici- 
pate that  negotiations  might  be  resumed 
with  advantage.  But  he  also  felt  very 
strongly  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary, 
if  they  were  to  be  resumed,  that  there 
should  be  a  clear  understanding  on  their 
part  and  on  that  of  the  colony,  that  they 
should  not  be  subjected  a  third  time  to 
disappointment  and  failure  from  the  same 
causes.  Believing  that  the  circumstances 
were  favourable  at  that  moment  to  the 
resumption  of  the  negotiations,  he  knew 
well  that,  if  the  issue  of  grants  of  land 
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were  to  be  made  in  the  manner  which 
had  been  contended  for,  the  existing 
most  injurious  state  of  things  must  be  in- 
definitely protracted.  Therefore,  while 
appreciating  the  unsatisfactory  position  of 
affairs  on  the  French  Shore,  and  being 
anxious  to  remedy  it,  still  he  had  felt  that 
the  permanent  mterests  of  the  colony, 
not  less  than  the  interests  of  this  country 
and  of  France,  rendered  it  desirable  that 
one  more  effort  should  be  made  to  secure 
the  settlement  of  that  question,  which,  as 
long  as  it  remained  open,  endangered  the 
friendly  relations  of  the  two  countries. 
He  desired  to  speak  of  the  colony  with 
great  respect ;  but  he  must  ask  whether 
they  had  placed  this  country  in  a  fair  posi- 
tion ?  There  were  already  in  existence 
in  British  North  America  questions  of  a 
very  difficult,  complicated,  and  even  irri- 
tating nature — questions  of  boundaries, 
such  as  those  of  San  Juan  and  Vancouver's 
Island,  questions  again  arising  out  of  the 
events  of  the  late  war ;  and  it  certainly 
was  not  desirable  to  have  in  Newfound- 
land a  fresh  magazine  of  combustibles 
to  be  added  on  the  first  opportunity  to 
those  already  existing  in  Canada,  in  New 
Brunswick,  and  Nova  Scotia,  to  imperil 
our  relations  with  the  United  States.  Let 
no  one  suppose  that  these  disputes  were 
the  less  dangerous  because  they  had  lasted 
for  so  long  a  time.  As  long  as  our  rela- 
tions with  a  foreign  State  were  perfectly 
smooth  and  friendly,  these  matters  were 
free  from  danger ;  but  once  let  a  feeling 
of  irritation  arise,  and  they  would  assume 
proportions  that  they  did  not  possess  at 
any  other  time.  It  should  be  recollected 
that  Newfoundland  was  the  cause  of  very 
considerable  naval  and  military  expense  to 
this  country,  and  it  was  therefore  not  too 
much  to  ask  that  the  colony  should  meet 
us  half  way  in  a  matter  of  this  kind. 
What,  after  all,  were  the  real  facts  of 
the  case  ?  Partly  by  conquest,  and  partly 
by  treaty,  we  acquired  this  territory 
of  Newfoundland  many  years  ago ;  and, 
in  return,  certain  rights  were  secured  to 
the  French.  Time  went  on  —  a  colony 
sprang  up — a  circumstance  which,  at  the 
time  the  treaties  were  entered  into,  was 
not  anticipated.  English  fishermen  gradu- 
ally abandoned  the  shores,  and  left  them 
to  the  colonists ;  and  now  British  interests 
having  virtually  ceased,  we  were  called 
upon  in  the  interests  of  the  colonists  to 
ask  France  to  yield  rights  which  it  was 
doubtful  whether  we  had  not  formerly  con- 
ceded to  her.     That  was  not  a  position  in 
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that  the  resources  of  oatnre  were  so  prolific 
tbot  the  supply  of  fish  was  absolutely 
iDezhaustible.     Experieuce  likewise,  since 
American  fishermen  had  been  admitted  un« 
der  the  Keciprocity  Treaty  to  fish  in  Nova 
Scotian  waters,  showed  that  these  waters 
could  perfectly  well  bear  a  double  number 
of  fishermen.     But  such  an  arrangement 
as  he  suggested  might  be  .  made  for  a  few 
years,  and  then  when  practical  experience 
had  been  gained  of  its  working,  it  could 
be  seen  whether  it  was  desirable  to  renew 
it.     In  conclusion,  he  would  urge  strongly 
upon   the  Government  the  duty  of  not 
losing  sight  of  this  very  important  ques- 
tion ;    and  he  would  also  urge  upon  tho 
colonists  that  they  should  not  stand  on 
their  extreme  rights,  but  having  stated 
their  opinions  fully  and   frankly  to  Her 
Mojesty's  Government,  taking  a  reasonable 
and  not  a  one-sided  view,  Bhould  allow  the 
Government  to  negotiate  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  France  with  the  view  of  obtaining, 
if  possible,  a  satisfactory  settlement.     He 
would  not,  however,  advise  the  Govern- 
ment to  attempt  a  third  negotiation  in  the 
same  manner  as  those  commenced  on  two 
former  occasions,  when,  after  most  of  tho 
Articles  had  been  agreed  upon  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  two  great  countries,  the  Co- 
lonial Legislature  came  in  between  the 
two  Governments,  overthrew   the   agree- 
ment, and  set  everything  once  moro  odrift. 
Tbb  Duke  of  BUCKINGHAM  said, 
that  after  the  statement  of  his  predecessor 
in  Office  as  to  tho  circumstonces  under 
which  he  had  written   the  despatch  in 
question,  it  was  unnecessary  for  him  to 
enter  into  that  part  of  the  question  ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  it  was  right  he  should 
assure  the  Honso  that  the  importance  of 
attempting  to  effect  a  settlement  of  tho 
questions  arising  upon  the  shores  of  New- 
foundland had  not  been  overlooked  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  state  of  things 
existing  there  was  suited  to  former,  but 
not  to  present  times,  having  grown  up 
under  entirely  difierent  circumstances.  He 
agreed,  however,  with  the  concluding  re- 
mark of  the  able  statement  of  his  noble 
Predecessor  in  Office,  that  it  was  not  ex- 
pedient that  the  negotiations  should  be 
again  taken  up  in  the  farm  in  which  they 
had  twice  previously  failed.     And  it  was 
because  of  that  feeling,  and  because  they 
were  desirous  of  considering  how  fur  they 
could  defer  to  the  representations  of  tho 
colonists,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  not  been  able  to  make  an  earlier  reply 
to  the  despatch  of  the  colonial  Govern- 
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which  this  country  ought  to  be  placed.  But 
our  duty  was  veiy    simple.'     It  was  to 
secure  to  France  all  those  treaty  rights  and 
engagements  to  which  she  had  a  clear  claim 
— the  honour    and   faith  of  the  Crown 
were  pledged  to  this,  and  no  servant  of  the 
Crotvn  would  have  a  right  to  recommend 
tho  Crown  to  evade  its  obligations.     On 
the  other  hand,  it  was  our  duty  quito  as 
strongly  to  accept    the  present  state  of 
things,  to  admit  the  growth  of  population 
and  the  change  of  circumstances  upon  that 
shore,  and  as  far  as  we  could,  within  treaty 
rij>hts,  to  secure  the  just  and  proper  de- 
velopment of  colonial  resources.  Hitherto, 
the  attempts  made  to  bring  about  a  settle- 
ment of  the  question  had  been  rather  in 
tho  way  of  dealing  with  special  difficulties 
as  they  arose  out  of  the  early  treaties  than 
b}'  placing  the  fisheries  upon  a  new  basis. 
But  as  he  had  held  the  office  of  Colonial 
Secretary,  and  now  that  he  was  out  of 
Office  being  able  to  speak  with   greater 
freedom  than  the  noble  Duke,  the  present 
Colonial  Secretary,  he  ventured  to  make 
a  suggestion  us  his  humble  contribution 
towards  tho  settlement  of  what  might  turn 
out  a  serious  question.     One  thing  was 
quite  clear,  that  the  French  and  the  colo- 
nists had  power  to  do  each  other  conside- 
rable mischief,  by  insisting  upon  particular 
restrictions.     The  French  might  obstruct 
the  formation  of  colonial  settlements  on 
the  French  shore,  and  the  colonists  might 
prevent   the    reasonable  exercise  of  the 
French  rights  by  refusing  to  sell  them 
bait,  and  by  similar  restrictions.      Why 
should  not  both  parties  agree  to  place  mat- 
ters on  the  far  simpler  and  truer  principle 
of  a  pure  commercial  reciprocity?     If,  on 
the  one  hand,  the  French  wonld  consent 
to  abandon  their  exclusive  claim  to  par- 
ticular fisheries  and  modify  their  power  of 
ordering  the  removal  of  buildings  on  par- 
ticular parts  of  the  coast ;   and  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  colonists  would  consent  to 
throw  open  the  whole  of  their  fisheries 
to  the  French,  gaining  in  return  the  right 
of  fishing  in  French  waters,  these  con- 
cessions would  be  largely  for  the  benefit  of 
both  parties  ;   but  in  the  main  the  advan- 
tage, he  was  persuaded,  would  be  chiefly 
on  the  side  of  the  colonists,  who  had  al- 
ways urged  that  the  French  had  posses- 
sion of  the  best  fisheries.     It  would  be 
said,  no  doubt,  that  the  fisheries  were  not 
sufficiently  large  to    accommodate    both 
parties,  and  that  the  stock  would  be  soon 
exhausted.    But  the  Report  on  our  home 
fisheries,  made  a  few  years  ago,  showed 
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ment.  The  state  of  things  which  had 
grown  up  could  only  be  approached  with 
anj  hope  of  success  in  a  spirit  of  com- 
promise. It  did  not  appear  to  him  when 
he  assumed  the  seals  of  Office  that  a  settle- 
ment would  be  facilitated,  or  the  views  of 
the  colony  advanced,  by  withdrawing  those 
restrictions  which  his  noble  Friend  had 
thought  fit  to  impose  with  regard  to  grants 
of  land  within  the  disputed  territory.  The 
question  was  altogether  one  of  difficulty, 
and  could  be  met  in  no  other  way  than  in 
the  spirit  of  compromise  on  the  part  of  the 
colonists,  the  French  Qovernment,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  prudent  to  take  up  the 
negotiations  at  the  point  where  they  had 
been  dropped,  or  to  hamper  them  by  con- 
tests as  to  the  rights  of  the  several  parties 
in  times  past.  He  rather  favoured  the 
plan  of  accepting  the  position  of  each,  and 
negotiating  in  a  spirit  of  compromise  on 
that  basis. 

Lord  HOUGHTON  asked  whether  the 
noble  Duke  would  object  to  lay  before  the 
House  the  Papers  on  the  subject  ? 

The  Duke  of  BUCKINGHAM  said,  he 
had  intended  to  lay  the  Papers  on  the 
table  later  in  the  Session ;  but  if  the  noble 
Lord  would  repeat  his  question  on  Monday, 
he  would  gladly  state  how  far  he  could 
meet  his  wishes. 

Petition  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

REGULATION  OF  RAILWAYS  BILL. 
( The  Duke  of  Richmond,) 

(no.  101.)      THIBD  RBAI)I50. 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order). 

LoBD  EEDESDALE  moved  to  re-insert 
in  Clause  22  the  following  words,  struck 
out  on  bringing  up  the  Report: — "Nor 
shall  any  intimation  be  sent  as  to  any 
person  to  whom  the  proxy  may  be  given 
or  addressed." 

The  Mabqubss  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  the  object  of  the  noble  Lord  seemed 
to  be  simply  to  place  the  government  of 
Railway  Companies  in  the  hands  of  those 
who  attended  the  meetings,  and  to  disfran- 
chise those  who  were  unable  to  attend. 
But  it  was  obvious  that  the  largest  share- 
holders, who  had  most  right  and  most 
reason  to  exercise  control  over  the  manage- 
ment of  a  railway,  were  those  who,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  multitude  of  their  en- 
gagements, had  no  time  to  be  present  at 
the  meetings  —  especially  if  they  lived  in 
the  country.      It  should  rather  be  the 
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policy  of  their  Lordships  to  plaee  the  ma* 
nagement  of  railways  in  the  hands  of  the 
richer  shareholders,  and  take  it  away  from 
the  less  responsible,  who  attended  the 
meetings  as  often  from  motives  of  amuse- 
ment as  business.  The  legislation  of  Par- 
liament in  regard  to  railways  seemed  to 
be  minute  in  the  extreme.  If  the  Bill 
became  law,  a  Railway  Company  desiring 
additional  powers  from  Parliament  would 
have  to  apply  for  them  supported  by  the 
decision  of  a  Wharncliffe  meeting,  and 
here  again  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord 
would  tend  to  throw  the  control  of  these 
applications  into  the  hands  of  the  less  re- 
sponsible shareholders.  He  would  prefer 
to  leave  out  the  clause  altogether  ;  it  em- 
bodied a  most  vicious  principle.  He  be- 
lieved his  noble  Friend  very  much  in  error 
in  pursuing  a  system  of  tying  up  com- 
panies by  minute  and  vexations  restric- 
tions. The  results  of  such  a  course  had 
been  most  distressing,  and  he  was  tempted 
to  say  of  the  noble  Lord,  **  Si monumentum 
quarif,  circumepiceJ'  If  anyone  wanted 
to  estimate  the  merits  of  a  paternal  system 
of  government,  which  the  noble  Lord 
seemed  so  highly  to  approve,  let  him  look 
at  the  condition  of  Railway  Companies. 

The  Earl  opCLANCARTY  hoped  that 
his  noble  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees would  not  insist  upon  the  Amend* 
ment;  because  it  was  important,  as  the 
noble  Marquess  had  remarked,  that  everj 
inducement  should  be  held  out  to  large 
shareholders  and  capitalists  to  select  a 
good  Board  of  Directors  and  to  give  such 
a  Board  a  full  and  generous  support. 

Viscount  LIFFORD  made  a  few  re- 
marks, which  were  inaudible. 

LoBB  REDESDALE  said,  it  was  not 
advisable  to  put  extraordinary  powers 
into  the  hands  of  Railway  Directors.  The 
richer  shareholders  generally  knew  where 
to  forward  their  proxies,  and  it  was  onlf 
the  poorer  shareholders  who  required  that 
this  should  be  indicated  to  them.  The 
consequence  was  that  the  extraordinary 
powers  possessed  by  some  of  these  Boards 
were  the  result,  to  a  great  extent,  of  the 
proxies  sent  by  the  smaller  ahareholden 
who  forwarded  them  on  the  indication 
furnished  in  the  proxies  and  without  dne 
inquiry.  No  doubt,  when  a  Railway  Com- 
pany had  a  good  Board  of  Directors,  the 
shareholders  were  quite  right  in  giving 
them  their  support;  but  there  oould  be 
little  doubt  that  all  the  injury  done  to  the 
affairs  of  Railway  Companies  had  reeolted 
firom  the  action  of  the  reBpeotive  Boards 
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of  Direction.  What  was  wanted  was  that 
the  Direotora  should  act  under  a  stronger 
feeling  of  personal  responsibility.  Ke 
thought  Uiat  for  this  end  they  required  to 
be  reduced  in  number.  The  effect  of  the 
Amendment  would  simply  be  to  prevent 
persons  from  intrusting  their  proxies  to 
Directors  without  knowing  who  those 
Directors  were. 

The  Duxs  of  BICEMOND  said,  he 
consented  to  the  omission  of  these  words 
the  other  cTening  at  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  who  proposed  the  omis- 
sion without  giving  19'otice.  It  was  only 
subsequently  that  the  full  effect  of  their 
omission  was  pointed  out  to  him,  and,  be> 
lieving  the  alteration  to  be  unwise^  he 
should  now  be  prepared  to  support  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  a^sed  to ;  Words  inserted. 
Bill  passed^  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

COTTON  STATISTICS  BILL.— (No.  102.) 
(7%0  Marquess  of  Saiisbury.) 

SECOHD  BEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Thb  IfABaxTiss  OF  SALISBUBY,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time,  said,  that  there  eould  be  no 
possible  doubt  that  the  object  of  the  Bill, 
which  was  to  obtain  periodical  informa- 
tion respecting  the  quantity  of  cotton  im- 
ported into  the  United  Kingdom,  the 
quantity  re-exported,  and  the  quantity  held 
io  stock,  would  be  of  great  public  utility. 
An  indirect  object,  which  it  was  hoped 
would  result  from  the  Bill,  was  to  put  an 
end  to  the  present  gambling  in  cotton. 
The  only  parties  who  could  possibly  be 
aggrieved  by  the  Bill  were  the  "  \Vare- 
bousers,"  and  the  "Forwarders*' — that  was 
to  say,  every  person  or  corporation  who  car- 
ried or  forwarded  cotton  for  toll  or  oUier 
eoniideratiop— who  were  required  to  make 
monthly  returns  to  the  Board  of  Trade  of 
the  quantities  of  cotton  received  or  for- 
warded by  them.  The  principal  carriers 
were,  of  coarse,  the  Bailway  Companies, 
and  the  Directors  of  the  lines  principally 
eoneemed  had  given  their  assent  to  the 
BiU. 

Mwed.  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— {Th$  Marqum  of  Salishurp.) 

Tax  Eabl  op  P0WI8  called  the  atten- 
tica  of  the  neUe  ICarqueis  to  the  fact  that 


the  definitions  employed  in  the  Bill  were 
too  largo,  and  would  render  liable  to  heavy 
penalties  many  persons  whom  the  noble 
Marquess  could  not  have  intended  to  in* 
elude. 

The  DuKi:  of  BIGHMOND  said,  he 
had  no  desire  to  oppose  the  Bill;  but,  con- 
curring in  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Earl 
who  had  just  sat  down,  hoped  that  tho 
noble  Marquess  would  see  tiie  propriety 
of  amending  the  wording  of  the  Bill 
between  this  and  going  into  Committee. 

Viscount  HALIFAX  opposed  the  Bill 
on  the  ground  of  the  indenniteness  with 
which  some  of  its  provisions  were  worded. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  not  reject  the  Bill. 
Whatever  alterations  might  be  necessary 
in  detail — and  he  admitted  that  the  BiU 
was  susceptible  of  amendment — they  might 
be  made  in  Committee. 

Viscount  HALIFAX  moved  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  ("now  ") 
and  insert  ("  this  Day  Six  Months.") 

On  Question,  That  ('<now")  stand 
Part  of  the  Motion  ?  their  Lordships  di- 
vided: — Contents  Id;  Not-Contents  6  : 
Majority  7. 


CONTENTS. 

Cairns,  L.  (£.  Chancel*     CamarTon,  E* 

^•5  Uawarden,  V. 

Richmond,  D.  Lifford,V.    [Teller.] 

Chelmsford,  L. 
Bath,  M.  Clinton,  L. 

Sallsbuy,  M.   [TeUer.}    Colchester,  L. 

Denman,  L. 
Bradford,  £.  Ferersham,  L. 

NOT-CONTENTS. 
Somerset,  D.  CoWille  of  Culross,  L. 

Halifax,  V.    ITeller,] 

Resolved  in  the  Affirmative  ;  Bill  read 
2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday 
next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  ouarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Ele?en  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday t  May  22,  1868. 

MINUTESJ— Select  Committee— iJ^port— On 
MilitAry  Reterre  Fund.    [No.  208.] 

Public  Bills — Firnt  Reading — Duchj  of  Corn- 
wall  Amendment*  [136]. 

Second  i?ea(ftna— Establiihed  Church  (Ireland) 
[117]. 

Committee  —  Local  Go?ernmcnt  Supplemental 
(No.  2)*  [120] ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Con- 
firmation. Ac*  [118];  West  Indies  •  [124]; 
Unclaimed  Prize  Money  (India)  *  [122]  ;  Medi- 
cal Practitioners  (Colonics)*  [1 2a];  Divorce 
and  Matrimonial  Causes  Court  (re'Comm.)^ 
[110]. 

Retort — Local  Got'emment  Supplemental  (No. 2)* 
[120]  :  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation 
&c.»  [118];  West  Indies*  [124];  Unclaimed 
Prize  Money  (India)*  [122];  Medical  Practi- 
tioners (Colonies)*  [125];  Divorce  and  Matri* 
moninl  Causes  Court  {re  comm.)  *  [110]. 

Contidered  at  amended — Keformatory  Schools 
(Ireland)  •  [C5] ;  Partition  *  [107]. 

HER  MAJESTY  THE    (JUEEN. 

NOTICE. 

Mr.  REARDEN  :  Sir,  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  tliat  on  Monday  next  I  shall  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
it  be  true  that  Iler  Majesty  the  Queen  has 
been  compelled,  through  delicate  health, 
to  retire  from  England  during  the  re- 
mainder of  this  Session ;  and.  if  so, 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  out  of  consideration 
to  Her  Majesty's  health,  comfort,  and  tran- 
quillity, and  in  the  interest  of  the  Royal 
Family  and  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
throughout  the  Empire,  and  especially  of 
this  metropolis  [Loud  cries  of  "  Order, 
Order !  "],  to  adviso  Her  Majesty  to  abdi- 
cate ?  ["  Order,  order ! "  **  Chair,  chair !"] 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  House  has  an< 
ticipated  my  decision  by  the  expression — 
the  indignant  expression  of  feeling  with 
regard  to  the  terms  employed  in  the 
Notice  of  tlie  hon.  Member.  No  doubt 
Questions  may  be  addressed  by  a  Member 
of  this  House  to  the  confidential  Advisers 
of  the  Crown  as  to  any  matter  relating  to 
the  discharge  of  public  duties  by  the  Sove- 
reign ;  but  these  questions  must  be  ad- 
dressed in  respectful  and  Parliamentary 
terms.  The  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
is  not  couched  in  such  terms,  and  cannot 
bo  put. 

Mk.  REARDEN  :  I  beg  very  earnestly 
to  apologize  to  the  House  for  putting  a 
Question  in  any  form  of  words  which  is 
either  un- Parliamentary  or  not  in  strict 
accordance  with  the  views  of  this  House. 


[•'  Order ! "]  Nothing  can  be  further  from 
my  views,  mind,  or  heart,  than  to  do  any- 
thing inconsistent  with  strict  loyalty  to 
Her  Majesty.     ['*  Order ! "  "  Chair !  "] 

ARMY— MILITARY    UNIFORM. 
QUEsnoy. 

Mb.  O'REILLY  said,  he  wished  to  gire 
one  word  of  explanation  to  make  his  Ques- 
tion intelligible.  It  appeared  that  retired 
Captains  in  the  Army  were  not  allowed  to 
wear  their  uniform  at  Court,  but  if  they 
had  medals  they  must  either  wear  them 
over  their  Court-dress  or  leave  them  at 
home.  He  would,  therefore,  beg  to  ask 
the. Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  put  those 
Officers  who  had  retired  from  the  Army  as 
Captains  on  the  same  footing  as  regards 
uniform  as  those  who  had  retired  as  Field 
Officers 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  replied,  that 
the  rule  on  the  subject  was  not  quite  so 
extensive  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
suppose.  With  regard  to  retired  Captains, 
he  might  remark  that  their  number  was 
very  large,  and  their  names  did  not  appear 
in  the  Army  Lift,  It  would  be  very  in- 
convenient, therefore,  that  there  should  be 
any  general  extension  of  their  privile^; 
but  he  would  take  into  consideration  how 
far  it  might  be  desirable  to  recommend  to 
Her  Majesty  that  under  certain  conditions, 
as  regards  length  of  service  and  possession 
of  honours,  the  rule  might  be  relaxed. 

IRELAND— RAILWAYS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  upon 
Irish  Railways  has  been  considered  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  whether  thej 
propose  to  submit  to  those  Commissioners 
for  Report  the  proposals  on  the  Irish  Rail- 
way system  drawn  up  last  year  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  Irish  Peers  and  Members  of  Par- 
liament; and,  if  not,  what  steps  it  is 
proposed  by  the  Government  to  take  with 
regard  to  the  Irish  Railways? 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  Irish  Railways  has  been  investigated 
by  the  Commission,  the  Report  of  which 
has  now  been  for  some  time  under  the 
consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Gavernment. 
We  do  not  propose  to  submit  to  the  Com- 
missioners for  Report  the  proposals  on  the 
Irish  Railway  system  drawn  up  last  year 
by  a  Committee  of  Irish  Peers  and  Mem- 
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bers  of  Parliament ;  but  we  intend  to  ayail 
ourselves  of  the  very  great  experience  of 
those  Gentlemen  in  order  to  assist  ns  in 
maturing  some  plan  which  we  hope  to  be 
able  to  submit  to  Parliament.  I  cannot 
say,  however,  that  I  have  any  hopes  of 
submitting  that  plan  during  the  present 
Session. 

CUSTOMS'    EXTRA    CLERKS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  iotenlion  of  the  Government 
to  amalgamate  the  Customs'  Extra  Clerks 
with  the  establishment,  or  place  them  in 
receipt  of  such  a  scale  of  pay  as  will  place 
them  on  a  footing  with  the  establishment 
and  enable  them  to  provide  for  their 
families  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  replying, 
said,  ho  must  take  the  liberty  to  remark 
that  this  was,  he  believed,  the  fourth  occa- 
sion during  the  last  two  months  on  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  placed  this  Question 
on  the  Notice  Paper.  Now,  considering 
the  terms  with  which  the  Question  con- 
cluded, he  thought  it  scarcely  fair  to  repeat 
the  Question  so  often  without  explanation. 
It  was  not  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  amalgamate  the  Customs  extra  clerks 
with  the  establishment  clerks.  It  was  im- 
possible to  do  so,  consistently  with  the 
rules  of  the  service.  Moreover  the  scale  of 
pay  of  the  extra  clerks  had  been  considered 
by  the  Treasury  two  years  ago,  and  he 
was  not  prepared  to  say  that  if  it  were 
again  considered  there  would  be  any 
change  in  the  decision  arrived  at  in  1 866. 

CONDITION   OF  TUE  MAURITIUS. 

aoDSTioir. 

Mb.  J.  A.  SMITH  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonics,  Whether  the  Government  can 
give  information  as  to  the  present  condi- 
tion of  the  Mauritius — firstly,  in  reference 
to  fever ;  secondly,  in  reference  to  the 
effects  of  the  recent  hurricane  ? 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  latest  accounts  from  the  island  were 
dated  the  16th  of  April,  and  were  received 
on  the  1 6th  of  May.  Those  accounts  were, 
on  the  whole,  favourable.  The  fever  was 
on  the  decrease.  As  to  the  hurricane,  it 
was  the  most  destructive  that  had  been 
known  during  the  present  generation. 
Great  injury  had  been  done  to  the  crops ; 


but  it  was  hoped  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  propitious  state  of  the  weather  since 
that  time,  there  would  be  less  scarcity  than 
was  at  first  anticipated. 

INDIA— CnOLERA  AT  FORT  WILLIAM. 

QUESnON. 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary*of  State  for  India,  Whether 
the  second  battalion  of  the  60th  Regi- 
ment, containing  from  two  hundred  to  two 
hundred  and  fifty  raw  recruits,  has  not 
been  recently  landed  in  India,  and  is  now 
now  detained  at  Fort  William  ;  whether 
the  cholera  has  not  broken  out  at  that 
station ;  whether,  in  consequence  of  the 
insufficiency  of  the  medical  staff,  a  special 
medical  man,  not  belonging  to  the  Kegi- 
ment,  has  not  been  appointed  "to  take 
charge  of  it ;"  whether  many  deaths  from 
cholera  have  not  taken  place  in  the  Regi- 
ment ;  whether  the  station  is  not  considered 
an  unhealthy  one,  and  whether  fresh  re- 
cruits are  not  more  liable  than  others  to 
its  unhealthy  influence  ;  and  what  reason 
there  is  for  detaining  at  that  station  the 
battalion  of  the  60th  Regiment? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
in  reply,  that  the  Regiment  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  arrived  at  Fort  William 
on  the  8 1st  of  October  last,  just  at  the 
beginning  of  the  cold  and  healthy  season. 
No  information  had  been  received  as  to 
cholera,  or  which  related  in  any  way  to 
•  the  health  of  tho  Regiment.  Ho  was  un- 
able to  explain  why  tho  troops  were  sent 
to  Fort  William,  as  that  was  a  matter 
which  rested  with  the  local  authorities. 

IRELAND  — THE  ROMAN  CATHOLIC 
UNIVERSITY-  QUESTION. 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  said,  the  intcn- 
tlons  of  the  late  Government  did  not  ap- 
pear to  him  to  be  sufficiently  explained 
with  regard  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Uni- 
versity in  the  Memorandum  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  which  had  lately 
been  laid  on  the  table.  In  order  to  bring 
out  their  views  more  clearly,  he  would  beg 
to  put  the  Question  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice.  With  reference  to  the  statement 
contained  in  the  Memorandum  laid  before 
the  House  in  the  Correspondence  relative 
to  the  proposed  charter  for  a  Roman  Ca- 
!  tholic  University,  that  the  charter,  the 
draft  of  which  was  under  the  consideration 
of  the  late  Government,  was  a  charter  for 
the  Roman  Catholic  University,  to  ask. 
Whether  the  attention  of  the  Chief  Secre* 
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tary,  when  preparing  that  Memorandam, 
was  drawn  to  the  express  statements  con- 
tained in  the  Letters  of  the  10th  January 
and  14th  February,  1866,  from  the  then 
Secretary  of  State,  that  the  charter  asked 
for  was  understood  to  be  for  a  College  only 
and  not  for  a  University ;  and  that  Her 
Majesty's  late  Government  proposed  to 
,  remedy  the  grievance  complained  of,  not 
by  advising  the  grant  of  a*  charter  to  a 
Eoman  Catholic  University,  but  by  the 
other  means  therein  described  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO :  I  am  glad,  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  called  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  this  subject,  as  there  has 
been  some  misapprehension  in  regard  to  it. 
As  I  understand  it,  the  proposal  made  by 
the  late  Government  was  that,  either  by 
the  creation  of  a  new  University  or  by  the 
alteration  of  the  Queen's  University,  an 
institution  should  be  created  which  should 
have  the  power  of  affiliating  Colleges 
other  than  the  Queen's  Colleges  to  itself; 
and  it  was  proposed  to  the  Government  to 
grant  a  charter  to  the  Eoman  Catholic 
University  College  in  Dublin,  the  draft 
of  which  charter  was  submitted  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  Roman  Catholic  prelates. 
Now,  that,  I  admit,  is  not  clearly  set  forth 
in  the  Memorandum,  as  the  word  "  Col- 
lege "  was  inadvertently  omitted  after  the 
word  "  University."  I  am  quite  ready  to 
admit  that  the  words  in  my  Memorandum 
have  reference  to  the  proposal  of  the  late 
Government  to  grant  a  charter  to  the 
Boman  Catholic  University  College  in 
Dublin. 

Sin  GEORGE  GREY  said,  there  was 
no  mistake  as  to  the  first  part  of  the  state- 
ment ;  but  the  noble  Lord  had  not  quite 
correctly  stated  the  intentions  of  the  late 
Government,  which  were  expressed  ver- 
bally and  in  correspondence. 

Mk.  MAGUIRE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
what  were  the  intentions  of  the  present 
Government  ? 

The  Eabl  of  MAYO :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  better,  I  think,  give  notice  of  his 
Question. 

SIR  ROBERT  NAPIER  AND  EX-GO- 
VERNOR EYRE.— QUESTION. 

Captain  ARCHDALL  :  I  wish,  Sir,  to 
put  a  Question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Assuming  that  the  Abyssinian  Expedition 
was  organized  for  the  sole  purpose  of  re- 
leasing certain  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
who  had  been  taken  prisoners  and  kept  in 

Sir  Owrge  Orey 


confinement  by  the  Emperor  of  Abjidnia, 
and  that  purpose  having  been  accomplished 
by  the  liberation  of  the  captives,  it  is 
obvious  that  the  bombardment  of  Magdala 
resnlted  in  the  post  facto  death  of  the 
Emperor  and  several  of  his  subjects.  The 
question  I  wish  to  ask  is  this,  Whether  in 
the  event  of  certain  Members  of  this  House 
conspiring  with  certain  other  persons  out 
of  the  House  to  persecute  Sir  Robert 
Napier  for  in  the  manner  described  having 
caused  the  death  of  the  Emperor  Theodore, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  be  pre- 
pared to  defend  that  gallant  Officer,  or  to 
leave  his  defence  to  the  voluntary  action 
of  a  just  and  generous  Nation  ? 

THE  ABYSSINIAN   EXPEDITION. 
QUESTIONS. 

Ma.  STANSFELD  said,  he  would  b^ 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
When  the  despatches  received  from  Sir 
Robert  Napier  will  be  published  ? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
the  despatches  received  from  Sir  Robert 
Napier  were  extremely  short,  nothing  more 
in  fact  than  the  telegraphic  despatches 
which  had  been  published  communicating 
the  facts  of  the  release  of  the  captives,  the 
storming  of  Magdala,  and  the  death  of  the 
King.  A  subsequent  despatch  announced 
that  the  troops  were  on  their  way  home. 
There  was  some  reason  to  suppose  that 
despatches  had  been  written  and  sent,  but 
which,  however,  had  not  yet  reached  the 
Government.  It  was,  however,  hoped 
that  they  would  be  received  before  the 
Motion  of  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  First  Minister  had  given  Notice.  Bat 
the  information  which  the  Government 
already  possessed  was  sufficient  to  justify 
that  Motion.  The  circumstances  of  the 
campaign  were  peculiar  in  this  respect, 
that  they  had  received  information  by 
telegraph  which  of  course  anticipated  the 
written  despatches. 

Captain  VIVIAN  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask,  If  any  later  information  had  been 
received  from  the  troops  than  the  18th  of 
April? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
the  last  telegram  received  by  the  Go- 
vernment was  dated  the  18th  April,  and 
the  troops  were  then  encamped  on  the 
plateau  of  Dalanta. 

Mb.  L AYARD  said,  that  no  information 
with  regard  to  the  Expedition  had  been 
laid  before  the  House.  He  wished  to 
know.  Whether  the  Despatches  already  re- 
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ceiyed  would  not  be  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment before  Friday  next  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  re- 
plied that  a  collection  of  the  despatches  of 
Sir  Robert  Napier  f^om  the  time  the 
troops  landed  in  Abyssinia  until  now  were 
in  course  of  preparation,  and  would  be  laid 
upon  the  table,  bringing  the  information 
down  to  the  latest  date,  and  will  be  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members  before  the 
Vote  of  Thanks  is  proposed. 

THE   PROSECUTION   OF  EX-GOVERNOR 
ETRE.— QUESTIONS. 

CoLONix  STUART  KNOX  said,  after 
the  Question  that  bad  been  put  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Fermanagh  (Cap- 
tain Archdall),  the  hon  Member  for  West- 
minster would  not  be  surprised  if  he  should 
ask  him  a  Question,  Whether  it  would 
not  be  more  in  accordance  with  decorum 
that  the  Jamaica  Committee,  who  have 
hounded  down  the  man  who  preserred  to 
the  British  Crown  one  of  our  finest  colo- 
nies, should  leave  their  victim  in  the  hands 
of  their  counsel  and  abstain  from  appearing 
on  the  Bench  during  a  judicial  investiga- 
tion  in  which  they  are  the  prosecutors  ? 

Ms.  SPEAKER  said,  the  rule  with  re- 
gard to  Questions  was,  that  Questions  are 
permitted  to  be  put  to  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  relating  to  public  affairs,  nnd  to 
other  Members  relating  to  any  Bill  or 
Motion  connected  with  the  Business  of  the 
House,  in  which  such  Members  may  be 
concerned. 

Majob  JERVIS  said,  he  wished  to  put 
a  Question  on  this  subject  to  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown.  It  was  his  (Major 
Jervis's)  duty  about  eighteen  months  ago  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was 
then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  whether, 
in  the  case  of  a  prosecution  of  Governor 
E3rre,  the  Government  meant  to  afford  him 
that  legal  assistance  which  he  had  a  right 
to  expect  ?  He  was  then  informed  that  the 
Government  meant  to  do  what  was  right, 
and  that  they  would  render  him  all  the 
assistance  in  their  power.  He  now  wished 
to  ask,  Whether,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, it  was  still  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  afford  ex-Governor  Eyre, 
under  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
case,  that  legal  assistance  to  which  a  man 
in  his  position  was  entitled  at  their  hands; 
or  whether  it  was  to  bo  understood  for 
the  future  that  a  man  who  undertook  the 
defence  of  a  Colony  rendered  himself  liable 
to  be  put  in  the  felon's  dock  without  re- 


ceiving the  slightest  assistance  from  those 
who  should  stand  by  him  ? 

CoLonEL  STUART  KNOX :  I  will  again 
!  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  the 
Question  I  have  addressed  to  him  on  Mon- 
day next,  and  I  hope  he  will  be  prepared 
to  give  me  an  answer. 

Majob  JERYIS  :  As  I  have  not  re- 
ceived an  answer,  I  will  put  my  Question 
on  the  Paper,  and  ask  it  again. 

TELEGRAPHIC  COMMUNICATION  WITH 
ABYSSINIA.— QUESTION. 

I 

Mb.  OTWAY  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
the  first  account  of  the  fall  of  Magdala 
was  contained  in  a  Despatch  received  di- 
rectly from  any  British  authority  in  Egypt  ? 
He  asked  the  Question,  because  it  had 
been  stated — and  not  contradicted — ^that 
the  news  of  the  fall  of  Magdala  was  known 
to  the  Emperor  of  the  French  twenty-four 
hours  before  it  was  known  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty^s  Government. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  re- 
plied  that  he  was  unable  to  state  when 
the  news  was  known  in  Paris;  but  it 
reached  him  in  the  ordinary  way  by  a 
direct  telegram  from  Sir  'Robert  I^'apier, 
sent  vid  Egypt.  That  telegram  was  re- 
oieved  in  London  on  the  night  of  Satur- 
day, the  25th  ultimo,  and  was  forwarded 
to  him  at  Osborne,  where  he  was  in  at- 
tendance upon  Her  Majesty  ;  and  it  was 
owing  to  that  fact  that  earlier  publicity 
was  not  given  to  the  despatch. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

AFRICAN  SLAVE  TRADE— "THE  ABER- 
DEEN  ACT."— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  LA  yard  said,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Xotice,  '*  To  call  attention  to 
the  Act  of  the  8th  and  9th  Victoria, 
chapter  122,  commonly  known  as  the 
'Aberdeen  Act,'  and  to  move.  That  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House  the  time  is  now 
come  for  the  repeal  of  that  Act."  He  un- 
derstood that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Foreign  Office  was  willing  to  accept 
it.  and  desired  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  effect 
theo  bject  he  had  in  view. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  ho  entirely  con- 
curred in  the  view  taken  by  the  hon. 
Member.  Whatever  might  have  been 
the  merits  of  the  "  Aberdeen  Act/*  it  had 
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ented  to  be  neoeuarj.  The  BraiUiaa 
Oovernraeut  had  kept  good  bith  for  many 
years  past,  and  the  slave  trade  with  Brazil 
had  entirely  ceased  ;  and  therefore  the 
continuance  of  the  Act  oould  only  be  a 
source   of  iritnlion.     He   hod   personally 

mode  no  secret  of  his  opinion  j  but  he        

could  not  pledge  himself,  in  the  present    that  this  Bill  he 
■tato  of  Business,  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  n 
peal  the  Act  during  the  preseni  Session. 
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(3A-.  OtadtUmt,  Sir  Otorgt  Orey,  Mr.  Lawion.) 

BECOHII  BEADIHS. 

Order  for  Second  Peadlng  read. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  rising  to  move 
read  a  spcond  time, 
said :  Sir.  I  cannot  do  othertrise  tbitn  re- 
cognize the  great  courtesy  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers universally  in  refraining  from  occu- 
pying the  time  of  the  House  with  preli- 
minary discussions,  and  also  the  justice  o! 
the  remark  made  by  the  hon.  Genlleman 


Mn.  BAILUE-COCHEAITE  r»M,  he  i  JPP"'"  (>■'■  """'?  Cochrane)  irith  «. 
Touia  dofcr  t.  the  „i.lie.  of  the  Hou.e   fmnc.  to  the  .nom.lou,  po..lio„  m  »h,ah 


and  postpone  the  Notice  he  had  given  td 
call  tlie  attention  of  the  House  to  tho 


I  stand  s 
"    great  question 


Bill  upon  a 
tional  policy,  which, 


c™.t..ce  lh.t  th._d..gh,e„  of  8....,,    ""f""""*""?™™^^^^^ 


tained  by  the  House  at  all,  would  be  in 
the  hands  of  the  GoTemment  of  the  day. 
h  Hos  ^  ^°  ^"^  propose  to  enter  upon  any  espla- 
luld  call  '"^^'^''  °^  ^''"^  anomaly,  because  it  would 
lead  to  a  discussion  oF  deeper  matters  ex- 
traneous to  tlia  debate  that  is  now  about 


killed  or  disabled  in  the  service  of  the 

Country  do  not  enjoy  the  privilege  of 

tfluanceand  education  at  Gree: 

pital.     At  the  same  time,  he 

the  attention  of  the  Gbrernment  to  the 

position   of   private    Members,   who   were    ^     .  ,        ,  j      v-  .         .    i.        ., 

^tinuallv  compelled  to  postpone  impor- 1  ^°  ^''^  pl«e    and  which,  whether  they 

«nnt\rniinn.f,nn,n.t«r.  whirl.  n,,n.l,tt«h^    require  to  be  discussed  or  not,  I  am  vsry 


matters  which  ouRht  to  be    "^1'?'"'  *"  he  discussed  or  not^  I  am  v.ry 

_.:„_..    M:.n,K„™    anxious  to  keep  apart  from  all  debate  on 

the  merits  of  this  Bill.  I  think  I  eholl 
not  have  occasion  to  detain  the  House  at 
any  great  length  ;  but  so  much  interest  is 
felt  on  this  subject,  and  it  is  so  difficult 
to  possess  the  public  mind  clearly,  even 


tant  MotioDs 
discussed. 

ought  to  give  way  when  questions  of 
general  interest  wore  brought  forward  bj 
the  Uovemment ;  but  now  they  had  to 
give  way  for  private  Members  and  mea- 
a  they  did  not  approve.  He  was  happy 


to  defer  to  the  right  hon.    Member  for '  yj_^||J^,°P_7^'f*''^* 
South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  and  the  .  '^""''" 
important  question  raised  by  him  ;  but  thi 


Toured  to  state  in  the  most  explicit  form 

™  ou^nt  to  consider  the  position  of   constant  testimony-that  I  should   wish 

private  Members.    He  would  postpone  hb   J,'>  """"^  ^''^H'' "«..»» 4.  ^^?'^  ^^°  """I 
Motion  to  Friday,  the  5th  of  June  ^.^"""^  acquainted  with  its  discussion^  of 


PARLIAMENT— FORMS  OF  TUE  noUSE.    House,  conceive  the  question  to  sUnd.   It 
.  appears  that  at  the  commencement  of  the 
present  Session  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had    wore  of  one  mind  with  those  i  ' 


OBSEnVATIOKS. 

Mk.   dauby   GRIFFITH, 
giren  Notice  to  call  attention  to  Itule  164    this  side  of  the  House 
of  "  Tlio  Rules,  Orders,  and  Forms  of  Pro-    it 
cccdings  of  the  House  of  Commons,' 


the  opinion  that 

not  possible — or,  at  least,  that  it 

not  politic  or  desirable — to  maintain 


to  its  frequent  infraction  or  evasion  ;  and  the  existing  religious  and  ecclesinstical 
to  move  that  it  be  rescinded,  said,  ho  was  arrangements  in  Ireland.  Acoordingly, 
always  ready  to  derer  to  tho  wish  of  the  when  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 
Houso  on  all  proper  occasions,  and  if  the  ceeded,  through  the  month  of  tbo  noble 
House  were  equally  forbenring  they  might  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Muyo)  to  ataU  to  Par- 
got  on  belter  tugtUier.  Ho  would  consent  liament  their  policy  for  Ireland,  they  in- 
to postpone  bis  Motion,  presuming  that  tiinatcd  that  they  wei-e  disposed  to  furour 
the  Government  would  postpone  Supply.  extensive  plans  of  change.     An  earnest  of 

Motion.    "That   Mr.   Speaker  do  now^''*''*  plans  was  given  in  the  shape  of  a 

leave  the  Chair."  by  leave,  mthdrawn.  propoeal  mth  respect  to  a  Koman  Utholio 

University,  and  their   general  oharacter 

Committee  d«f«rrti  till  Mimiay  next.  was  indicated  in  two  pxris  of  the  speech 
Iiord  StanUtf 
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of  the  noble  Earl — one  in  which  he  stated 
that  the  Grant  now  made  to  the  Presby- 
terians, under  tho  namo  of  Regium  Do- 
nam,  was  miserable  in  its  amount  and 
inadequate  for  its  purposes,  and  would  re- 
quire to  bo  considerably  or  largely  in- 
creased in  order  to  make  it  worthy  of  its 
aim  ;  and  the  other  in  which,  going  be- 
yond the  case  of  the  Presbyterians,  he 
recognized  fully,  and,  of  course,  in  the 
main — though  not  exclusirely — with  re- 
ference to  the  Roman  Catholics,  the  doc- 
trine of  religious  equality  for  Ireland,  and 
said  there  would  bo  no  objection  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  es- 
tablish that  religious  equality,  provided  it 
were  done  by  giving,  and  not  by  taking 
away.  Of  course,  any  construction  put 
upon  the  words  of  the  noble  Earl  is  put 
by  me,  and  I  have  no  right  to  make  him 
responsible  for  my  assumption  of  what 
those  words  import ;  but  I  apprehend 
there  can  be  no  serious  division  upon  the 
meaning  of  those  very  grave  and  important 
words  to  whicii  I  have  referred ;  the 
meaning  was  that  the  Government  recom- 
mended us  to  proceed  to  the  removal 
of  anomalies  in  Ireland,  but  to  proceed 
by  the  method  of  concurrent  endow- 
ment —  of  establishing,  by  means  of 
public  funds,  other  endowed  Churches 
in  addition  to  that  which  now  exists  ; 
and'  the  position  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment may  fairly  be  considered  as 
thus  defined.  Sir,  to  that  method  of  pro- 
ceeding it  appeared  to  us  that  there  were 
insurmountable  objections.  We  are  en- 
tirely at  one  with  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— though  I  do  not  know  how  far  we 
arc  at  one  with  the  bulk  of  those  who  sit 
behind  them— in  adopting  the  principle 
of  religious  equality  for  Ireland.  But  we 
think  that  the  attempt  to  found  a  variety  of 
endowed  Churches  in  Ireland  at  the  public 
charge,  or  even  if  it  had  taken  a  different 
form,  to  which  I  need  not  refer  particu- 
larly— I  mean  by  the  division  of  the  eccle- 
siiistical  property  —  that  tho  attempt  to 
fuund  a  variety  of  endowed  Churches  for 
Ireland  is  a  plan  that  would  be  found  to 
be  diametrically  and  fundamentally  opposed 
to  the  sentiment  and  conviction  of  the  great 
mass  of  tho  population  of  Great  Britain, 
while  on  the  part  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  Ireland,  who  form  tho  great  bulk  of 
those  whom  it  would  be  intended  to  aid, 
such  a  plan  has  been  generally  and  em- 
phatically repudiated.  We,  Sir,  therefore, 
proposed  to  proceed  by  a  method  opposite 
to  that  of  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment,  and 


to  attain  the  great  aim  of  religions  equality 
for  Ireland,  which  we  have  in  view  in 
common  with  the  Members  of  the  Cabi- 
net, by  that  other  process  which  is  com- 
monly known,  and  with  a  sufficient  accu- 
racy of  phrase  for  popular  purposes,  as  tho 
method  of  disestablishment  and  of  general 
disendowment.  Tho  House,  therefore,  has 
been  asked  to  vote,  and  has  voted,  that 
the  Church  in  Ireland  now  established 
should  cease  to  exist  as  an  Establishment. 
It  has  also  voted  that  all  personal  interests 
and  all  proprietary  rights  should  be  care- 
fully respected ;  and  an  opinion  certainly 
has  been  given,  and  I  think  has  met  with 
considerable  acceptance,  that,  in  addition 
to  strictly  defined  interests  and  rights,  in 
every  question  of  feeling  the  House  would 
be  disposed,  in  contemplating  so  serious 
and  extensive  a  change,  to  mitigate  its 
operation,  to  soften  the  period  of  transi- 
tion, wherever  it  could  be  done  consist- 
ently with  the  attainmeAt  of  the  principal 
and  fundamental  objects.  It  has  also  been 
understood  and  has  been  voted  by  the 
House — not  at  my  instance,  but  ceitainly 
with  my  concurrence— that  the  Maynooth 
Act  should  be  repealed,  and  the  Regium 
Donum  discontinued.  There  are  certain 
other  propositions  which  I  have  presumed 
to  state  us  opinions  of  my  own,  and  they 
are  briefly  these  —  In  the  first  place,  that 
all  the  principles  of  consideration  and 
equity  upon  which  Parliament  has  dis- 
tinctly shown  its  intention  to  treat  the 
present  Established  Church  should  be  fully 
and  fairly  applied,  in  consonance  with  the 
spirit  of  a  just  analogy,  to  the  settlement 
of  any  other  question  affecting  other  re- 
ligious bodies  in  Ireland ;  because  if  these 
principles  were  not  so  applied  we  should 
not  establish  tho  religious  equality  which 
we  have  in  view  as  the  main  purpose  that 
is  to  be  accomplished.  Then  I  have  ven- 
tured to  say,  and  I  believe  it  is  the  deep 
conviction  of  all  those  who  sit  on  this  side 
of  tho  House,  that  in  proposing  cc^'nerally 
to  disendow  the  Established  Church  of 
Ireland  we  emphatically  renounce  all  idea 
of  endowing  in  its  stead  any  other  religious 
communion ;  and,  as  I  ventured  on  an  early 
occasion  to  express  it  —  perhaps,  with  no 
great  precision,  but  still.  I  hope,  with 
sufficient  clearness  to  make  my  general 
view  well  known  —  that  wo  finally  and 
entirely  abandon  for  Ireland  tho  mainte- 
nance in  any  form  of  a  salaried  or  stipen- 
diary clergy,  whether  that  clergy  be  sup- 
posed to  be  maintained  out  of  public  funds 
voted  by  this  House,  or  oat  of  the  pro- 
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perty  which  is  now  given  for  ecclesiastical  just  and  wise  view  of  the  case  which 
purposes  in  Ireland.  I  also  ventured  to  '  prompted  him  to  say  that  if  the  House 
saj,  and  I  thought  it  was  right  and  fair  '  was  of  opinion  that  the  Irish  Church 
to  say,  that,  so  far  as  I  could  judge,  either  should  he  dieestahlished,  it  ought  to  give 
hy  my  own  sense  of  justice  or  hy  the  opi-  ,  effect  to  that  opinion  so  far  as  the  time 
nions  of  others,  there  was  certainly  no  in- '  and  the  circumstances  permit.  But  what 
tention  that  the  Established  Church  of  |  disappoints  me  is  that  when  the  right  hon. 
Ireland  should  be  disestablished  for  the  Gentleman,  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
benefit  of  the  Consolidated  Fund;  but  that,  I  ment,  has  thus  allowed  that  the  2nd 
whatever  might  be  the  final  judgment  of  :  Resolution  was  a  just  consequence  of  the 
Parliament  as  to  the  wisest  application  of ,  1st,  ho  should  now  refuse  to  allow  that 
those  funds  when  they  came  to  be  realized,  the  Bill  is  a  just  consequence  of  the  2nd 
they  should  be  devoted,  and  that  we  should  ,  Resolution.  Why,  for  the  House  to  have 
understand  from  the  first  that  they  should  passed  the  1st  Resolution  and  to  have 
bo  devoted,  exclusively  to  Irish  purposes,  rested  content  with  an  abstract  declaration 
As  to  the  Irish  Church  itself,  I  expressed  of  opinion  might  have  been  impolitic  ;  but 
the  opinion  —  which  is  an  opinion  only,  for  the  House  to  have  passed  the  2nd 
but  it  appears  to  me  a  just  one  —  that.  Resolution,  and  declared  that  it  was  expo- 
having  been  itself  deprived  of  legal  pri-  |  dient  to  make  a  legal  provision  against  the 
yilege  and  position,  it  should  be  invested  growth  of  new  vested  interests  in  the 
with  perfect  freedom.  I  own  that,  speak-  ,  Church  of  Ireland,  and  then,  forsooth,  to 
ing  as  an  individual,  I  cannot  for  a  mo-  have  halted  in  its  career  and  declined  to 
ment  share  the  opprehensions  —  idle  and  pass  a  Bill  on  the  subject,  would  have  been 
visionary  apprehensions  they  appear  to  not  only  impolitic,  but  nothing  less  than 
me — which  are  entertained  on  this  sub-  i  ridiculous.     The  importance  of  this  Sus- 


ject  in  high  and  dignified  quarters,  and 
among  persons  of  great  authority  in  tlie 
Church.    I  am  astonished  to  find  them  so 


pensory  Bill  I  am  very  desirous  to  carry 
home  to  the  minds  of  all  who  hear  me. 
It  is  no  abstract  sense  of  its  propriety,  no 


devoid  of  faith  in  the  religious  principles  f  eagerness  to  give  immediate  effect  to  an 
they  profess,  as  to  entertain  the  altogether  j  opinion  merely  because  we  have  expressed 
idle  and  visionary  apprehensions  that  those  |  it  and  made  ourselves  responsible  for  it, 
who  hold  our  faith  and  religion  in  Ireland  i  that  leads  me,  for  one,  to  urge  this  Bill 
are  not  competent  to  direct  themselves  in  I  upon  the  House.  It  is  because  the  passing 
their  religious  affairs,  and  that  the  moment  i  of  this  measure  lies  at  the  root  of  all 
those  persons  are  released  from  restraint  dealing  with  the  practical  difiiculties  of 
they  are  to  astonish  the  world  by  their  i  the  case.  Now,  if  we  were  content  to 
pranks  and  caprices  in  matters  ecclesias-  proceed  in  approaching  the  question  of  the 
tical.  This  I  take  to  be  the  general  posi-  Irish  Church — and  I  am  satisfied  that  we 
tion  of  this  question,  so  far  as  regards  the  i  are  not  content  so  to  proceed — in  the  man- 
1st  and  4th  Resolutions,  and  so  far  as  ner  which  has  been  in  fashion  in  various 
regards  the  illustration  that  I  may  say  j  continental  countries,  and  in  our  own  in 
they  have  received  either  from  myself  or,  '  former  times,  when  Churches  have  been 
I  think  from  the  generality  of  those  who,  ;  disestablished,  religious  orders  abolished, 
in  the  discussion  of  this  question,  have  and  the  members  of  them  turned  out-of- 
taken  an  active  or  leading  part  in  favour  '  doors — if  it  were  our  national  manner  to 
of  the  Resolutions.  Then  we  come  to  the  proceed  in  a  mode  like  that,  nothing  would 
Suspensory  Bill,  of  which  I  have  now  to  j  have  been  simpler  than  the  way  to  deal 
move  the  second  reading,  and  I  own  it  is  i  with  the  Irish  Church,  and  we  should  not 
to  me  matter  of  some  disappointment  that ;  need  to  preface  our  proceeding  by  a  Sus- 
we  have  failed  to  obtain  from  the  Govern-  *  pensory  Bill.  I  do  not  disguise  from  my* 
ment  any  recognition  of  the  justice  and  j  self  or  any  others  that  the  working  diffi- 
propriety  of  this  Bill,  considered  not  as  an  culties  when  a  definitive  Act  is  passed 
original  proposition,  but  as  a  natural  se-  will  be  very  great ;  they  must  be  very 
quel  to  the  measures  we  have  adopted,  j  great.  To  effect  by  form  of  law  the  tran* 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of :  sition  of  a  considerable  religious  commu- 
the  Government  went  so  far  on  a  former  ;  nion,  from  the  condition  of  an  Established 
night  as  to  stato  that  he  considered,  not  |  Church  to  that  of  a  voluntary  society,  is 
the  drd,  but  the  2nd  Resolution  to  be  '  a  most  grave  and  seiious  matter;  and  when 
a  corollary  of  the  1st.  I  entirely  agree  |  it  is  not  done  by  a  mere  act  of  violence, 
in  that  doctrine.     I  think  it  was  a  most  ■  but  with  the  recognition  of  proprietary 
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rights,  and,  above  all,  of  veated  interetta, 
which  the  House,  I  am  certain,  regards  aa 
fundamental  in  any  honourable  or  satisfac- 
tory arrangements,  it  is  then  the  difficul- 
ties arise.  Because  vested  interests  carry 
with  them  the  question  not  only  of  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  money,  but  of  the  continu- 
ance of  a  certain  state  of  law  ;  and  it  is 
conceivable — nay,  probable — that  in  the 
beginning  yon  would  have  two  kinds  of 
law  in  operation  in  the  same  country.  Tou 
would  have  parishes  and  dioceses  where 
the  Bishops  and  clergy  now  in  possession 
would  be  alive,  and  you  would  have 
other  dioceses  and  parishes  which  had 
been  voided,  and  where  consequently 
people  had  come  in  under  a  new  sys- 
tem perfectly  di£ferent.  Now,  it  is  evi- 
dent that  the  continuance  of  any  mixture 
of  that  kind,  which  seems  inseparable,  at 
least  at  first  view,  from  the  case,  would 
be  a  matter  of  considerable  public  embar- 
rassment and  inconvenience.  Therefore, 
it  appears  to  me  the  most  natural  thing  in 
the  world  —  indeed,  I  do  not  know  how 
anyone  can  hesitate  to  admit  it — that  wc 
who  have  concurred  in  the  Resolution  to 
disestablish  the  Irish  Church  should  not 
be  disposed  to  allow  the  prolongation  of 
that  period  of  embarrassment.  It  is  a 
period  which,  when  the  time  comes,  I 
think  the  good  sense  of  all  parties  con- 
cerned will  seek  to  curtail  and  to  bring  to 
a  close  by  some  arrangement  which  may 
be  then  found  practicable.  But,  in  fact, 
nothing  can  be  plainer  than  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  a  House  of  Commons  which  in- 
tends to  disestablish  the  Irish  Church, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  respect  existing 
vested  interests — that  is,  to  preserve  the 
Bishops  and  clergy,  not  only  in. their  pecu- 
niary receipts,  but  in  their  social  position 
— ^nothing  can  be  plainer,  I  say,  than  that 
in  a  matter  of  such  complicated  conditions, 
entailed  by  the  necessity  of  the  case,  it  is 
our  imperative  duty  to  prevent  the  un- 
necessary prolongation  of  these  inevitable 
embarrassments  by  putting  a  stop  to  the 
growth  of  new  vested  interests.  I  must 
confess  I  should  have  gone  one  step  fur- 
ther. I  should  have  hoped,  if  this  mat- 
ter had  not  assumed  a  polemical  aspect  in 
consequence  of  its  association  with  our 
debates  upon  disestablishment,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  even  many  of 
those  who  sit  behind  them,  might  have 
been  disposed  to  acquiesce  in  the  reason- 
ableness of  a  suspensory  measure.  Un- 
doubtedly if  there  be  Gentlemen,  and  there 
may  be  some,  who  contend  that  the  exist- 


ing eoclesiastical  condition  of  Ireland  calls 
for  no  legislative  measures,  then  they 
would  be  perfectly  consistent  in  opposing 
such  a  Bill  as  I  have  submitted  to  the 
House.  But  such,  is  not  the  position  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  themselves  submitted  to 
us  a  Motion  in  which  it  was  distinctly  dc- 
I  clared  that  in  all  likelihood  ''  considerable 
modifications  "  in  the  temporalities  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland  might  re- 
sult from  the  inquiries  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission. Well,  what  is  the  meaning  of 
these  words  "  considerable  modifications  ?" 
They  mean  the  extinction  of  some  bbhop- 
rics,  or  the  reduction  of  the  income  of 
some  bishoprics,  or  both.  They  mean  the 
withdrawal  of  the  parochial  machinery 
from  those  portions  of  the  country  where 
there  are  few  or  no  Protestants.  Every 
one  will  admit  that  this  is  the  only  na- 
tural and  rational  meaning  of  these  ''con- 
siderable modifications."  But  if  there  are 
to  be  those  ''  considerable  modifications,'' 
if  you  are  going  to  reduce  the  income  of 
bishoprics,  or  even,  as  it  is  reported,  to 
extinguish  a  great  number  of  them,  if  you 
are  going  to  do  away  with  what  are  com* 
monlv  called  "  the  scandalous  abuses"  of 
the  Irish  Church — a  phrase  by  which  I 
would  be  unwilling  to  describe  the  case 
of  tolerably  or  even  well- endowed  clergy 
who  have  no  duties  to  perform  or  pa- 
rishioners to  look  after — if  these  things 
are  to  be  brought  to  an  end,  and  you  think 
it  your  duty  to  do  so,  I  ask,  why  do  you 
not  concur  with  us  in  passing  this  Suspen- 
sory Bill  ?  At  least  the  public  evils,  the 
public  waste,  and  public  scandal  which 
will  be  caused  if  you  continue  to  appoint 
new  rectors  to  unnecessary  parishes,  new 
Bishops  to  unnecessary  sees,  and  with  un- 
necessary incomes,  would  be  prevented. 
Why  do  you  not  consent,  nay,  why  do  you 
resist  the  proposition  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
growth  of  those  new  vested  interests  which 
will  endure  for  twenty,  thirty,  or  forty 
years  hence?  If  my  2nd  Resolution 
be  a  corollary  of  the  1st,  and  if  this 
Bill  be  a  corollary  of  the  2nd  Resolu- 
tion, I  ask,  speaking  of  its  principle  and 
not  seeking  to  commit  Gentlemen  to  its 
precise  terms,  is  it  not  a  corollary  of  any 
honest  deliberation  of  the  principle  thut 
there  are  to  be  ''considerable  modifica- 
tions "  in  the  temporalities  of  the  Irish 
Church  ?  Sir,  I  do  not  think  that  I  need 
much  longer  detain  tho  House,  but  I  am 
anxious  not  to  sit  down  without  giving  an 
answer  to  an  appeal  which  was  made  by 
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tlie  hon.  Member  for  Nortbumberland 
(Mr.  Liddell)  a  few  days  agd  to  this  effect 
— •*  Why  proceed  with  a  Suspensory  Bill 
when  you  roust  be,  in  fact,  aware  that 
there  is  no  chance  of  its  becoming  law  ?" 
Kow,  any  appeal  proceeding  from  the  hon. 
Member,  who  adheres  with  unfasliionable 
strictness  to  political  principles  in  a  day 
when  they  are  not  in  vogue,  has  a  special 
claim  to  respectful  attention  over  and 
above  what  applies  to  his  position  in  this 
House  and  the  assiduity  and  ability  he 
displays  as  a  Member  of  it.  I  will  answer 
that  appeal  most  explicitly,  and  I  think  he 
will  admit  that,  from  our  point  of  view,  my 
answer  is  not  an  unreasonable  one.  The 
substance  of  his  argument  rested  upon 
the  supposition  that,  though  a  Suspensory 
Bill  might  pass  this  House,  yet  it  would 
not  receive  the  assent  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  My  answer  is,  in  the  first  place, 
that  I  do  not  think  it  compatible  with 
the  dignity  or  even  the  duty  of  this  House 
that,  with  regard  to  questions  profoundly 
involving  the  highest  public  interests,  we 
sliould  bo  governed  in  the  adoption  of  this 
or  that  particular  measure  by  doubts  or 
misgivings  which  any  among  us  may  en- 
tertain as  to  the  judgment  which  may  be 
passed  upon  it  by  another  branch  of  the 
JLegisIature.  Wo  are  the  representatives 
of  the  people,  having  distinct  and  definite 
duties  of  our  own  to  perform ;  and  I  am 
persuaded  that  the  safest  course  for  us  is 
temperately  and  deliberately  to  perform 
those  duties,  and  to  rely  upon  the  wisdom 
of  others,  who  have  also  their  duties  to 
perform,  to  direct  them  in  the  right  path. 
And  I  must  admit  that  I  am  very  un- 
willing on  this  particular  question  to  en- 
tertain the  supposition  that  the  event  will 
happen  which  the  hon.  Member  anticipates 
as  likely  to  occur.  I  certainly  will  not 
chargo  that  upon  the  House  of  Lords.  If 
I  have  seen  in  the  course  of  a  lengthened 
career  instances  in  which  I  have  thought 
that  House  somewhat  rash  and  precipitate, 
I  certainly  have  seen  more  instances— and 
conspicuous  instances,  too  —  in  which  it 
bus  acted  upon  the  dictates  of  an  en- 
lightened prudence.  Were  it  true  that 
this  Motion  had  been  made  by  us  merely 
as  a  Motion  intended  for  the  purposes  of 
party— [C^^^r*]— I  assure  hon.  Gentle- 
men that  I  do  not  in  the  least  need  those 
cheers  in  order  to  make  me  cognizant  of 
the  fact  that  such  is  their  conviction 
devoutly  entertained  ;  but,  still,  we  have 
another  view  of  the  matter.  It  is  possible 
in  this  free  country  that  there  may  be  two 
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opiniona  upon  the  subject ;  nay,  it  is  even 
possible  that  the  opinion  entertained  by 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  may  be  wrong ;  but  I, 
for  one— though  I  have  sat  very  patiently, 
in  common  with  those  who  sit  on  theso 
Benches,  under  the  imputation  of  party 
objects — will  never  cease  to  maintain,  now 
that  the  proper  time  for  doing  so  has  come, 
that,  so  far  from  being  ashamed  that  this 
proposal  has  been  made,  or  of  the  time  at 
which  it  was  made,  I  should  have  been 
ashamed  of  myself  if  at  such  a  time,  under 
such  circumstances,  with  such  facts  as  the 
condition  of  Ireland  has  presented  to  us, 
and  such  necessities  as  the  whole  relations 
of  the  Empire  to  them  inwardly  and  ex- 
ternally involve — I  say  I  should  have  been 
ashamed  of  myself  if  at  such  a  time  the 
Motion  had  not  been  made.  With  that 
conviction,  I  do  not  abandon  the  belief 
that  in  '*  another  place "  likewise  these 
urgent  facts  and  necessities  may  be  recog- 
nised. But,  Sir,  even  were  I  to  descend 
to  the  lowest  ground,  were  I  to  assume 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  right  in  his  un- 
favourable anticipation,  and  that  this  Bill 
on  reaching,  as  I  conHdently  trust  it  will 
reach,  the  House  of  Lords,  backed  by  the 
authority  of  a  commanding  majority  of 
this  House,  will  nevertheless  be  doomed 
to  rejection, — even  then,  though  for  myself 
I  repudiate  that  anticipation,  I  say  it 
oould  not  act  upon  us  in  the  least,  for  ex- 
perience has  shown  us,  with  regard  to,  I 
had  almost  said  a  thousand  measures,  that 
the  sooner  you  begin  to  knock  at  that  door 
the  sooner  you  will  open  it.  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  by  entering  upon  any 
considerations  of  detail  in  connection  with 
this  Bill.  In  fact,  as  far  as  I  know,  there 
is  but  one  subject  which  is  not  distinctly 
intelligible  upon  the  face  of  it,  and  that  is 
the  question  of  ecclesiastical  jurisdiction. 
The  Bill  has  been  framed  in  the  belief 
that  its  provisions,  when  combined  with 
those  of  the  Church  Temporalities  Act  of 
1833  and  of  the  general  Ecclesiastical  Law, 
are  sufficient  to  enable  every  function  and 
operation  of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land to  go  forward,  in  different  hands, 
indeed,  but  just  as  really  and  efficiently  as 
they  would  go  forward  if  the  Bill  were 
not  passed.  I  refer  to  the  subject  because 
an  opinion  has  been  expressed  by  some 
that  the  ecclesiastical  jurisdiction  as  a 
whole,  or  that  portion  of  it  which  is  ex- 
ercised through  the  Spiritual  Courts,  would 
lapse  under  the  Bill.  I  contest  that  opi- 
nion, and  I  think  we  shall  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  disproving  it.     But  even  were  it 
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true  the  matter  could  be  easily  arranged 
in  Committee  on  the  Bill ;  and  it  wonld  be 
idle  to  mognif  J  it  into  the  importance  of 
a  cardinal  consideration  upon  the  present 
occasion.  With  regard  to  the  Bill  itself, 
I  think  I  have  said  enough  on  this  and  on 
former  occasions  to  justify  us  not  only  in 
proposing  it ;  but  in  strongly  urging  it  on 
the  acceptance  of  the  House ;  as  being,  in 
fact,  a  full  Acquittal  and  discharge  of  our 
immediate  duty  ;  for  while  we  admit  that 
the  magnitude  of  this  question  is  such  that 
it  cannot  be  definitively  dealt  with  except 
by  a  Parliament  approaching  it,  I  might 
almost  say,  in  the  first  days  of  its  youth, 
yet  perceiving  that  it  is  in  our  power 
materially  to  settle  the  limits  of  the  ques- 
tion for  the  Parliament  that  is  to  come, 
we  recognize  that  operation  as  a  duty  in- 
cumbent upon  us,  and  accordingly  I  pro- 
pose that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  in  the  hope  and  belief  that  it  will 
pass  into  a  law. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  GladiUme.) 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY*  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
began  his  address  on  this  occasion  by  lay- 
ing the  foundation,  as  he  said,  in  the  con- 
duct of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Now, 
I  do  not  intend  in  the  outset  to  accept  the 
statement  which  he  has  made  of  our  in- 
tentions, nor  the  interpretation  he  has 
thought  proper  to  put  upon  words  used 
on  a  former  occasion  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that  re- 
ligious equality  was  put  forward  by  my 
noble  Friend  as  the  basis  upon  which  we 
were  going  to  act.  I  venture,  however, 
to  say  thot  throughout  the  whole  discus- 
sion that  occurred,  and  in  which  I  took 
part,  religious  equality  was  argued  upon 
as  a  thing  which  could  not  be  made  the 
groundwork  of  measures  like  these  with- 
out its  being  also  made  the  groundwork 
of  an  attack  on  the  English  Establishment 
and  that  therefore  it  was  a  thing  we  did 
not  recognize  nor  make  the  basis  of  our 
policy.  Moreover,  the  only  measure  which 
we  brought  forward  in  this  House  indica- 
tive of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  nny  religious 
institution  in  Ireland  was  with  respect  to 
a  Roman  Catholic  University.  It  was  pro- 
posed to  charter  a  Roman  Catholio  Univer- 
sity in  Ireland,  and,  the  Correspondence 
on  the  subject  being  on  the  table,  the 


House  will  have  an  opportunity  of  judging 
of  our  conduct  respecting  it.  As  to  tlie 
payment  of  the  Roman  Catholio  clergy,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment stated  most  distinctly  that  no 
such  intention  hod  ever  existed,  and  I  may 
odd,  speaking  in  the  presence  of  my  noble 
Friend,  that  neither  the  increase  of  the 
Regium  Donum  nor  the  payment  of  the 
Roman  Catholio  clergy  was  ever  discussed 
by  the  Cabinet,  or  brought  forward  in 
any  shape  or  form  before  the  House.  [A 
laugh.]  The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Layard) 
laughs ;  but  I  venture  to  call  upon  him 
to  support  his  incredulity  by  facts,  if 
he  can  do  so.  So  fur,  therefore,  from 
being  at  ono  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man upon  the  question  of  religious  equa- 
lity,.! say  it  is  impossible  that  we  who 
have  contended  for  religious  Establir^h- 
ments  in  connection  with  the  State  can 
be  at  one  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
or  the  porty  he  represents  on  that  par- 
ticular groundwork  of  religious  equality 
which  he  has  laid  down  for  us.  1  have 
never  concealed  my  belief  that  religious 
Establishments  in  connection  with  the 
State  are  to  the  interest  both  of  the  Stuto 
and  of  the  Church  itself;  but,  I  think,  of 
greater  interest  to  the  State  than  to  the 
Church.  I  do  not  at  all  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  because  we  « 
support  endowment  and  connection  with 
the  State  we  therefore  manifest  fear  of  the 
religion  which  we  profess  not  being  able 
to  maintain  itself  without  them;  but  I 
wish  to  put  this  to  him  —  if  Establish- 
ments be  of  no  use  for  the  support  of  re- 
ligion, but  rather  a  hindrance  and  impe- 
diment, I  presume  he  will  think  it  right 
to  cast  them  away  in  this  country  as  well 
as  in  Ireland  ;  and,  in  support  of  that  re- 
ligious equality  of  which  he  has  become 
so  fervent  an  apostle,  to  let  all  religions 
in  England  and  Scotland,  as  well  as  in 
Ireland,  fight  their  battles  without  any 
assistance  trom  the  State,  or,  indeed,  with- 
out any  assistance  from  the  pious  endow- 
ments of  those  who  have  given  them  on 
the  faith  of  their  being  protected  by  the 
State.  The  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Bright),  in  the  discussion  last  night, 
which  had  no  real  bearing  upon  this  sub- 
ject, and  I  therefore  did  not  then  reply, 
said  we  ought  to  take  the  opportunity  of 
making  a  concession  on  this  question  in 
order  that  we  might  receive  concessions 
upon  some  other  subject;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  told  us  to-night  that 
he  thought  or  expected  that  we,  who  have 
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onrselres  admitted  that  modifications  might 
be  required  in  the  position  or  condition  of 
the  Church  in  Ireland,  ought  to  jump  at 
the  opportunity  of  a  Suspensory  Bill,  and 
ought  not  to  oppose  or  show  ourselves 
hostile  to  what  would  serve  our  own  pur- 
pose as  vrell  as  his.  On  that  I  will  say  some- 
thing presently.  This  is  the  first  Bill  intro- 
duced into  this  House,  within  the  recollec- 
tion of  any  of  us,  avowedly  for  the  purpose 
of  confiscating  Church  property  and  de- 
voting it  to  secular  purposes.     Yet  we  are 
called  upon,  in  the  discharge  of  the  duty 
which  we  owe  to  our  principles,  to  our 
friends  in  the  country,  and,  as  we  believe, 
to  the  interests  of  Church  Establishments, 
to  accept  such  a  Bill  as  this  without  dis- 
cussion, to  allow  it  to  pass  through  this 
House  as  if  it  were  not  opposed,  and  then, 
no  doubt,  to  be  charged  with  having  de- 
ceived and  defrauded  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman,  when  those  who  sit  with  us  in  the 
same  Cabinet  oppose  it  on  its  reaching,  if 
it  ever  does  reach,  the  House  of  Lords. 
Now,  there  is  a  Commission  sitting  upon 
the  question  of  the  Church  in  Ireland,  and 
when  that  Commission  issues  its  Keport, 
it  will  be  received  with  the  respect  and 
consideration  due  to  those  who  form  that 
Commission  ;  but  to  tell  me  that  I  am  to 
assume  beforehand  what  their  recommen- 
dations will  be  ;  that  I  am  to  suspend  the 
operation  of  the  ordinary  law  in  Ireland, 
to  effect  a  purpose  of  which  I  know  no- 
thing— that  I  am  to  prevent  the  appoint- 
ment of  clergymen  to  benefices  of  a  class 
and  character,  for  instance,  which  it  may 
be  the   intention  of  the  Commission  to 
foster   and  encourage  and  support  even 
more  than  they  are  supported  at  present — 
this  is  a  proposition  so  unreasonable  in  it- 
self that  were  it  not  put  forward  by  such 
great  authorities  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  should  certainly  not  have  thought 
it  worth  while  to  notice  it.      Now,  it  is 
not  my  intention  to  go  much  into  the  de- 
tails of  this  Bill,  though  I  think  the  right 
hott.  Qentleman  would  find,  if  he  were  to 
consult  some  of  those  who  are  well  ac- 
quainted with  ecclesiastical  affairs  in  Ire- 
land, that  in  some  respects  it  will  not 
carry  out  the  intentions  which  he  pro- 
fesses.    First  of  all,  let  me  take  exception 
to  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill.  It  states  what 
I  am  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  have  wished  to  state,  for  it  states  that 
which  is  not  the  fact.    It  says— 

"Whereas  Her  Majeity  has  been  graolouslj 
pleased  to  signifj  that  She  has  plaoed  at  the  dis- 
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posal  of  Pariiament  for  the  purposes  of  l^slation 
during  the  present  Session  Her  interest  in  the 
Temporalities  of  the  several  Archbishoprics, 
Bishoprics,  and  other  ecclesiastical  dignities  and 
benefices  in  Ireland,  and  in  the  oostodj  thereof." 

Now,  Her  Majesty  has  not  made  any  such 
statement.     Her  Majesty  has  stated  her 
willingness  to  waive  any  oposition  which 
she  might  have  made  to  the  consideration 
of  measures  by  Parliament ;  but  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  tell  me  that 
the  Queen  has  assented  beforehand  to  le- 
gislation proposed  by  this  House,  and  that 
she  has  for  the  purposes  of  legislation, 
whatever  that  legislation  may  be,  abdicated 
any  right  she  may  possess  in  the  future  ? 
[Mr.  Gladstone  :  No  !  ]     The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  says  *'No  ";  but  I  say  that  the 
recital  of  the  Preamble  presumes  that  it  will 
be  so,  and  I  say  that  if  a  recital  was  ne- 
cessary there  should  have  been  recited  the 
Address  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
the  Answer  given  to  that  Address,  in  the 
terms  which  Her  Majesty  was  advised  to 
use,  and  which  she  used  advisedly,  with 
reference  to  this  subject.  Her  Majesty  has 
no  constitutional  right  to  abdicate  that  part 
of  her  Prerogative  which  entitles  her  to  put 
a  veto  upon  any  measure  she  thinks  fit. 
The  Preamble,  then,  is  inconsistent  with 
the  fact,  and  states  that  which  is  not  a 
legal  or  constitutional  doctrine.     Again, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  us  to  pass 
by  without  remark  the  statement  that  it 
is  expedient  to  do  certain  things,  and  he 
says  that  statement  is  founded  upon  what 
we  did  with  respect  to  the  Resolutions. 
But  it  should  be  recollected  that,  when  I 
stated  to  the  House  the  course  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  adopt  with  re- 
spect to  the  Besolutions,  I  did  it  in  the 
most  distinct  terms,  and  I  informed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  was  not  to 
regard  our  waiving  a  division  on  them  as 
any  sign  that  we  did  not  entirely  repudiate 
and  oppose  them.   I  told  him  that  when  a 
Bill  was  brought   before  the  House,  we 
should  announce  how  we  should  deal  with 
it.  Well,  the  right  hon.  Gkntleman,  in  con- 
sequence, I  presume,  of  that  statement, 
put  a  question  to  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
and  was  answered  at  once  that  we  should 
give  our  opposition  to  the  BiU.     In  con- 
formity with  that  reply  I  put  a  Notice  on 
the  Paper,  and  I  am  now  di8charg:ing  the 
duty  I  undertook  in  opposing  the  second 
reading.     But,  Sir,  I  do  not  think,  with 
the  views  I  entertain  with  respect  to  this 
Bill,  that  it  is  any  part  of  my  duty,  or 
any  part  of  the  interests  of  those  with 
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Tphom  I  act,  that  we  should  attempt  to 
amend  this  Bill  in  any  respect  It  is, 
in  my  opinion,  a  Bill  had  in  its  con- 
struction, had  in  its  principle,  had  in  its 
expediency,  without  precedent,  and  en- 
tirely without  justice.  The  Irish  Church 
has  defects,  and  many  defects,  as  I  am 
afraid  there  are  in  every  Church ;  hut  for 
those  who  consider  that  the  Irish  Church 
is  in  itself  good,  that  it  has  done  good, 
and  that  it  is  doing  good — for  those  who 
believe  with  me  that  in  the  truth  which 
I  believe  that  Chureh  to  hold  there  is  in 
it  the  element  of  progress,  which,  although 
it  may  for  a  time  he  stayed,  will  yet 
eventually  prevail — for  those  who  are  of 
opinion  that  the  Irish  Church  is  not  in- 
jured by  connection  with  the  State,  it  is 
impossible  to  assent  to  the  principles  and 
the  statements  laid  down  in  the  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  a  former  occasion 
took  me  to  task  for  speaking  of  the  State 
as  upholding  the  Eeformation  in  Ireland, 
and  he  said,  with  a  taunt,  "  Why,  you 
support  Maynooth  and  give  money  to  a 
Boman  Catholic  University,  to  Boman 
Catholic  schools,  and  a  variety  of  other 
things  of  that  kind."  That  is  true.  But 
Maynooth  was  endowed  long  before  I  had 
a  seat  in  this  House  ;  and  with  regard 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  University  as  a 
place  of  education,  I  shall  be  glad  to  give 
my  reasons  when  that  is  discussed  for 
what  has  been  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  establishing  a  University  in  Ire- 
land. With  respect  to  education,  it  is 
true  that  denominational  education  pre- 
vails, and  that  money  is  freely  granted  by 
the  State  for  the  education  of  the  children 
of  all  creeds.  But,  Sir,  is  France,  or  is  it 
not,  a  Roman  Catholic  country  ?  In  that 
country  payments  are  made  for  other  reli- 
gious purposes  than  those  of  Romanism. 
Does,  Uierefore,  the  Emperor  of  the  French 
not  deserve  the  name  of  the  eldest  son  of  the 
Church,  and  does  he  not  uphold  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion  ?  When  we  speak  of  these 
things  we  speak  of  ourselves  as  a  nation.  It 
is  true  that  the  l(^cal  position  which  State 
Churches  used  to  occupy  may  have  passed 
away,  and  that  means  are  provided  to  edu- 
cate and  instruct  those  who  hold  different 
creeds  and  opinions.  Bat  this  nation,  as  a 
nation,  upholds  the  Reformation,  and  al- 
though these  lesser  things  are  done,  I  have 
a  right  to  say  that  the  State  of  England 
does  uphold  the  Reformation,  although  I 
am  sorry  to  say  there  are  those  who  are 
anxious  to  put  an  end  to  it.  I  do  not 
deny  for  one  moment,  nor  have  I  ever 


denied,  the  power  of  Parliament  to  deal 
with  these  great  questions ;  it  is  the  moral 
not  legal  right  which  is  disputed.  I  have 
spoken  on  former  occasions  with  respect 
to  the  Union,  and  its  bearing  and  weight 
on  this  great  question ;  but  I  am  aware 
that  Parliament  has  the  power,  which 
must  reside  somewhere,  to  deal  with  these 
matters.  And  there  can  be  no  other  power 
than  that  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  in  a 
country  which  is  not  a  federation,  but  an 
incorporation  of  two  States.  If  it  had 
remained  a  federation,  the  Parliaments  of 
the  two  countries  would  have  had  to  agree 
together  to  rescind  a  Union'solemnly  esta- 
blished. But  with  an  incorporated  Par- 
liament there  is  no  other  body  but  the 
Imperial  Parliament  which  can  alter  the 
arrangements  existing  between  the  two 
countries.  But  by  the  step  which  you 
take  in  this  Bill,  and  which  ^ou  hope  to 
perfect  in  a  future  Bill,  you  are,  in  fact 
and  in  law,  repealing  the  Union.  [*'No !"] 
I  say  that,  having  consulted  a  very  emi- 
nent lawyer  on  this  subject,  he  told  me, 
and  I  believe  him,  that  unless  you  put  in 
such  a  Bill  as  that  which  you  project  for 
the  destruction  of  the  Establishment  in 
Ireland,  (a  fuhdamental  and  essential  part 
of  the  Union)  a  saving  clause  reserving  the 
Union,  it  is  doubtful  if  the  Union  will  not 
be  (psojaeto  repealed.  ["  Name !"]  I  am 
willing  to  adopt  that  statement,  and  there- 
fore, as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  make  my- 
self responsible  for  it.  Much  has  been  said, 
but  not  by  me,  with  respect  to  the  Coro- 
nation Oath.  I  will  say  that  Mr.  Burke, 
in  the  strong  opinion  expressed  by  him, 
never  made  a  distinction  between  the 
Legislative  and  the  Executive  capacities  of 
the  Crown  with  respect  to  the  Coronation 
Oath.  And  even  in  later  years  that  great 
authority  so  frequently  cited  in  this  House, 
and  respected  by  no  one  more  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself —  I  mean 
the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel — in  speaking  of 
the  Coronation  Oath,  treated  it  as  bind- 
iog  on  the  Monarch  to  a  certain  extent 
in  his  Legislative  as  well  as  in  his  Execu- 
tive capacity.  The  passage  is  so  short 
that  I  will  read  it  to  the  House.  Sir 
Robert  Peel  said— 

'"  He  had  nerer  thought  that  Oath  bound  the 
King  to  maintain  the  Church  and  all  its  mem- 
ben  in  poMession  of  every  right  and  privileffe 
which  thej  might  have  pouesied  in  1688.  It 
did  bind  him  to  consult  all  the  essential  inte- 
rests of  the  Ghurch,  to  provide  to  the  utmost  of 
his  power  for  its  security  ;  but  it  left  a  discretion 
to  take  the  course  which  the  King  in  his  con- 
seitnee  might  believe  best  for  those  interests  and 
that  security." 
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And,  therefore,  the  position  of  Sir  Robert 
Feel  was  that  the  Monarch  was  not  bound 
by  that  Oath  as  to  every  single  thing  con- 
nected with  the  Church  which  might  be 
modified,  but  yet  that  modification  must 
not  be  for  the  destruction,  but  for  the 
adrnntnge,  of  the  Church.  I  said  before 
that  I  regarded  this  Bill  as  inexpedient, 
and  I  consider  it  inexpedient  on  the 
ground  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
by  the  almost  contemptuous  terms  in 
which  ho  spoke  of  tho  other  Ilouse^ — 
['*  Oh,  oh !"].  Then  let  me  say— with  re- 
ference to  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  respect  to  the  House  of 
Lords  that  it  is  inexpedient,  with  the 
views  which  I  entertain  of  that  indepen- 
dent branch  of  tho  Legislature,  that  a  Bill 
of  this  importance  should  be  advancing 
to  that  House  before  it  has  been  called 
upon  to  give  any  vote  on  this  subject. 
I  think  it  is  most  expedient  that  when 
you  aro  dealing  with  a  great  institu- 
tion such  as  this  that  the  House  of  Lords 
should  have  been  consulted  by  means  of  a 
Resolution,  or  by  means  of  a  joint  Address 
to  tho  Crown ;  and  then  we  should  have 
ascertained  wliether  those  prognostications 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Northumber- 
land (Mr.  Liddell)  has  made  were  likely 
to  be  verified  or  not.  I  object  again  to 
this  Bill  because  it  seems  to  me  to  be  an 
attempt  to  paralyze  the  action  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland  before  any  real  deiscion 
has  been  come  to  with  respect  to  it.  It 
is  like  the  method  of  some  of  those  ani- 
mals wo  see  in  tho  Zoological  Gardens, 
which  have  the  power  of  numbing  their 
prey  before  they  proceed  leisurely  to  de- 
vour it.  I  think  that  this  is  an  attempt 
to  do  something  of  the  same  kind,  to  pa- 
ralyze tho  Church  in  Ireland,  to  create 
alarm,  and  to  throw  it  into  confusion,  in 
order  that  its  disconcerted  adherents  may 
not  be  able  to  resist  the  further  progress 
of  measures  of  this  description.  I  say  it 
is  inexpedient  in  the  House  to  pass  a  Bill 
which,  for  the  first  time  in  my  recollec- 
tion, enacts  that  money  to  be  derived 
from  tho  suspended  bishoprics,  archbishop- 
rics, livings,  and  benefices,  shall  be  paid 
into  a  separate  chest  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  and  that  they  shall  keep 
this  money  distinct  from  all  other,  to  be 
afterwards  disposed  of  in  such  manner 
as  Parliament  shall  direct.  I  decline  to 
entrust  to  tho  chance  of  any  future  Par- 
liament the  disposal  of  money  which  we 
are  in  a  position  to  vote  upon,  and  to  say 
what  shall  be  done  with  it.    For  the  first 
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time,  and  in  distinct  language— for  it  was 
never  distinctly  said  before — we  have  had 
a  strong  disavowal  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  there  should  be  any  part 
of  this  money  employed  for  the  endowment 
of  any  other  religion.  But  I  should  like 
to  ask  something  further.  The  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  has  spoken  of  endowments  to 
Maynooth,  to  n  Roman  Catholic  Univer- 
sit}',  and  for  Roman  Catholic  education. 
I  should  like  to  know  what  he  includes  in 
the  term  •'endowment.'*  I  would  ask  whe- 
ther he  means  merely  to  disavow  payment 
to  the  priesthood  or  ministers  of  such  and 
such  religions ;  or  that  the  money  shall  not 
be  devoted  to  the  purposes  of  any  other 
religion  in  any  way  whatever,  but  devoted 
to  purely  secular  purposes  ?  Wo  have  had 
no  authoritative  statement  on  that  subject. 
We  are  told  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
have  absolutely  repudiated  having  any- 
thing to  do  either  with  endowments  from 
the  State  or  with  the  proceeds  of  the 
money  derived  from  the  present  Church 
of  Ireland.  Far  be  it  from  mo  to  suppose 
that  theso  statements  are  made  without 
meaning  and  without  the  determination 
so  to  act.  But  I  cannot  help  looking  back 
on  former  pledges  and  promises— to  those 
statements  which  prelates  in  Ireland  were 
authorized  to  make  about  never  intend- 
ing either  to  attack  the  Church  in  Ire- 
land or  to  alienate  her  revenues;  and  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  there  is  at  times 
an  action  from  without  upon  the  pi*elates 
of  that  Church,  and  upon  those  under 
their  guidance,  which  may  leave  it  to  be 
said  afterwards  that  those  promises  and 
pledges  apply  only  to  the  present  time, 
and  that  when  there  is  a  difficulty  as  to 
the  disposition  of  the  funds  some  will 
be  found  of  a  difierent  religion  from  the 
Established  Church  who  will  not  shrink 
from  taking  them.  I  object  again  to  this 
as  an  inexpedient  measure,  because  it  is 
an  absolutely  hap-haznrd  proposal.  Where 
the  blow  may  fall  nobody  knows.  It  may 
fall  on  Belfast,  with  its  crowds  of  wor- 
shippers belonging  to  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land ;  or  it  may,  and  it  no  doubt  will,  fall 
on  some  of  those  smaller  places  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  adverted.  Ho 
says,  '*  Why  will  you  not  adopt  this  Bill? 
The  Commission  may  wish  for  such  altera- 
tions as  it  proposes,  and  you  yourselves 
will  find  it  very  useful."  Now,  if  we 
knew,  as  was  known  in  1833,  what  was 
to  be  done  in  respect  to  every  part  of  the 
Church  Establishment  in  Ireland,  you 
might  lay  down  jour  rules  by  a  Bill,  and 
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apply  Bospension  in  cases  where  steps  were 
to  be  taken  for  alterations.  But  this  Sus- 
pensory Bill  hits  right  and  left  in  every 
direction.  Last  year  138  benefices  became 
vacant,  and  in  ordinary  years  wo  may  take 
about  120  as  the  average.  Of  these  138 
vacant  last  year,  about  1 27  were  in  what 
is  called  public  patronage.  Well,  Sir, 
these  livings,  many  in  most  important 
places,  would  fall  into  the  hands  of  the 
Commissioners  for  the  undisclosed  objects 
of  this  Bill.  This  Suspensory  Bill  may 
be  valuable  for  the  purposes  of  destruction, 
and  that  is  the  object  of  its  promoters ;  but 
it  may  affect  just  those  places  which  those 
who  wish  for  the  stability  of  the  Church 
desire  to  maintain,  and  cannot  therefore 
meet  our  views.  Why,  Sir,  is  it  expedient 
that  a  poorly  endowed  curate  should  be 
placed  in  a  parish  where  even  the  regular 
incumbent  had  not  been  overpaid  —  for 
few  are  overpaid — in  a  large  parish  with 
■chools  and  charities  to  conduct,  most  of 
them  owing  almost  their  whole  existence 
to  the  rector  or  vicar,  and  that  for  the 
year  in  which  this  Bill  is  to  take  effect 
yon  should  have  one  unable  to  assist 
in  their  maintenance  ?  He  will  have 
small  interest  in  the  parish,  and  he  does 
sot  know  how  long  he  may  be  there ;  and 
during  that  year  the  schools  may  fall  into 
decay,  and  the  charities  may  come  to 
nothing,  even  although  you  ultimately 
destroy  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
inan.  Now,  Sir,  besides  that,  I  say,  as  I 
snid  on  former  occasions,  it  is  not  the 
Church  people  only  who  are  concerned  in 
this  matter.  As  regards  the  temporalities 
the  clergy  are  indiscriminate  in  their  cha- 
rities. They  do  not  confine  them  to  Church 
people.  The  blow  you  aim  would  fall  as 
heavily  on  the  poor  of  lloman  Catholic 
and  Presbyterian  faiths  as  on  those  of  the 
Church  of  England.  Is  this  necessary? 
Is  it  necessary  to  the  scheme  you  have  in 
view  ?  Is  this  just  and  generous  Parlia- 
ment so  hostile  to  the  Church  in  Ireland 
that,  despite  of,  if  not  vested  interests, 
yet  good  and  well-founded  expectations, 
you  will  interfere  to  check  the  course  of 
promotion  of  the  miserably  paid  curate, 
who  has  been  working  his  way  up  for 
many  a  trjing  year  under  great  difficulties. 
Should  it  happen  that  in  the  course  of  the 
coming  year  some  remuneration  for  his 
services  should  be  in  immediate  prospect, 
will  this  great  Parliament  of  England  step 
in  and  say,  **  We  won't  allow  you  to  get 
it?"  Is  the  sum  you  are  taking  worth 
saving?    The  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
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Member  for  South  Lancashire  told  us  on  a 
former  occasion,  in  the  first  speech  he  made 
on  this  subject,  that  he  will  have  regard 
not  only  to  the  vested  interests  now  in 
existence,  but  to  the  vested  interests  com- 
ing into  existence.  I  will  ask  him,  is 
this  the  fair,  generous,  considerate  treat- 
ment which  he  held  out  as  a  lure?  Again, 
let  me  ask  him — as  no  doubt  some  will 
reply  for  him  who  can  answer  the  ques- 
tion— what  his  Bill  means  by  the  words 
''trustees  acting  in  a  public  capacity?" 
In  Belfast  there  is  an  endowment,  which 
I  believe  amounts  to  £20,000,  made  up 
by  subscription,  and  managed  by  trustees, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Church.  Are  they 
public  trustees,  or  are  they  not,  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Bill  ?  Are  you  going  to 
prevent  them  from  using  the  money  fur* 
nished  by  the  exertions  of  themselves  and 
other  subscribers?  If  so,  nothing  so  ini- 
quitous was  ever  attempted  by  Parliament. 
I  should  also  like  to  know  whether  the 
livings  under  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  are 
within  this  Bill?  [Mr.  Lawson  :  No!] 
Then  you  treat  the  interests  of  Trinity  Col- 
lege, Dublin,  as  private  interests.  I  hope 
that  will  be  considered  when  we  come  to 
talk  of  throwing  open  thot  College.  Wo 
must  bear  in  mind,  then,  that  you  treat 
it  as  a  private  institution  administering 
private  funds.  Well,  now,  I  say  of  this 
scheme  that,  first  of  all,  you  are  not  clear 
in  your  definition.  You  cannot  tell  us 
how  far  this  Bill  extends.  Is  it  one  just  to 
the  clergy  ?  If  it  would  be  unjust  to  the 
Fellows  of  Trinity  College  to  thwart  their 
just  hopes,  is  it  not  unjust  to  the  clergy 
at  large  ?  Those  favoured  clergy  who  are 
connected  with  private  proprietors,  their 
chances  are  not  impeded ;  if  they  be  on  the 
road  to  preferment,  their  promotion  is  not 
stopped ;  but  those  who  have  been  rising 
by  merit,  those  who  have  been  watched 
by  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese,  those  who 
have  been  rising  by  ability,  learning,  and 
devotion  to  their  duties,  it  is  their  pro- 
motion you  are  about  to  stop.  To  those 
who  may  be  fortunate  enough  to  be  con- 
nected with  gentlemen  exercising  private 
patronage  there  will  be  no  difficulty ;  but 
those  whom  the  Crown,  the  Bishops,  or 
the  public  may  deem  to  be  worthy  of  pro- 
motion will  be  stopped  on  the  road.  What 
do  you  do  this  for  ?  In  order  to  effect  a 
miserable  saving,  to  put  a  little  more  into 
the  sacrilegious  coffer  which  you  have 
provided  by  this  Bill  for  the  funds  of  the 
Church  which  you  propose  to  seize.  I  wish 
to  ask  another  question.     It  appears  that 
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throughout  Ireland  there  are  many  pa- 
rishes situated  like  one  respecting  which 
I  have  received  a  statement.  A  Fel- 
low of  Trinity  College  succeeded  to  a 
living;  on  doing  so  ho  had  to  pay  £1,000, 
which  was  a  charge  on  it.  The  trustees  of 
his  marriage  settlement  advanced  him  the 
money  to  do  so,  on  the  understanding  that 
the  £1,000  would  be  a  charge  to  be  paid 
by  his  successor.  If  that  gentleman  dies 
during  the  continuance  of  this  Bill,  who  is 
to  pay  his  relatives  back  the  money  which 
he  advanced  on  the  living  ?  I  wish  to 
ask  that  question.  1  know  that  the  Bill 
contains  theso  words  in  reference  to  bene- 
fices seized  by  the  Commissioners — *'  sub- 
ject to  all  charges  legally  affecting  the 
same."  [Mr.  Lawson  :  Hear,  hear  !] 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
may  cheer ;  I  have  read  his  Bill,  and  I 
think  it  a  very  bad  one.  It  does  not  meet 
the  case  I  have  put.  Might  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners  between  this  and  the 
Ist  of  August  next  year  pay  £1,000  to 
the  family  of  that  gentleman,  they  being 
in  ignorance  of  what  you  ultimately  in- 
tend to  do  with  the  living,  or  what  may 
become  of  your  grand  scheme  of  con- 
fiscation ?  You  must  remember,  that, 
in  the  case  of  a  successor  to  the  pre- 
sent incumbent,  that  successor  would 
be  expected  to  pay  the  money  over  at 
once;  and  every  one  knows,  in  the  case 
of  the  widow  and  children  of  clergymen, 
how  important  it  generally  is  that  they 
should  at  once  be  put  in  possession  of 
money  which  that  clergyman  has  advanced 
for  the  benefit  of  the  parish.  Nothing  can 
be  more  monstrously  unjust  than  to  arrest 
the  action  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners before  you  come  to  any  decision  as 
to  what  you  are  finally  about  to  do.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  a  statement  received  from  Ireland, 
and  vouched  for  on  the  authority  of  one  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  I  applied 
for  information  on  the  subject,  and  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Portarlington  (Mr.  Lawson) 
does  not  think  that  there  has  been  any 
breach  of  trust  in  furnishing  me  with  it. 
The  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for  Ire- 
land increase  small  livings,  and  I  should 
assume  that  some  of  those  livings  would 
come  under  the  benefit  of  the  operations 
of  the  Commissioners  during  the  next  year. 
There  are  many  greatly  needing  it.  I  find 
that,  in  the  diocese  of  Armagh,  the  benefice 
of  Annaghmore  has  a  present  income  of 
£105,  and  a  Church  population  of  1,200; 
the  benefice  of  Brackaville,  a  present  in- 
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come  of  £100,  and  a  Church  population 
of  1,375  ;  the  benefice  of  Milltown,  a  pre- 
sent income  of  £130,  and  a  Church  popu- 
lation of  2,340 ;  the  benefice  of  Portadown, 
a  present  income  of  £175,  and  a  Church 
population  of  3,800.  In  the  diocese  of 
Clogher,  the  benefice  of  Newton- Savillo 
has  a  present  income  of  £120,  and  a 
Church  population  of  1,300.  In  the  dio- 
cese of  Connor,  the  benefice  of  Ballymena 
has  a  present  income  of  £129,  and  a 
Church  population  of  1,500.  I  might  cite 
other  cases  equally  strong,  but  those  I 
have  quoted  will  serve  for  an  illustration. 
I  ask  the  House,  I  ask  hon.  Members  op- 
posite, whether  in  their  zeal — I  may  admit 
their  honest  zeal — for  getting  rid  of  what 
they  may  deem  to  be  abuses,  they  ought 
to  interfere  with  the  action  of  the  Com- 
missioners in  the  case  of  these  small  be- 
nefices. Speaking  of  the  Church  in  Ire- 
land, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  said,  "  Cut  it 
down;  why  cumbereth  it  the  ground?" 
I  say,  "  Let  it  alone  for  this  year  also ; 
let  it  alone  under  such  circumstances  as 
those  figures  disclose,  and  do  not  tell  those 
working  clergymen  that  their  prospects  are 
to  be  destroyed,  and  all  chance  of  even  a 
moderate  remuneration  for  their  services 
to  be  for  ever  cut  off."  These  unfortunate 
men  may  be  told  to  starve  on  with  the 
miserable  pittance  they  now  receive  for 
their  work  ;  but  I  trust  in  the  honour  of 
English  Gentlemen.  It  not  being  necessary 
for  their  purpose  that  they  should  sud- 
denly arrest  all  those  clergymen  who  are 
now  on  their  way  to  preferment,  I  hope 
they  will  not  interfere  with  the  really 
vested  interests  of  those  who  have  so  small 
a  pittance  in  a  prospective  increase.  I  was 
taken  to  task  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  for  proposing  to  use  the  Church 
funds  in  the  different  parts  of  the  coun- 
try where  they  might  be  most  needed, 
taking  from  Connaught  to  use  in  Leins- 
ter ;  but  you  are  going  to  atop  the 
flow  of  this  money,  in  its  local  channel, 
and  take  it  into  your  own  hands,  for  I 
know  not  what  purpose,  except  that  it  is 
to  be  an  Irish  one.  You  are  going  to 
dry  up  the  sources  of  charity.  ["No!"] 
Yes,  you  are  going  to  stay  the  hand  of 
those  almoners,  the  endowed  clergy,  and 
to  put  curates  in  these  suspended  parishes 
instead  of  permanent  ministers.  And  this 
you  propose  to  do  without  telling  us  to 
what  purpose  you  intend  to  apply  the 
funds.  We  know,  at  least,  that  you 
are  not  going  to  spend  them  on  the  spot  • 
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but,  while  you  will  not  tell  us  what  you 
are  going  to  do  with  them,  those  who  are 
now  interested  in  them  are  to  be  deprived 
of  their  interests,  both  donors  and  receivers, 
and  that  without  any  provision  for  compen- 
salion  to  either.  While  on  this  point 
I  may  remark  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, on  a  former  occasion,  said  that  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for  Ireland 
had  the  power  of  creating  new  benefices. 
No  doubt  he  has  since  discovered  his  mis- 
take. What  he  referred  to  is  known  as  an 
episcopal  union.  [Mr.  Glabstoxb  admitted 
that  he  had  been  mistaken.]  I  will  not, 
than,  dwell  further  on  that  point.  Now  is 
there  any  precedent  for  the  course  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  us  to  adopt  ? 
We  have  been  told  a  good  deal  about  the 
Church  Temporalities  Act.*  Let  mo  allude 
to  it.  I  find  in  the  Kesolutions  adopted 
previously  to  the  passing  of  that  Act  what 
the  object  of  those  Kesolutions  was,  for 
what  object  the  Bill  founded  on  them  was 
intended,  and  what  course  was  taken  at  that 
time  in  reference  to  the  Irish  Church.  I 
need  not  read  those  Resolutions  at  length ; 
but  one  of  them  states  that  the  course  to 
be  taken  was^ 

"  Sooh  as  maj  condace  to  the  adrancement  of 
religion,  and  the  eflQcienoj,  permanence,  and  sta. 
bUity  of  the  United  Church." 

Moreover,  that  was  recited  in  the  Pre- 
amble of  the  Church  Temporalities  Act, 
BO  that  it  is  dear  that  that  Act  was 
not  intended  to  destroy  or  injure  the 
Church  in  Ireland,  but  to  conduce  to 
its  stability  and  permanence.  There  arc, 
I  believe,  present  in  this  House  Members 
of  that  Government  who  know  that  that 
was  the  course  then  adopted.  In  order  to 
carry  that  plan  into  effect,  certain  things 
were  done  by  the  Bill,  which  cut  down  the 
bishoprics  in  Ireland,  and  also  contained  a 
clause  supposed  to  bear  some  resemblance 
to  the  present  measure,  with  respect  to  sus- 
pending certain  benefices.  But  those  bene- 
fices were  benefices  where  there  had  been  no 
services  in  the  church  for  three  years,  and 
anyone  who  takes  the  trouble  to  examine  the 
1 16th  clause  will  see  what  ample  provisions 
were  made  for  providing  officiating  minis- 
ters to  look  after  the  spiritual  interests  of 
the  people  in  those  thinly-peopled  scattered 
districts.  Care  was  taken  that,  if  money 
were  taken  away,  it  should,  at  all  events, 
be  applied  to  bietter  purposes  within  the 
Church  and  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Church,  and  it  was  with  such  objects  and 
for  such  legislation  that  the  King  placed 
his  interest    in  the  temporalities  at  the 


disposal  of  Parliament.  Now,  although 
the  object  of  this  Bill  is  not  disclosed 
on  the  face  of  it,  yet  we  know  from 
I  the  Resolutions  which  have  been  passed 
that  it  is  the  disestablishment  and  disen- 
dowment  of  the  Church.  Its  funds  are  to 
be  taken  away  absolutely  and  entirely, 
never  to  be  returned;  and  we  know  every- 
thing about  what  is  and  is  to  be  proposed, 
except  on  the  most  important  point  of  all 
—namely,  the  purpose  for  which  we  are 
gathering  all  this  money  together.  Why 
the  House  does  not  demand  an  explana- 
tion on  this  point  I  cannot  understand. 
The  Church  Temporalities  Act  then  af- 
fords no  precedent  whatever ;  for  there 
was  no  suspension  except  in  those  cases 
whore  there  had  been  no  service  for  three 
years,  and  power  was  vested  in  the  Commis- 
sioners to  restore  the  minister  in  any  such 
district,  should  such  restoration  be  deemed 
necessary.  But  will  not  the  measure  now 
under  discussion  be  a  heavy  blow  and  a  great 
discouragement  to  these  scattered  popula- 
tions. I  have  already  spoken  of  the  blow 
falling  upon  the  great  centres  of  popula- 
tion. There  it  would  fall  heavily  enough ; 
but  how  much  more  severely  would  it  fall 
on  the  scattered  populations  ?  A  clergy- 
man in  the  county  of  Cork  has  sent  me  an 
account  of  the  large  district  in  which  he 
resides.  He  has  no  parsonage,  and  but 
very  small  endowment;  but  the  Church 
population,  which  at  one  time  seemed  to 
be  absolutely  dispersed,  has  been  gradually 
got  together  again.  There  is  now  a  Church 
population  of  240,  and  there  are  seventy- 
nine  children  in  his  school.  Instances 
like  these  show  how  much  good  is  heing 
done  by  these  gentlemen ;  and  until  you 
are  prepared  to  deal  permanently  with  the 
question  of  the  Irish  Church,  it  is  unjust  to 
cut  off  the  supplies.  As  we  have  heard  the 
fatal  words  in  his  sense  of  them, ''  religious 
equality,"  again  to-night  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  will  not  be  prevented 
from  expressing  that  which  I  deeply  feel 
— namely,  'thatj^this  is  an  attack,  not 
upon  the  Irish  Establishment  only,  but 
upon  the  United  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland.  Not  long  ago,  Sir,  tho  noble 
Lord  who  has  been  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  who  has  been  conspiouous  in  the 
annals  of  Parliament  ever  since  the  time 
of  the  Beform  Bill,  and  I  may  say  long 
before — I  mean  Earl  Eussell  —  took  the 
chair  at  one  of  the  meetings  held  in  sup- 
port of  the  Resolutions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  by  whom  was  he  sup- 
ported ?    Let  us  see  whether  the  support* 
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ers  of  the  noble  Earl  stop  short  at  the 
Church  Establish ment  in  Ireland,  or  whe- 
ther their  intentions  have  not  a  far  wider 
range.    "Why,  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader 
of  the  Whigs  appeared   upon   the  plat- 
form, surrounded   by  Mr.    Mason  Jones, 
Mr.  Miall,  Mr.  Beales,  and  Mr.  Potter; 
and  the  "troops  of  Friends"  who  should 
•*  occompany  old  ape,"  where  were  they  ? 
Where  were  the  Whigs   who  once  sur- 
rounded him,  and  who  brought  him  to  the 
high  position  of  Prime  Minister  of  Eng- 
land ?     At  that  meeting  the  noble  Lord 
gave  up  his  prejudice  in  favour  of  Estab- 
lishment.    He  said,  **  I  have  my  plan  and 
you  have  yours,  but  we  are  both  aiming 
at  the  same  object — religious  equality." 
And  there  was  made  the  last  bow  of  effete 
Whiggism  at  the  shrine  of  Liberationism 
and  Kndicalism.     The  idea  that  this  so- 
called  religious  equality  can  be  confined  to 
one  part  of  the  Empire  is  perfectly  absurd, 
and  the  men  who  have  theories  on  this 
subject,  and  who  liave  agitated  them  ho- 
nestl)^  uprightly,  and  in  a  manly  manner, 
as  Mr.  Miall  has  always  done — these  men, 
though  they  do  not  prominently  put  for- 
ward   upon    all  occasions  their  ulterior 
views,  yet  they  would,  if  pressed,  admit 
that  what    they  have  at  heart    is    the 
destruction  of  all  religious  Establishments, 
and  the  absolute  separation,  or,  as  they 
call  it,  the  freedom  of  religion,  from  the 
control  of  the  State.     These  men  speak  of 
what  is  being  done,  not  as  you  do  who 
assert  that  it  will  increase  the  safety  of 
the  Church  of  England,  but  as  supplying 
a  vantage  ground  on  which  they  may  plant 
their  batteries  with  the  certainty  that  the 
principles  which  you  are  establishing  will 
insure  the  fall  of  the  Church.     Some  gen- 
tleman sent  me  a  few  days  ago  a  speech 
delivered  by  the  late  l^ishop  of  London  in 
the  year  1835,  and  I  cannot  express  in 
more  forcible  terms  the  feeling  I  entertain 
in  regord  to  the  present  measure  than  he 


used  respecting  the  measure  then  before 
the  House  of  Lords.    He  said — 

"What  vronid  bo  more  cnlonlntcd  than  the 
patting  of  tuch  a  meaturo  to  inspire  with  fresh 
coiirnge  and  confidence  that  hostile  band  of  men, 
neither  few  in  numbers  nor  contemptible  for 
talents  and  influence,  who  view  the  Protestant 
Establishment  in  both  countries  with  feelings  of 
malignant  hostility,  who  meditate  its  destruction, 
who,  either  by  siorm  or  sap,  by  foroe  or  fraud, 
by  open  and  manly  hostility,  which  it  is  ensy  to 
encounter  and  resist,  or  by  insinuations  and 
inuendoet  and  false  reproaches,  with  which  it  is 
painful  and  diflQcult  for  honourable  men  to  con- 
tend, are  bent  upon  effecting  the  subversion  of 
tho  Protestant   Church  of   England,  but  who 

Mr.  Gafhome  Hardy 


know,  neverthelett,  that  it  is  hopelett  to  attempt 
it  while  the  Protettant  Church  of  Ireland  ttands." 

[Mr.  Bright  :  What  measure  was  that  ?j 
t  was  the  Appropriation  Clause  in  1835. 
We  are  told  that  these  are  theories  which 
arc  made  use  of  for  Tory  and  party  pur- 
poses;   but  I  read  them  in  the  Noncm- 
formist,  in  tho  speeches  of  those  who  hold 
the  opinions  promulgated  by  the  Noncon^ 
formiiiy  and  in  the  accounts  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Liberation  Society.     If  I 
were  to  put  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Iladfield)  the  ques- 
tion whether   he  did  not  consider   that 
by  a  successful  attack  on  the  Irish  Church 
he  would  not  obtain   a  vontage  ground 
from   which  an    attack    might   be   made 
on   the  Churches  of  England  and   Scot- 
land, I   should-  feel  that  I  was  offering 
an  insult  to  him,  because  he  has  so  con- 
sistently and  so  honestly  proclaimed  his 
hostility  to  all  religious  Establishments. 
I  maintain  that  by  this  Bill  you  interfere 
not  only  with  the  position  of  those  who 
have  vested  interests,  but  likewise  with 
the  progress  of  individuals  who  ought  not 
to  be  stopped  by  a  measure  of  this  kind  in 
the  promotion  which  they  deserve.     Thus 
you  will  not  merely  effect  the  existing, 
but  stop  the  supply  of  clergy  in  the  Church 
of  Ireland ;  but  also  impart  distrust  to  the 
mind  of  everybody  connected  with  it,  and 
all  this  is  to  be  enacted  suddenly  and  at  a 
few  weeks'  notice.   The  clergy  will  see  that 
you  are  stopping  them  in  their  career  before 
you  have  proposed  to  deal  with  their  inte- 
rests on  a  large  basis,  and  they  will  conse- 
quently believe  that  you  will  deal  with 
them  harshly  also  in  the  future.     Is  ^t  no 
degradation  that  men  of  learning,  ability, 
and  devoted  to  their  duties --as  all  admit 
— and  who  have  hitherto  occupied  a  position 
independent  of  their  congregations,  and  who 
have  relied  on  the  funds  of  the  Church  for 
their  support,  should  hereafter  be  the  stipen- 
diaries of  a  congregation  ?   Is  this  desirable 
in  the  interests  of  truth,  in  the  interests 
of  right,  and  in  the  interests  of  religion  ? 
I  believe  it  is  not,  and  therefore  I  have 
taken  this  opportunity  of  opposing  this 
Bill.     I  oppose  this  Bill  because,  when  it 
comes  into  operation,  it  will  have  been 
practically  announced  by  the  Parliament 
of  England  that  in  Ireland  the  Imperial 
Government  is  for  the  future  to  be  purely 
secular.     In   that  case,  I   do   not  know 
what  course  yon  are  to  adopt  with  respect 
to  your  gaols,  your  workhouses,  and  your 
hospitals — how  far  this  absolute  disestab- 
lishment is  to  go,  and  whether  you  are  to 
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leare  to  the  volantary  system  the  inmates  of 
these  unhappy  places.  When,  however,  you 
deal  with  the  criminal  and  the  pauper  po- 
pulation and  the  inmates  of  hospitals,  you 
must  find  means  of  affording  them  religious 
consolation  and  instruction,  unless  you 
noglcct  one  of  the  first  duties  of  the  State. 
If,  therefore,  3-ou  are  to  he  lo^cal  you 
ought  to  maintain  a  religious  Establish- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
in  a  speech  which  he  delivered  a  short  time 
ago  remarked  that  the  Church  population 
in  Ireland  was  not  a  large  one,  and  ho 
proceeded  to  cut  it  down  to  500,000. 
The  Census,  however,  was  taken  with  too 
much  accuracy  in  Ireland  to  admit  of  that, 
and  I  will,  therefore,  take  the  Church 
population  as  it  appears  in  the  Census  at 
693,000— or  close  upon  700,000.  The 
hon.  Member  proceeded  to  say, — "Suppose 
all  those  persons  were  gathered  together 
in  one  town,  it  would  only  be  about  the 
size  of  Liverpool  or  Manchester."  Now, 
I  will  take  that  illustration.  If  there 
were  such  a  consentaneous  and  homoge- 
neous mass  of  men  collected  in  one  town, 
having  one  religious  interest,  and  an  Es- 
tablishment supporting  their  religion,  I 
should  like  to  see  this  or  any  other  House 
dure  to  attack  it.  It  is  because  the  Irish 
Churchmen  are  scattered,  and  as  you  sup- 
pose from  that  cause,  weak,  that  you  are  at- 
tacking them.  I  will  take  the  Corporation 
of  London,  which  represents,  I  suppose, 
some  100,000  people.  The  Corporation  of 
London  has  been  reported  against  by  a  Com- 
mission, and  spoken  against  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Tower  llumlets 
(Mr.  Ayrton)  for  many  years,  but  it  still 
stands,  and  you  can  do  nothing  with  it, 
because  its  members  are  all  banded  to- 
gether to  resist  any  attack  made  upon  it. 
Do  not  suppose  that  everything  is  to  go 
against  the  Church  of  Ireland  so  smoothly 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to 
imagine.  There  are  700,000  people  in 
Ireland  interested  in  the  maintenance  of 
the  Church ;  there  are  in  this  country  large 
masses  of  people,  increasing  day  by  day 
as  this  question  becomes  understood,  who 
will  be  more  and  more  prepared  to  stand 
by  their  Irish  brethren.  I  believe  there 
arc  in  this  country  and  in  Ireland  many 
Roman  Catholics  who,  in  accordance  with 
the  principles  of  their  own  Church,  favour 
the  union  of  Church  and  State,  and  are 
reluctantly  following  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, while  some  are  turning  round  and 
refusing  to  do  so.  There  are  some  of  that 
religion  in  this  country  who,  desiring  to 
maintain  the   principles  of   their  faith, 


object  to  see  the  funds  of  the  Irish  Chnrch 
secularized,  and  who,  believing  in,  and 
contending  boldly  for  the  faith  which 
belongs  to  them,  hope  that  some  day  it 
will  be  in  the  ascendant ;  they,  therefore, 
will  not  see  that  which  our  wise  fore- 
fathers gave  for  religious  purposes  thrown 
away  for  ever  by  such  a  measure  as  is  con- 
templated. I  have  said  that  in  honour 
and  duty  the  members  of  the  English 
Church  are  bound  not  to  forsake  their  Irish 
brethren.  You  who  are  urging  on  this 
scheme  have  before  you  measures  by  which 
you  can  obtain  speedily  that  which  you  pro- 
fess to  desire — an  appeal  to  the  people.  We 
desire  it  also;  we  desire  that  this  great  ques* 
tion  shall  be  laid  before  the  new  constitu- 
encies,  if  you  will  enable  us  to  reach  them. 
We  are  prepared  to  appeal  to  them  on  this 
great  question,  and  are  not  afraid  of  tho 
answer.  It  is  a  remarkable  thing  that 
Gentlemen  who  have  been  always  praising 
the  legislation  of  the  last  thirty  years,  and 
telling  us  that  the  House  has  so  admirably 
represented  the  country,  seem  to  think 
that  with  a  change  in  the  constituency 
there  is  to  be  an  entire  change  in  the 
policy  of  the  country;  which  seems  like  nn 
admission  that  they  have  been  lor  thirty 
years  misrepresenting  the  working  men, 
doing  that  which  is  injurious  to  their  in- 
terests ;  that  there  is  all  ut  once  to  be  a 
sudden  turn  of  the  wheel ;  everything  up- 
permost is  to  be  put  under,  and  everything 
we  esteemed  is  no  longer  to  be  admired. 
If  you  put  boldlj',  honestly,  straiglitfor- 
wardly  before  the  people  the  interest  they 
have  in  the  Church  Establishment — and 
for  them  it  exists  as  such — I  do  not  hesitate 
to  say  that,  especially  as  a  Reformed  Es- 
tablishment, they  will  stand  by  it,  to  the 
last.  I  quoted  just  now  the  Bishop  of 
London  in  1831,  and,  perhaps,  addressing 
brother  churchmen,  I  may  be  permitted  to 
conclude  what  I  have  to  say  in  his  Ian* 
guage— 

"  Dj  tho  gratitude  you  owe  to  that  Church  from 
which  you  have  imbibed  your  Christian  princi- 
ples and  knowledge,  in  whoso  consolations  1  trust 
you  delight  (and  may  you  expciienco  all  their 
efficacy  at  the  closing  hour  of  your  existorioo),  I 
implore  yon  not  to  give  your  consent  to  a  mea- 
sure which  will  destroy  the  Protestant  Church  in 
Ireland  without  benefiting  the  poor  Roman  Ca- 
tholic population  ;  which  will  starve  tho  meri- 
torious dispensers  of  God*s  truth  without  adding 
to  the  comforts  of  those  who  aro  eng.-iged  in  de- 
fusing religious  knowledge  under  a  different  furm  ; 
a  measure  of  which  it  is  not  too  much  to  mj  that 
it  commences  with  spoliation  and  sacrilege,  and 
must  end  in  ruin  and  confusion." 

I  move  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  this  day  six  months. 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now/'  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this  day 
BIZ  months.*' — {Mr.  Secretary  Gathorne 
Sardy,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  he  desired  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  some  state- 
ments made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  he  thought  were  the  most  remark- 
able tliat  had  ever  proceeded  from  a  Cabi- 
net Minister  in  that  Ilouse.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  justified  himself 
in  propounding  a  policy  with  respect  to  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  on  the  ground  that  a 
policy  of  a  different  character  liad  been 
proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  on  an  occasion  when 
he  must  bo  supposed  to  have  spoken  the 
wcll-considcred  opinion  of  his  Colleagues. 
It  would  be  remembered  that,  after  the 
change  in  the  Ministry,  a  noble  Duke  in 
"another  place"  stated  that  the  next 
evening  the  noble  Earl  would  explain  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with 
respect  to  Ireland.  The  noble  Earl  then 
Bald — 

"  There  would  not,  I  beHeve,  be  anj  objection 
to  make  all  Churches  equal  in  Ireland  ;  but  the 
result  must  be  secured  bj  elevation,  and  not  by 
conflsoatioD.  Our  policy  is  to  make,  and  not  to 
destroy." 

The  noble  Earl  commented  on  the  insignifi- 
cant character  of  the  Regium  Donum^  and 
intimated  that  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  increase  it.  How  could  that  bo  recon- 
ciled with  the  statement  just  made  that 
the  increase  of  the  Regium  JDonum  and  the 
payment  of  the  Koman  Catholic  clergy  were 
never  discussed  in  tho  Cabinet  at  all?  The 
Government  was  in  this  dilemma—either  a 
Cabinet  Minister  ^vas  instructed  to  come 
down  to  that  Ilouse  and  make  statements 
calculated  to  raise  expectations  amongst 
the  people  of  Ireland  for  which  he  had  no 
warrant  from  tite  Cabinet,  or  else  he  spoke 
the  sentiments  of  that  Cabinet ;  and  yet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ventured  to  tell 
them  that  these  important  subjects  which 
formed  the  staple  of  that  speech  were 
never  even  discussed  in  the  Cabinet  of  i 
which  he  was  a  Member.  He  left  the  ' 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  choose  which  horn 
of  the  dilemma  he  would.  The  right  hon.  ; 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  had  argued 
that,  as  the  Government  themselves  ad- 
mitted that  important  changes  would  be  , 
Jfr*  Gathorne  Hardy  ' 


recommended  by  the  Commission,  his  Bill 
was  wise  and  expedient  in  anticipation  of 
such  changes  ;  but  the  right  hoi^  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  would  not 
assume  that  such  changes  would  be  made. 
Yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  have 
been  cognizant  of  the  Amendment  which 
the  noblo  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Afiiiirs  moved  on  behalf  of  the 
Cabinet,  and  which  on  tho  face  of  it  ad- 
mitted that  changes  must  be  made. 

Mr.  gathorne  HARDY :  I  said  I 
would  not  assume  what  changes  might  be 
made  ;  and  that  therefore  this  Bill  might 
not  be  at  all  suitable  to  them.  I  did  not 
say  that  no  changes  would  be  made. 

Mr.  LAWSON  thanked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  admission.     Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  left  the  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lan- 
cashire entirely  unanswered.     It  was  ad- 
mitted that  the  noblo  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  spoke  the  sen- 
.timents  of  the  Government  when  he  said 
that  considerable  modifications  in  the  tem- 
poralities of  the  Irish  Church  might,  after 
pending  inquiry,  bo  found.    Did  the  House 
remember  the  language  of  the  noble  Lord, 
who  said  he  would  not  for  a  moment  justify 
the  abuses  and  anomalies  which  existed  in 
the  Irish  Church  f     If  considerable  modi- 
fications were  to  be  made — if  bishoprics 
and  benefices  were  to  be  reduced,  what  was 
the  argument  against  the  Bill  ?    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  case  of  tho 
poor  curate  ;  but  he  left  the  Bishops  out 
of  his  calculation  altogether.     Seeing  that 
in  Munster  and  Connaught  only  3  and  4 
per  cent  of  the  population  were  members 
of  the   Established    Church,   was   it    not 
worth  while  to  prevent  the  creation  of  new 
vested  interests  by  the  filling  up  of  vacancies 
— even  in  anticipation  of  the  correction  of 
those  abuses  the  existence  of  which  was 
admitted  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Foreign 
Secretary  ?     There   were  several  bishop- 
rics in   those   provinces  ;    and  if  one  of 
those  fell  vacant  and    this  Bill    bad  not 
passed,    there  would  be  created  a  new 
vested  interest  of  a  Bishop  to  administer 
to  the  wants  of  a  few  scattered  Anglicans 
in  that  district.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  now  trying  to  disconnect  himself  from 
the  policy  of  increasing  the  Rsffium  Donum 
— of  endowing  a  Roman  Catholic  Univer- 
sity and  the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood — 
in  order  that  he  might  be  able  to  raise  a 
Protestant  cry  in  the  country  at  the  com- 
ing elections  ;  but  he  could  not  disconnect 
himself   and   his   GorernmeDt   from   the 
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offerB  on  this  subject  which  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  Cabinet  of  the  Earl  of 
Derby,  and  approved  by  them.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  almost  admitted  the 
case  he  was  attempting  to  disprove  by  his 
reference  to  the  Emperor  of  the  French 
and  his  remark  that  there  vras  religious 
equality  in  France.  [Mr.  Gathroke  Hardy: 
I  did  not  say  anything  of  the  sort.]  Well, 
in  France,  Protestant  and  Cathoh'c  mi- 
nisters were  alike  paid  by  (ho  State  ;  and 
that  was  the  very  kind  of  religious  equality 
which  the  noble  Earl  announced  to  this 
House.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
added  that  he  had  been  advised  by  an 
eminent  lawyer  that,  if  this  Bill  passed,  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  repealing  the 
Union. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  misre- 
presents me  so  frequently  that  I  am 
obliged  to  interrupt  him.  ['*  Order  !  "]  I 
shall  not  be  put  down  in  stating  that  I 
have  been  misrepresented.  I  was  misre- 
presented with  respect  to  Fronce.  I  did 
not  say  anything  about  religious  equality 
in  France.  [*•  Order  !  "]  I  wish  to  make 
a  personal  explanation  simply. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber  is  aware  that  the  rule  of  the  House  is 
that  it  is  at  the  option  of  the  Member  in 
possession  of  the  House  to  give  way  or 
not  to  an  immediate  explanation. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  did  give 
way. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Then  the  explana- 
tion should  be  confined  to  the  single  point. 

Mb.  LAWSON  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rose  to  explain  with  reference 
to  the  opinion  of  an  eminent  lawyer  on  this 
Bill. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  :  Then  all 
I  have  to  say  is  that  it  was  not  upon  this 
Bill  that  I  referred  to  the  opinion  of  an 
eminent  lawyer ;  but  upon  the  Bill  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  in- 
troduce for  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  LAWSON  asked,  whether  the 
House  had  understood  that  to  be  the  as- 
sertion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
reference  to  the  opinion  of  this  nameless 
lawyer  ;  and  whether,  if  so,  it  was  ger- 
mane to  the  matter  now  in  hand  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  no  doubt,  saw  the 
absurdity  in  what  such  an  argument  would 
involve  him,  because  if  this  measure 
amounted  ipio  facto  to  a  repeal  of  the 
Uniooj  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  waa  in 


the  happy  condition  of  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  who  had  advised  his  Sovereign  to 
sanction  the  introduction  of  a  measure 
having  that  effect.  In  spite  of  his  criti- 
cisms, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
succeeded  in  pointing  out  one  single  blot 
in  this  Bill.  The  Preamble  was  quoted 
from  the  Church  Temporalities  Act,  and 
in  the  proper  and  legal  form  stated  that 
Iler  Majesty  had  been  pleased  to  place  at 
the  disposal  of  Parliament  during  legisla- 
lation  her  interest  in  the  temporalities.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  tho 
Queen  had  given  no  such  Answer  to  tho 
Address;  but  he  (Mr.  Lawson)  maintained 
that  Her  Majesty's  Answer  did,  in  fact, 
amount  to  that.  She  graciously  desired 
that  her  interests  should  not  stand  in  tho 
way  of  the  consideration  of  the  question 
by  Parliament  with  a  view  to  le^^islation 
during  the  present  Session.  What  did 
this  mean  if  it  did  not  support  and  warrant 
the  wording  of  tho  Preamble  ?  And  what 
was  the  value  of  the  special  pleading  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  this  point  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  whether 
the  advowsons  belonging  to  Trinity  College 
were  included  in  the  Bill  ?  Certainly  not. 
The  words  of  the  Bill  were  carefully  framed 
with  a  view  to  prevent  any  such  construc- 
tion. They  were  limited  to  any  advoweons 
of  which  certain  Archbishops,  Bishops,  and 
dignitaries  of  the  Church,  as  such,  had  tho 
disposal.  Many  of  the  advowsons  of  Trinity 
College  had  been  bought  in  the  market, 
some  of  them  for  considerable  sums,  and 
were  as  much  private  property  as  any  ad- 
vowsons in  private  hands.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  what  was  the  mean- 
ing of  the  words  referring  to  trustees 
acting  in  a  public  capacity.  Well,  there 
were  certain  advowsons  in  Ireland  in  tho 
gift  of  certain  persons  acting  in  a  public 
capacity — namely.  The  Lord  Chancellor, 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  the  Archbishop 
of  Dublin,  and  certain  of  tho  Judges — 
and  it  wos  to  meet  that  case  that  tho  words 
were  introduced.  No  ono  who  had  read 
the  Bill  could  be,  for  a  moment,  under  the 
delusion  that  trustees,  acting  for  a  private 
congregation,  or  for  persons  who  had  sub- 
scribed to  build  churches,  would  come  under 
the  clause.  Would  they  be  trustees  acting 
in  a  public  capacity  ?  A  more  outrageous 
supposition  could  not  be  imagined.  With 
regard  to  the  charges  upon  the  rents  and 
profits  which  became  vested  in  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  under  this  Bill,  the 
Commissioners  would,  of  course,  take  them 
subject  to  the  liabilities,  and  the  claims  of 
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the  representatives  of  the  deceased  incum- 
bent would  be  satisfied  much  more  quickly 
than  if  they  were  left  to  be  dealt  with  by 
his  successor,  who  would  not  be  compelled 
to  pay  until  six  months  after  entering  on 
the  living.  Much  stress  had  been  laid 
upon  the  inconvenience  which  would  arise 
from  the  want  of  any  adequate  provision 
to  meet  the  case  of  a  living  which  became 
vacant  in  a  populous  parish  ;  but  his  right 
]ion.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  called 
attention  to  Section  116  of  the  Church 
Temporalities  Act,  which  made  a  careful 
provision  for  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of 
such  a  cure  so  suspended.  The  provision 
was  that  the  Commissioners  were  to  au- 
thorize the  appointment  of  a  minister  if 
necessary,  or  conBde  the  duties  to  the  mi- 
nister of  an  adjoining  parish  ;  and  were 
to  give  him  such  moderate  stipend  as  they 
thought  proper.  But  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
in  considering  this  Bill,  that  this  was  not  a 
sufficiently  liberal  provision  ;  and  accord- 
ingly at  the  close  of  Clause  2  in  this  Bill 
inserted  a  proviso — 

"  That  in  regiilatiRg  the  salary  of  the  officiating 
minister  regard  should  be  had  to  the  nature  and 
extent  of  the  duties  to  be  discharged." 

So  that  the  largest  possible  discretion  was 
given  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners. 
He  conceived  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  rather  disrespectfully  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  when  he 
talked  of  their  sacrilegious  coffers.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  they  were 
trying  to  prevent  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners from  augmenting  the  incomes  of 
benefices  where  thero  was  a  largo  Anglican 
population,  and  only  a  small  amount  paid 
to  the  minister  ;  but  ho  did  not  allude  to 
the  amount  of  the  augmentations  that  had 
taken  place  in  the  instances  to  which  he 
referred.  Under  the  voluntary  system 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
demned there  was  no  doubt  that  the 
minister  of  such  a  parish  would  not  be  left 
ivith  an  income  of  £120  a  year  to  be 
augmented  by  doles  of  £10  or  £20  from 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  That 
House  by  large  majorities  had  affirmed  the 
principle  of  the  Resolutions,  and  he  there- 
fore declined  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman into  his  argument  on  the  merits  of 
Establishments ;  but  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  the  Uouse  that  the  effect 
of  this  Bill  would  be  to  dry  up  oharitj  in 
the  country,  he  begged  leave  to  say  that 
it  would  be  directly  the  reverse.  For 
what  was  the  state  now  of  the  Protestant 
parochial  population  of  Ireland?      They 
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were  in  this  C(mdition.  They  had  every- 
thing done  for  them  by  the  State.  Their 
church  was  built  for  them,  it  was  warmed 
for  them,  it  was  kept  in  repair  for  them; 
their  sexton  was  paid,  their  organ-blower 
was  paid,  their  minister  was  paid  for 
them  ;  there  was  no  demand  upon  their 
purses.  But,  instead  of  such  a  population 
being  left  to  depend  upon  the  State,  they 
ought  to  be  taught  to  do  something  for 
themselves.  Thej  ought  to  learn  to  walk 
alone.  When  he  said  that  the  very  ele- 
ments of  the  most  sacred  rites  of  the 
Church  had  to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  funds 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  ho 
need  add  not  another  word.  He  believed 
that  a  much  healthier  state  of  things  would 
result  if  the  measures  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  were  carried  into  effect,  and  that 
the  ministers  who  were  really  deserving 
the  good-will  of  their  congregations  would 
find  their  positions  vastly  improved.  In*> 
stead  of  languishing  on  small  stipends, 
with  scarcely  any  duties  to  discharge,  they 
would  then  find  a  much  wider  sphere  of 
usefulness.  The  Home  Secretary  had 
charged  the  Opposition  with  a  design  to 
take  away  private  endowments;  but  he 
challenged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
show  any  grounds  for  the  accusation;  and 
the  statement  was  opposed  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  assertion  that,  while 
those  who  looked  for  advancement  in  the 
Church  to  public  patronage  would  bo  for 
a  time  deprived  of  all  promotion,  the 
friends  of  lay  patrons  would  enjoy  all  the 
advantages  of  the  existing  system.  The 
fact  was  that  the  Bill  would  necessarily 
and  properly  reserve  all  private  rights. 
Again,  it  was  said  that  there  would  be 
danger  to  the  English  Church  if  the 
Church  in  Ireland  were  disestablished ; 
but  to  his  mind  they  were  not  the  friends 
of  the  English  Church  who  propounded 
that  argument.  No  one  could  believe  that 
the  abolition  of  the  State  Church  that 
was  kept  up  for  the  benefit  of  a  small 
and  wealthy  minority  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  involved  the  destruction  of  the 
State  Church  that  was  deeply  rooted  in 
the  affections  of  the  peoplo>  of  England. 
They  were  no  friends  of  the  English 
Church  who  advised  them  to  confide  its 
fate  to  the  same  bark  which  the  Irish 
Church  was  now  sailing  in,  even  though 
it  might  for  the  moment  carry  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  and  his  fortunes. 
This  Bill  had  been  brought  forward,  not 
by  the  enemies  of  the  Church,  but  by  some 
of  its  beat  friends — by  men  who  had  a 


753  mtallUhed  Church  (Mat  22,  1B68] 


{TrOani)  Bill 


7o4 


conscientious  conviction  tlint  tlie  time  hnd 
come  when  religious  equality  ouglit  to  be 
cstabliftbed  once  and  for  ever  in  Ireland. 
For  thnt  rcnson  lie  had  supported  the 
measure.  It  had  commended  itself  to  the 
uiiilerstonding  of  Parliament  and  —  not- 
withstanding the  prophecies  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite — to  the  senti- 
ments of  the  country,  in  which  he  and  his 
friends  had  entirely  failed  to  evoke  the 
spirit  of  a  ''No  Popery  "  cry. 

Sir  FREDERICK  HBYGATE  con- 
tended that  those  who  sat  on  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  House  were  justified 
m  tlio  resistance  which  they  were  prepared 
to  offer  to  the  Bill.  No  battle  was  hopeless 
until  it  was  lost,  ond  if  the  decision  of  the 
House  was  against  the  Irish  Church  that 
decision  would  be  reversed  by  the  country. 
He  believed  that  the  main  reason  which 
had  induced  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  to  bring  forward  the  measure 
was  the  emergency  of  party.  He  confessed 
t/iat  it  was  with  surprise  he  heard  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  say 
that  the  question  of  the  Regium  Donum 
hnd  never  been  considered  by  the  Cabinet. 
For  himself,  he  wns  prepared  to  stand  by 
the  Irish  Church,  and  he  was  equally  pre- 
pared to  affirm  that  the  Regium  Donum 
was  justly  granted  to  Presbyterians  in 
Ireland,  and  that  they  would  have  a  fair 
claim  to  compensation  if  it  were  withdrawn. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had 
spoken  strongly  ogainst  the  anomalies  of 
the  Irish  Church,  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
highly  paid,  that  its  members  were  few, 
and  its  abuses  great.  But  on  more  than 
one  occasion  he  had  ventured  to  bring  under 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  notice  that, 
whatever  might  be  the  case  in  some  parts 
of  Ireland,  in  Ulster,  at  all  events,  the  state 
of  things  was  very  different,  and  to  that  he 
liad  never  received  any  answer.  Ho  had 
got  a  detailed  account  of  the  revenue  from 
every  source  of  every  parish  in  Ulster,  and 
the  number  of  the  Church  population  in 
each,  and  he  would  state  to  the  House  the 
rosults  in  the  several  dioceses.  In  the 
diocese  of  Armagh  and  Clogher  the  total 
revenue  of  the  Established  Church  in 
1 861  was  £82,922,  the  Church  population 
150,778.  In  Derry  and  Raphoe  the  total 
revenue  was  £56,253,  the  Church  popula- 
tion 65,951.  In  Down,  Connor,  and 
Dromore  the  total  revenue  was  £44,783, 
the  Church  population  was  153,467  ;  and 
in  Kilmore  the  revenae  was  £27,277,  and 
the  Church  popalation  31,196.     SummiDg 


up  these  figures  the  result  was  that  in 
Ulster  the  revenue  of  the  Estnhli^hod 
Church  amounted  altogeter  to  £211.234, 
the  Church  population  to  401,392,  the 
number  of  clcrrry  was  684,  the  average 
endowment  £308,  and  the  averoge  flock  of 
each  clergyman  580.  That  did  not  include 
the  Presbyterians.  These  facts  hud  not 
been  and  could  not  be  answered.  Why, 
then,  should  Ulster  he  included  in  this  Bill, 
and  appointments  (o  livings  in  that  part  of 
Ireland  suspended  ?  As  to  the  compensa- 
tion to  be  given  to  the  clergy,  were  not  the 
congregations  also  interested,  and  ought 
not  every  individual  who  enjoyed  advantages 
from  the  present  state  of  tiling  to  receive 
compensation  ?  How  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  estimate  the  amount  of  com- 
pensation for  life-interests  at  three-fifths  of 
the  value  of  the  capital  of  the  property  he 
could  not  understand,  for  in  twenty  or 
thirty  years  the  bulk  of  the  property  would 
he  altogether  diverted.  If,  indeed,  he  had 
proposed  to  allocate  a  certain  portion  of  the 
revenues  in  accordance  with  the  wants  of 
the  population,  and  that  where  adequate 
congregations  existed  there  should  not  be 
total  disendowment,  he  could  have  under- 
stood the  estimate.  With  regard  to  the 
voluntary  system,  it  was  very  well  in 
theory;  but  it  would  not  work  except  in  the 
large  towns  and  where  there  were  numerous 
congregations.  The  members  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  scattered  here  and  there 
over  Ireland  would  not  be  able  to  keep  up 
their  congregations,  and  a  Protestant  family 
placed  among  a  population  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent unfriendly,  and  having  little  chance  of 
communication  with  clergymen  or  members 
of  its  own  faith,  would  either  remove  to  the 
large  towns,  or,  which  was  more  likely, 
would  be  absorbed  among  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic population.  It  heing  agreed  on  all 
hands  that  the  question  was  to  be  definitively 
decided  by  the  country  and  by  a  new  Par- 
liament, it  was  not  just  to  suspend  the  en- 
tire operations  of  the  Church,  and  to  con- 
demn it  by  anticipation,  when  the  ultimate 
verdict  might  be  diflferent.  It  was  not 
worth  doing  this  for  the  sake  of,  per- 
haps,  one  bishopric  and  a  few  small  liv- 
ings, for  the  Report  of  the  Commission, 
when  it  appeared,  would  show  how  miserable 
the  great  proportion  of  the  livings  were, 
and  would  surprise  those  who  had  heard  of 
the  wealth  of  the  Establishment.  He  did 
not  believe  the  measure  would  be  productive 
of  peace,  and  he  protested  against  it  be- 
cause it  would  substitute  Papal  supremacy 
for  the  supremacy  of  the  Crowu  ;  because 
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it  would  QDJustlj  confiscate  the  property  of 
the  Church  ;  because  it  would  excite  il- 
lusory hopes  ou  the  part  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  population,  leading  to  disappoint- 
ment and  disaffection ;  because  it  would 
virtually  abrogate  the  Union  ;  because  the 
voluntary  system  was  an  impossibility,  being 
inadequate  and  unsuitable  to  the  wants  of 
Ireland ;  and,  lastly,  because  so  sweeping 
a  scheme  ought  to  be  accompanied  by  a 
definite  plan  showing  how  the  confiscated 
property  was  to  be  dealf  with. 

Mb.  LIDDELL  admitted  that  there  was 
some  force  in  the  ingenious  argument  that 
the  Bill  might  be  supported  by  those  who 
wished  simply  for  modifications  in  the  Irish 
Church  ;  but,  its  avowed  purpose  being 
disestablishment  and  disendowment,  he 
must  strenuously  oppose  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  other  House  would  bo  guided  by  an 
enlightened  prudence  in  dealing  with  this 
Bill.  Now,  he  hoped  they  would  be 
guided  by  the  dictates  of  principle,  and 
would  not  forget  the  duty  they  owed  as 
an  important  branch  of  a  Protestant  Le- 
gislature to  a  Protestant  people.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  distinguished 
disciple  of  a  distinguished  school  of  poli- 
ticians, against  whom  his  (Mr.  LiddelTs) 
only  complaint  was  that  they  had  shown 
themselves  at  times  too  apt  to  sacrifice 
principle  to  that  species  of  political  pru- 
dence called  expediency,  and  he  thought 
the  latter  consideration  had  weighed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  had 
made  him  forget  Protestant  principles. 
Nobody  believed  that  this  question  would 
be  finally  settled  by  the  present  Parlia- 
ment. All  admitted  that  it  must  be  re- 
mitted to  the  new  constituencies.  Surely, 
then,  these  discussions  were  a  sheer  waste 
of  time,  and  this  charge,  he  thought,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  quite  failed  to 
rebut.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
stated to-night  an  argument  already  used 
by  him — ho  had  said  that  he  was  surprised 
at  the  friends  of  the  Church  expressing 
alarm  at  the  prospect  before  them  in  the 
event  of  disestablishment.  But,  was  it 
surprising  that  apprehension  should  be  felt 
that  the  Church  of  a  scattered  minority 
should  be  unable  to  maintain  itself  ?  lie 
opposed  this  measure  on  three  clear  and 
distinct  grounds,  that  the  separation  of  the 
Irish  Church  from  the  State  would  be 
unjust,  unwise,  and  unnecessary.  It  was 
unjust,  because  nothing  would  persuade 
him  that,  under  the  specious  pretext  of 
doing  justice  to  Ireland,  they  ought  to  in- 
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flict  an  act  of  gross  injustice  upon  a  very 
considerable  portion  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Ireland.  No  man,  and  no  body  of  men, 
were  entitled  to  do  evil  that  good  might 
come.  If  it  was  wrong  to  maintain  the 
Established  Church  in  that  country,  it  was 
a  wrong  which  had  been  sanctioned  and 
consecrated  by  the  traditions  of  300  years. 
He  believed  that  the  Bill  was  unwise,  be- 
cause the  action  of  certain  leading  states- 
men opposite  could  not  fail  to  evoke  among 
the  people  of  England  a  feeling  of  hostility 
against  their  Roman  Catholic  fellow-sub- 
jects. It  was  all  very  well  to  accuse  the 
Ministry  of  raising  a  •*  No  Popery  "  cry, 
but  those  who  really  evoked  that  cry  and 
the  evil  passions  which  accompanied  it 
were  the  promoters  of  the  Bill.  He  main- 
tained, in  the  third  place,  that  the  measure 
was  unnecessary.  He  had  lived  in  Irelnnd, 
and  he  did  not  believe  that  the  people  of 
that  country — and  he  spoke  more  particu- 
larly of  the  peasantry — had  any  strong 
feeling  in  their  minds  against  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  It  was  no  doubt  very  easy 
for  their  spiritual  guides  to  get  up  a  mo- 
mentary feeling,  and  cause  strong  expres- 
sions to  bo  used  against  the  Establishment, 
but  there  was  no  deep-rooted  sentiment  of 
animosity,  such  as  was  sometimes  assumed 
to  prevail.  The  Opposition  were  exceed- 
ingly unanimous  in  supporting  this  first 
attack  upon  the  Irish  branch  of  the  Pro- 
testant Establishment,  but  did  they  expect 
their  unanimity  long  to  continue  ?  What 
were  they  going  to  do  with  the  endowments 
when  they  got  them  ?  That  question  had 
never  been  answered.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  very  cautious  in  his 
statements  on  this  subject;  but  the  Oppo- 
sition were  like  an  army  who  were  attack- 
ing a  strong  fortress — tosucceedjn  the  as- 
sault they  were  compelled  to  stand  shoulder 
to  shoulder— but  who  would  find  it  diflicuU 
to  maintain  their  discipline  when  the  fortress 
was  carried,  and  the  troops  disposed  to  divide 
the  plunder.  He  regretted  that  the  great 
party  to  which  he  (Mr.  Liddell)  belonged 
were  in  Office  when  such  a  measure  was 
before  the  House,  because  he  believed 
their  power  of  obstruction  would  be  much 
greater  if  they  were  in  Opposition.  He 
must  express  the  doubt  he  felt  that  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  been  on  those 
Benches,  the  question  would  ever  have  been 
introduced  in  its  present  form,  or  ihe  pre- 
sent sweeping  proposals  enunciated.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  held  that  extensive 
modifications  were  necessary  in  the  Irish 
Church,  and  the  GoTernmcut  unqueatiou- 
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sblj  entertained  a  similar  opinion,  as  ap- 
peared   from    tlie    Amendment    and   the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affuirs.     He  did  not  belioTO  that 
the  Government   would  propose  to  retain 
anything  which  could  be  called  an  abuse 
in  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland.     If 
the  clergy  failed  in  their  duty,  which  he 
did  not  believe,  let  them  be  recniled  to  a 
sense  of  it,  or  if  in  certain  places  there 
were  no  congregations,  then  let  its  limits 
be    contracted.      But    why    destroy    the 
Irish    Church    because  our  co-religionists 
were  in  a  minority,  and  were    scattered 
far  and  wide  over  the  country  ?     On  these 
grounds  he  cordially  opposed  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church,  and  he  re- 
gretted that  a  different  mode  of  settling 
this  exceedingly  difficult  question  had  not 
been   attempted.     It   was  perhaps  rather 
late  in  the  day  to  talk  of  the  endowment 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood,  because 
it  wss  assumed  by  Gentlemen  on  both  sides 
that  the  Roman  Catholics  would  not  accept 
It  for  their  clergy.     But  the  offer  had  not 
jet  been  fairly  made«  and  he  must  question 
whether  if  an  offer  had  thus  been  made  it 
would   hare   been   refused.     If   that  had 
been  done  thirty  years  ago  it  would  have 
brought  peace  to  Ireland  and  to  England. 
But  the  dissensions  that  prevailed  in  both 
countries  would  only  be  aggravated  by  the 
present  measure.     When  he  remembered 
that   the  band   which   had  joined  in  the 
attack   on  the  Church    was  composed  of 
parties   who  entertained   widely   different 
views  amongst  themselves,  and  who  were 
only   united  to  accomplish,  from  various 
motives,  a  work  of  destruction,  he  could 
not  doubt  that  when  the  question  of  dealing 
with  the  endowments  came  —  if  it    ever 
came  —  to   be  considered,  the   unanimity 
which  was  now  so  remarkable  would  dis- 
appear at  once,  and  perhaps  for  ever.    lie 
should  cordially  record  his  vote  agoinst  this 
measure,  regarding  it  as  the  ffrst  step  in  a 
violent,  unscrupulous,  and  unnecessary  at- 
tack on  the  Irish  Church. 

Mr.  SYNAN:  I  cannot  but  feel,  as 
every  Member  of  the  House  must  by  this 
time  feel,  that  it  is  very  difficult  to  offer 
anything  new  on  the  subject  under  discus- 
sion, and  that  it  is  most  wearisome  to  hear 
the  same  statements,  the  same  expressions 
of  opinion,  and  the  same  arguments  re- 
peated. I  shall,  however,  in  the  little  I 
have  to  say  confine  myself  as  much  as 
possible  to  observations  in  reply  to  the 
bon.  Member  for  Loudonderry,  and  the 
hon.  Member    for   Northumberland,  and 


perhaps  I  may  commence  with  the  con- 
cluding statements  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down.  He  said  that  if 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government  had 
remained  in  their  old  places  in  the  Opposi- 
tion they  could  have  defended  the  Irish 
Church  more  effectually  than  they  could 
now  that  they  were  opposite.  Well,  if  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  they  can  offer  a  less 
effectual  resistance  to  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  than  they  could  in  Opposition, 
the  evident  conclusion  is  that  the  sooner 
they  go  into  Opposition  the  sooner  will 
their  defence  of  the  Church  become  effec- 
tive, which  it  is  not  likely  to  be  so  long 
as  they  prefer  remaining  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.  I  think  that  is  a  fair  conclusion 
from  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said  further  that  he 
believed  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
the  interest  of  the  Irish  Church  so  deeply 
at  heart  that  they  would  be  ready  to  make 
for  it  any  sacrifice  they  consistently  could. 
Well,  if  they  are  prepared  to  make  a  sa- 
crifice for  the  Irish  Church,  what  sacrifice 
could  be  less  for  patriotic  men  than  to 
cross  the  floor  of  the  House,  for  the  sake 
of  being  able  to  make  a  vigorous  defence 
of  the  Church  from  the  Opposition  Benches? 
I  am  sorry  that  not  more  occupants  of  the 
Treasury  Bench  were  present  to  hear  that 
advice  tendered  to  them;  but  perhaps  they 
may  nevertheless  be  convinced  by  an  ar- 
gument whose  strength  I  have  never  known 
surpassed.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  sup- 
ported his  argument  on  the  present  occa- 
sion by  something  which,  to  me,  at  all 
events,  partakes  of  the  nature  of  a  para- 
dox. Ho  says  that  the  Church  Establish- 
ment in  Ireland  ought  to  be  maintained 
because  it  is  the  Church  of  a  poor  mino- 
rity. He  tells  us,  also,  that  having  lived 
for  some  time  in  Ireland,  he  is  very  in- 
timately acquainted  with  that  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions.  I  am  sorry  the  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  so  little  of  Ireland,  as 
he  shows  he  does ;  but  I,  coming  from 
Ireland,  and  certainly  knowing  my  coun- 
try and  my  countrymen  well,  know  that 
the  Irish  Church  is  the  Church  of  as  rich 
a  minority  as  any  minority  of  any  country 
in  tho  world.  It  is  the  Church  of  a  mino- 
rity; bnt  the  minority  comprises  nearly  all 
the  landed  interest  of  the  country,  and  to 
a  great  extent  the  proprietors  of  the  mer- 
cantile wealth  of  Ireland.  The  Irish  Church 
had  been  described  as  tho  Church  of  a 
small  minority;  but  admitting  the  facts  as 
peculiarly  distinguishing  its  members,  it  is 
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paradoxical  that  it  slioold  be  urged  ob  an 
argument  in  favour  of  an  Establishment. 
But  that  is  not  the  only  argument  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  addressed  to  us  ;  for  he, 
AS  well  as  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry, has  rested  his  case  upon  this,  that 
tho  Irish  Churcli  is  at  all  events  the  Charch 
of  a  scattered  population  —  and  tlie  prin- 
ciples upon  whicli  Church  Establishments 
were  to  be  supported  now  and  hereafter  is 
this,  that  wherever  there  is  a  scattered 
population,  bo  it  rich  or  bo  it  poor,  there 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Qovernment  to  es- 
tablish a  Cluirch  to  teach  its  religion  to 
the  scattered  population.  May  I  ask  the 
lion.  Member  for  Londonderry  what  is  to 
become  of  the  scattered  Presbyterian  po- 
pulation of  the  North  of  Ireland?  Why 
has  not  the  Government  provided  a  Church 
for  them  to  teach  the  tenets  of  their  re- 
ligion ?  And  what  is  to  become  of  the 
scattered  Roman  Catholic  population  in 
England  ?  Why  is  there  not  a  separate 
Establishment  for  the  purpose  of  teaching 
them  also  ?  Well,  then,  I  think  I  may 
leave  this  argument  to  answer  itself. 
Church  Establishments  are  evidently  not 
founded  on  any  reasons  of  such  a  nature. 
They  were  institutions  the  expediency  of 
which  was  to  be  determined  by  every  people 
for  itself  ;  that  people  fully  represented  in 
its  Government,  expressing  their  opinions 
deliberately  and  freely,  and  saying  whether 
they  wished  to  have  a  Church  for  the  teach- 
ing of  a  particular  religion  or  not,  or  whe- 
ther they  ore  so  earnest,  so  zealous,  and 
BO  religious  in  their  sentiments  themselves 
that  they  would  support  their  religion  nnd 
their  pastors.  I  say,  then,  let  the  zeal  of 
tho  Protestant  Church  supply  the  moans 
for  providing  its  own  religious  teaching, 
and  let  not  the  zeal  of  the  other  religious 
denominations  be  called  upon  to  supply  it. 
The  argument  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  used  is  not  an  argument  that  ought  to 
be  addressed  to  the  House  as  the  founda- 
tion of  a  Church  Establishment  in  any 
country  whatever.  But  the  supporters  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  aro  not  satisfied 
with  indulging  in  the  paradoxical  argu- 
ments to  which  I  have  referred  ;  but  they 
adduce  others  from  which  there  ensues  a 
perfect  reductio  ad  absurdum.  Thus  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  refers  to  the 
case  of  Ulster,  and  asks  what  is  to  become 
of  the  Protestant  population  of  that  pro- 
vince, where,  he  says,  there  is  only  a  sum 
of  £50,000  available  fur  the  religious  re- 
quirements of  100,000  persons,  or  an  ave- 
rage of  lOf.  a  head  to  support  religiouB 
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teaching  in  the  province  ?  Why,  if  the 
same  amount  per  head  was  allowed  to 
the  Protestants  of  England  the  sum 
which  they  would  have  at  their  disposal 
annuallf  for  religious  purposes  would  be 
£10,000.000  instead  of  £3.000.000.  If 
then,  as  tho  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry contended,  the  Protestants  of  Ulster 
had  not  funds  of  adequate  omount  at  their 
disposal  for  religious  purposes,  it  followed 
that  the  funds  of  the  English  Established 
Church  ought  to  be  increased  to  at  least 
£10,000,000  annually,  and  that  instead  of 
being,  as  it  was,  something  like  2s,  6d, 
per  head  of  the  Church  community,  it 
should  be  increased  to  10^.  The  favourite 
remedy  which  tho  Government  advocates 
in  these  circumstances  is  that  known  ns 
"levelling  up  ;*'  but  how  much  would  the 
Catholics  of  Ireland  be  likely  to  receive 
under  the  operation  of  any  such  principle  ? 
How  much  was  paid  by  foreign  countries 
for  religious  purposes  where  tho  '*  levelling 
up"  principle  had  been  adopted  ?  Why, 
in  France  the  amount  was  Is,  a  head,  and 
in  Saxony  it  was  6d,  There  was  little 
probability,  at  any  rate,  that  they  would, 
even  in  a  financial  point  of  view,  bo  so  well 
off  as  the  Protestants  of  Ulster,  whose 
lOf.  a  heod  for  religious  purposes  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  thought  not  ex* 
cessive.  Well,  when  we  see  such  argu- 
ments as  those  adduced  in  support  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  is  it  not  clear  to  the 
comprehension  of  any  man  of  common 
Bcnse,  of  any  disinterested  person  who  has 
not  allowed  himself  to  be  influenced  by  the 
*•  No  Popery"  cry,  that  the  cause  is  really 
indefensible  whose  advocatos  resort  to  argu- 
ments so  ridiculous  ?  And  here  1  would  leave 
tho  case  that  has  been  attempted  to  bo  set 
up  on  behalf  of  the  opponents  of  the  Bill ; 
but  that  1  desire,  before  doing  so,  to  advert 
to  the  appeal  which  has  been  made  to  one*s 
feelings  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down.  Several  hon.  Gentlemen  turn 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire  with  the  charge  that 
it  is  we  (the  Opposition)  who  have  evoked 
this  "No  Popery"  spirit,  that  has  set  class 
against  class  and  sect  against  sect  in  this 
country.  Well,  in  reference  to  this  charge 
I  will  say  this — that  if  the  demand  for  jus- 
tice oaoses  those  who  maintain  injustice  to 
excite  the  spirit  of  •*  No  Popery  **  for  the 
purpose  of  defeating  the  claims  of  justice, 
those  are  the  men  who  evoke  the  mischievous 
spirit,  and  not  the  men  who  demand  that 
the  injustice  shall  cease ;  it  is  tho  spirit  of 
evil,  ever  ready  to  prompt  to  animosity  and 
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Tinlcnee,  that  is  responsible,  and  not  the 
spirit  of  good,  which  calls  for  the  perform- 
ance and  fulfilment  of  what  is  just,  and  com- 
mends itself  to  the  appreciation  of  honest 
men.  But  that  the  *'  No  Popery"  spirit  has 
been  eroked  I  do  not  believe  ;  nor  do  I  be- 
lie? e  that  it  will  be  eroked  with  success,  as 
It  has  notliing  to  support  it  but  the  intense 
bigoted  feeling  which  eiists  in  some  parts 
of  the  'country,  and  which  at  one  time 
manifests  itself  in  burning  down  of  houses 
and  chapels,  and  at  another  in  the  sale  of 
obscene  publications,  upon  which  the  con* 
denination  of  a  tribunal  has  been  pro- 
nounced. It  is  yourselves  that  you  ought 
to  charge  with  any  kindling  of  religious 
animosity.  If  it  has  been  aroused  at  all  it 
has  been  aroused  by  you  ;  ond  upon  your 
own  heads  ^i\\  be  the  consequences.  But 
I  beliere  that  this  feeling  which  you  say 
hns  been  evoked  is  only  an  alarm,  got  up 
for  tho  purpose  of  friglitening  those  who, 
whether  in  this  House  or  out  of  it,  support 
a  just  cause  agninst  formidable  opponents. 
As  the  great  English  poet  has  said,  *'  the 
fear  of  death  is  most  in  apprehension  ;*' 
so  I  believe  just  in  the  same  way  thnt 
this  fear  of  the  destruction  of  the  Irish 
Church  exists  most  in  apprehension,  and 
if  you  did  destroy  it  there  would  be  no 
ground  for  the  fear,  tho  alarm,  or  the  ap- 
prehension which  you  profess  as  the  result 
of  such  a  measure  ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
that  there  would  be  laid  in  Ireland  the 
foundations  of  peace  and  order.  And  that 
brings  mo  to  another  argument  used  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northumberland — 
namely,  that  the  peasantry  of  Ireland  did 
not  feci  any  interest  in  this  question  what- 
ever. 

Mn.  LIDDELL :  I  beg  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemanV  pardon.  What  I  said  was,  that 
they  cherished  no  antagonism  to  tho 
Church. 

Mb.  STNAN  :  In  that  opinion  I  can 
fully  ogree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
know  my  country  well  ;  and  he  is  right  in 
saying  that  no  class  in  Ireland  felt  animo- 
sity against  the  Church  Establishment. 
What  they  do  feel,  however — and  what 
they  would  be  the  veriest  slaves  on  the 
face  of  the  earth  if  they  did  not  feel — is 
the  inferiority  of  their  position.  That  they 
do  most  deeply  feel ;  and  if  they  did  not 
feel  it,  the  iron  of  slavery  would  have  en- 
tered their  souls.  They  feel  the  rule  of 
Protestant  ascendancy  above  them  ;  the 
foundation  of  that  ascendancy  is  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Ireland,  and  until  you 
throw  that  barrier  that  separates  one  class 


of  the  population  from  another  jou  cannot 
lay  the  foundation  of  peace  and  prosperity 
in  Ireland.  The  Irish  Church  Establish- 
ment is  the  root  of  many  of  the  social  ills 
thot  afflict  the  country;  it  is  the  en  use  of 
its  present  insecurity  and  the  origin  of  class 
hatred ;  and  I  say  that  the  first  step  to  be 
taken  for  the  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  tho 
difficulties  of  the  Irish  question  is  that  of 
disestablishing  and  disendowing  it,  while 
the  first  step  to  disestablishment  and  dis« 
endowment  is  to  pass  tho  Suspensory  Bill 
now  before  the  House.  In  conclusion,  let 
me  only  say  further  that  I  am  astonished, 
after  tho  debates  which  have  tnkcn  placo 
and  the  Resolutions  that  have  been  passed 
in  this  House,  Iler  Majesty's  Government 
should  be  opposing,  by  oil  means  in  their 
power,  a  Bill  which  wns  the  necessary 
consequence  of  steps  already  taken.  Upon 
what  principle  is  it  you  adopted  the  ^ist 
Resolution  after  it  had  been  carried  by  a 
large  majority  of  this  House  ?  Upon  what 
principle  is  it  that  you  adopted  the  second 
and  third  Resolutions  without  a  division, 
and  as  the  natural  and  necessary  corollary 
of  the  first  —  and  yet  refuse  to  allow  the 
Suspensory  Bill,  which  is  merely  intended 
to  carry  out  tho  object  of  the  second  Reso- 
lution, in  the  same  manner  as  the  second 
and  third  Resolutions  carried  out  or  flowed 
from  the  first  —  and  yet,  I  sny,  refuse  to 
allow  the  Bill  to  receive  a  second  reading  ? 
Will  you  answer  that  plain  and  simple 
question  ?  Upon  what  principle  I  say  do 
you  oppose  it  ?  Surely  it  is  as  much  a 
corollary  of  the  Resolulion  which  was 
carried  in  the  House  by  a  majority  of  65 
votes  OS  the  second  and  third  Resolutions 
were  ;  and  on  what  grounds,  on  what  prin- 
ciple can  you  justify  your  hostility  to  a 
measure  which  appears  to  those  out  of  the 
House  to  be  a  matter  of  course  following 
necessarily  upon  the  proceedings  which  we 
have  already  taken  ?  Sir,  I  can  only  ac- 
count for  tho  opposition  to  those  proceed- 
ings, taken  as  they  have  been  for  tho 
pocification  of  Ireland,  by  tho  supposition 
that  the  Government  are  depending  upon 
the  chapter  of  accidents.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  given  opposition  to  every 
step  taken  in  this  matter,  not  because  they 
think  they  can  stop  that  which  they  know 
must  necessarily  pass — not  because  they 
believe  they  have  any  hope  of  defeating 
the  Bill  or  resisting  successfully  tho  spirit 
which  is  now  abroad,  and  which  calls  for 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church  ; 
but  for  the  purpose  of  taking  advantage 
of  anything  that  may  arise  to  trip  up  those 
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who  ftro  oarrjing  on  these  proceedings,  and 
for  the  purpose — in  case  a  General  Election 
should  take  place  —  of  appealing  to  the 
bigoted  feelings  of  a  class  of  people  in  this 
country,  and  of  raising  the  !*  No  Popery" 
cry  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
the  land.  But,  Sir,  I  am  satisfied  that  in 
this  House  no  chapter  of  accidents  will 
enable  them  to  avail  themselves  of  that 
advantage  for  which  they  look ;  and  I  hope 
the  good  sense  of  the  English  people  is  too 
strong  to  be  influenced  by  appeals  to  the 
"  No  Popery  "  cry  of  former  days,  which 
did  sufficient  mischief  in  its  time,  and  which 
alienated  not  alone  one  portion  of  the  people 
of  this  country  from  another,  but  placed 
the  people  of  England  and  of  Ireland  in 
direct  antagonism.  Sir,  I  tell  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  that  this  is  not  a  safe  line  of 
action  and  of  argument  for  them  to  adopt. 
It  is  not  safe  for  them  to  tell  the  Irish 
people  that  it  is  their  fears  for  the  English 
Church  that  leads  them  to  maintain  the 
Church  Establishment  in  Ireland.  It  is 
not  safe  to  tell  the  Irish  people  that  it  is 
for  the  purpose  of  preserving  the  Protes- 
tant Church  in  this  country  that  a  wrong 
is  to  be  perpetuated  in  Ireland,  and  that 
the  justice  which  they  demand  is  to  be 
denied  them.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
spoke  last  (Mr.  Liddell)  said  that  a  wrong 
was  not  to  be  done  in  order  that  good 
might  come  from  it.  Is  not  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman running  in  the  face  of  his  own  ar- 
gument ?  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Hear,  hear!] 
Is  he  not  saying  that  a  wrong  must  be 
done  to  the  Irish  people  in  the  maintenance 
of  the  Church  Establishment — the  Church 
of  a  rich  minority — in  order  that  there  may 
be  no  attack  made  upon  the  Church  of 
England  ?  Is  that  not  doing  a  wrong 
in  order  that  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
thinks  is  a  good  may  come  from  it  ? 
Well,  if  it  is,  upon  what  ground  can  such 
a  course — even  upon  the  arguments  used 
at  the  other  side— be  justified  ?  You  have 
often  charged  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
with  doing  wrong  that  good  might  result 
from  it.  The  charge  was  false — but  now 
you  are  admittedly  doing  that  which  you 
condemn,  and  you  are  telling  the  Irish 
people  that  you  are  doing  so.  And  do  you 
think  when  you  are  sowing  the  wind  in 
that  fashion  that  you  will  not  renp  the 
whirlwind  ?  i^tell  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
that  it  is  their  duty  not  to  sow  the  wind, 
and  their  interest  not  to  reap  the  whirl- 
wind ;  and  I  call  upon  them  from  conside- 
rations of  interest,  and  above  all,  of  duty, 
to  join  with  us  in  doing  an  act  of  justice 
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to  the  Irish  people,  and  to  aid  us  at  this 
side  of  the  House  in  carrying  a  measure 
which  will  have  the  effect  of  establishing 
peace  and  tranquillity  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  YERNER  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire (Mr.  Gladstone)  appeared  to  have 
given  himself  over  to  the  Ultramontanes 
and  the  voluntaries,  who  arrived  by  erost 
roads  at  one  point — namely,  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church.  It  had  been 
for  centuries  the  object  of  the  Church  of 
Rome  to  humiliate  England,  because  of 
the  high  and  honourable  position  assumed 
by  her  as  the  champion  of  truth  against 
error.  He  knew  that  for  saying  this  ho 
should  be  put  down — as  a  noble  Lord  ex- 
pressed it  in  a  late  debate — as  an  nncivil- 
ized  being  using  the  bludgeon  of  argument. 
As  such  he  was  prepared  to  stand  there. 
He  contended  that  at  present  religious 
equality  was  enjoyed  in  Ireland.  Practi- 
cally, there  was  no  prohibition  to  the  en- 
tertainment and  exercise  of  the  peeoliar 
views  of  every  religious  sect  in  that  coon- 
try.  Would  Roman  Catholic  ascendancy 
be  equally  tolerant  ?  If  they  did  away 
with  the  privileges  pertaining  to  the  out- 
ward position  and  manifestation  of  the 
Protestant  Esablished  Church,  would  they 
not  at  the  same  time  do  away  with  the 
fundamental  principle  of  the  Monarchy, 
and  upheave  the  pillars  of  the  Constitu- 
tion ?  He  might  quote  the  testimony  of 
Roman  Catholic  laymen  upon  this  point. 
That  given  by  the  late  Right  Hon.  Anthony 
Blake  was  peculiarly  strong.  He  stated 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  the  Established  Choreh  was 
rooted  in  the  Constitution,  being  estab- 
lished by  the  fundamental  laws  of  the 
realm  ;  and  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  conld 
not  be  disturbed  without  danger  to  the 
general  securities  for  liberty,  property, 
and  order  in  this  country.  He  could  not 
regard  this  measure  as  other  than  an  in- 
fringement of  the  Act  of  Union — a  positive 
breach  of  faith,  unjust  to  English  as  well 
as  Irish  Protestants.  But  the  Church  of 
Ireland  did  not  rest  on  the  Act  of  Union 
alone,  for  it  had  been  united  ecclesiasti- 
cally with  the  Church  of  England  ever 
since  the  year  1172.  There  appeared  to 
be  many  on  the  Benches  opposite  anxious 
to  prove  that  the  proceedings  of  Parliament 
were  a  farce  ;  for  they  had  been  told  that 
the  most  solemn  Acts  of  the  Legislature 
were  little  better  than  waste  paper,  and 
nothing  was  binding  to-morrow  that  was 
done  to-day.     But  this  was  a  two-edged 
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twordi  wbich  it  was  dangerous  to  use. 
Apart  from  what  might  be  called  the 
statiatieal  argument,  what  else  was  relied 
upon  by  the  supporters  of  the  Bill  might 
be  condensed  into  the  conTenient  phrase  of 
"JuBtiee  to  Ireland.*'  That  was  the  crj 
of  the  Liberals  ;  and  what  did  thej  intend 
to  do  f  Tbej  had  done  wrong  to  Roman 
Catboliea  in  former  times,  and  they  now 
thought  they  could  wipe  out  that  stain  by 
doing  injustice  to  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land, who  numbered  1  »250,000,  and  were 
the  best  educated,  most  energetic,  nnd 
most  truly  loyal  portion  of  the  community. 
It  was  said  that  the  Irish  Church,  as  a 
missionary  Church  had  been  a  failure.  But 
what  had  been  its  history  ?  Conflicts  had 
arisen  between  the  priests  and  missionaries; 
Scripture  readers  were  assaulted,  and  fights 
and  riots  had  occurred  e? en  over  the  graves 
of  converts.  The  Protestant  incumbent 
was  not  a  missionary  among  a  hostile  po- 
pulation; but  a  minister  devoting  his  time 
to  the  interests  of  his  own  flock,  and  being, 
at  the  same  time,  respected  by  the  Roman 
Catbolica  of  his  district.  A  proof  that  the 
clergy  of  the  Irish  Church  had  well  per- 
formed their  duty  was  to  be  found  in  the 
fact  that  the  number  of  Churchmen  in 
Ireland  was  greater  now,  in  proportion  to 
the  population,  than  in  1834.  If  the 
clergy  had  not  succeeded  in  converting 
the  Roman  Catholics,  at  least  they  had 
guarded  the  Protestant  population  of  the 
South  and  West  from  the  proselytizing 
activity  of  the  Irish  priests.  If  the  present 
blunder  should  be  completed,  and  the 
Church  should  be  disestablished,  the  peo- 
ple would  still  hear  the  sound  of  the 
Church  bell;  and  the  minister,  converted 
into  a  missionary,  would  bo  in  their  midst. 
And  the  expectant  peasant  would  not  be 
one  penny  the  richer,  for  the  machinery 
which  the  Church  of  Ronio  had  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  priest  would  compel  the 
peasant  to  pay  for  the  support  of  his 
Church  as  he  did  at  present.  If  the  Irish 
Church  was  disestablished  what  would  fol- 
low ?  It  had  been  said  that  the  liberality 
of  Protestants  would  keep  the  lamp  lighted 
even  when  the  number  of  Churchmen  was 
too  small  to  support  a  church  and  a  clergy- 
man. He  endorsed  that  opinion,  and  be- 
lieved that  if  the  Bill  were  to  pass,  those 
societies  which  undertook  missionary  work 
in  Ireland  would  receive  £1  where  they 
now  received  only  Is.  In  every  parish  in 
the  South  and  West  a  missionary  would  be 
placed.  This  result,  considering  how  mis- 
sionaries   were    treated  in   Ireland— one 


having  been  stoned  and  almost  murdered 
— would  hardly  be  agreeable  to  thoso  who 
declared  that  they  desired  to  seo  religious 
peace.  What  the  people  of  Ireland  really 
wanted  was  some  substantial  measure  of 
justice,  which  would  relieve  their  condition 
and  elevate  their  character  ;  but  beneficial 
effects  of  that  nature  were  not  to  be  ob- 
tained by  making  the  country  the  battle- 
field of  party,  or  by  the  action  of  thoso 
who  had  brought  it  to  its  present  state  of 
degradation.  If  hon.  Members  desired  to 
promote  peace  in  Ireland,  he  called  on 
them  to  beware  of  adopting  a  measure 
which,  while  it  stung  and  outraged  the 
feelings  of  every  true  Protestant,  could 
not  but  disappoint  the  Roman  Catholic 
population,  and  prove  a  fertile  source  of 
irritation  and  heartburning  on  all  sides. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  that,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lisburn  (Mr.  Verner), 
he  would  advance  two  or  three  reasons  for 
supporting  the  second  rending  of  this  Bill, 
lie  maintained  that  nothing  could  be  more 
unsound,  in  the  apprehension  of  every 
lawyer  who  had  studied  our  Constitution, 
than  the  view  of  thoso  who  held  that  the 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland  formed 
any  part  of  that  Constitution.  That  Church 
was  as  distinct  and  separate  from  the  Con- 
stitution itself  as  was  the  army  and  navy, 
or  any  other  institution  of  the  country. 
The  Established  Church  in  England  and 
in  Ireland  was  nothing  more  than  an  expe- 
riment with  the  view  of  encouraging  what 
he  might  call  a  religion  of  home  growth 
instead  of  a  religion  connected  with  and 
recognizing  an  external  authority.  The 
principle  of  our  Constitution  was  that  no 
foreign  Prince,  prelate,  or  potentate  should 
exact  tithe,  or  toll,  or  exercise  any  iifter- 
ferenco  in  this  reolm,  and  to  that  the 
Crown  was  pledged ;  and,  but  for  the  weak 
props  and  buttresses  by  which,  after  the 
Revolution  of  1688,  it  was  sought  to  bol- 
ster up  that  artificial  and  anomalous  insti- 
tution, the  Established  Church  in  England 
and  in  Ireland,  that  institution  could  have 
no  position  or  strength  in  the  country.  In 
confirmation  of  his  statement  that  the 
Church  was  separate  from  the  Constitution, 
he  would  refer  to  the  fact  that,  in  1400, 
1410,  and  1414,  the  House  of  Commons 
declared  that  it  was  contrary  to  tho  Con- 
stitution that  money  should  be  applied  by 
the  State  for  the  purpose  of  supporting 
any  religion  ;  and  they  also  declared  that 
all  ecclesiastical  endowments  should  be 
devoted  to  the  service  of  the  State.  In 
1423,  household  suffrage  was  done  away 
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with,  and  tlie  40«.  freeliolds  came  into 
existence.  The  wars  of  York  and  Lan 
caster  followed ;  and  during  that  period 
the  House  was  muzzled.  Then  came  the 
Reformation,  which  was  a  compromise  be- 
tween the  people  nnd  the  clergy;  and  a 
portion  of  the  ecclesiastical  property  was 
applied  to  secular  purposes,  and  another 
portion  was  given  to  the  Established 
Church,  which  was  founded  as  an  experi- 
ment, merely  for  the  purpose  of  maintain- 
ing the  clergy  who  would  recognize  as 
their  head  the  Sovereign  of  the  country. 
Now,  that  experiment  broke  down  in  the 
time  of  Charles  I.,  again  in  that  of  William 
III.;  and  it  had  broken  down  in  these 
times.  In  (he  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe),  he  said, 
*'  Cut  it  down  ;  why  cumbercth  it  the 
ground  ?  "  If  they  could  not  withstand 
foreign  authority,  if  they  could  not  prevent 
Popery — the  greatest  curse  of  humanity — 
from  assuming  power,  he  said — Give  way, 
and  fight  with  these  weapons  no  more. 
Be  wonted  no  Establishment;  the  Protest- 
ant Church  could  support  itself.  He  be- 
lieved that  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
providing  for  Protestant  worship  in  even 
the  most  scattered  and  remote  parts  of 
Ireland — no  more  difficulty  than  was  found 
in  Wales,  and  there  every  nook  and  corner 
had  its  church  or  chapel  of  ease.  He  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that,  as  the  system 
of  the  priests  had  failed  to  protect  this 
country  against  the  Roman  Catholics,  the 
Church  ought  to  be  a  voluntary  institution 
under  the  banner  of  free  trade.  The 
Church  in  Ireland  was  no  grievance  to 
Ireland  ;  and  he,  for  one,  regretted  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  had  brought  forward 
the  measure  for  the  abolition  of  the  Irish 
Church  to  meet  the  attacks  of  assassins. 
But  they  must  now  depend  on  the  people 
and  the  system  of  free  trade,  which  had 
been  so  successful  in  our  other  national 
affairs.  The  parsons  were  dumb  dogs  that 
bnrked  not ;  and  the  time  had  come  when 
it  n)ust  be  seen  what  the  people  could  do. 
The  clergy  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  had  failed  in  missionary  work, 
which  was  done  in  that  country  by  men 
like  the  Rev.  Mr.  Campbell,  who  went 
forth  as  a  voluntary,  armed  only  with  the 
filing  and  stone  of  his  own  conscience,  and 
who  was  knocked  down  and  nearly  mur- 
dered on  account  of  his  attempting  to  read 
the  Bible  to  the  people.  Let  them,  in 
regard  to  this  matter,  as  to  several  others, 
rely  upon  the  mass  of  the  people  of  these 
2ir.  WhalUy 


realms,  and  let  the  Church   stand  apart 
from  artiBcinl  aid.     If  this  were  done,  not 
only  would  the  onflowing  waves  of  Popery 
be  prevented  from  overspreading  this  coun- 
try, but  the  Church  of  England  would  go 
on  prospering,  and  moulding  in  higher  and 
nobler    form   the  thought  of    the  people. 
The  hon.  Gentleman    who    had    recently 
spoken  with  so  much  vehemence  against 
Protestant    ascendancy    was    very    much 
mistaken  if   he  thought  that  Protestants 
were    not    going  to  insist   on    Protcstnnt 
ascendancy.      Protestant  ascendancy  was 
one    thing,    Church    ascendancy   another. 
They  were  certainly  not  going   to  submit 
to  anything  short  of    Protestant  ascend- 
ancy, which  meant  a  right  to  resist,  even 
to  the  death,  any  attempt  to  interfere  with 
the  Government  of    this  country  on   the 
part   of    any   foreign    Prince,  prelate,  or 
potentate;  and  to  resist  what  was  even  more 
powerful  than  an  enemy's  sword,  priests 
in  their  slippers,  with  their  confessionals, 
and  encyclicals,  and  all  the  paraphernalia 
of  priestcraft.      It  was  because  England 
had,  from    time    to   time,    mndo  a  stand 
against  such  attempts  that  she  was  now 
pre-eminent     among    the     nations.      He 
should  be  ashamed  of  his  countrymen  if  ho 
could  suppose  that  they  required  State  sid 
or  support  to  maintain  the  great  principle 
of   Protestant  ascendancy,  civil  and  reli- 
gious liberty.     There  must  be  some  limit 
to  the  attempts  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemau  (Mr.    Gladstone)   was    making  to 
keep  together  what  it  must  be  confessed 
was  a  somewhat  heterogeneous  party;  and 
he  (Mr.  Wholley).  for  one,  could  not  sacri- 
fice the  doctrine  of  Protestant  ascendanej 
even  for  that  object. 

Mr.  KARSLAKE  snid,  he  most  enter 
his  protest  against  the  Bill.  It  professed 
to  aim  only  at  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church  ;  but  it  was  the  opinion  of 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  the 
House  that  a  disestablishment  of  what  was 
inaccurately  called  the  Irish  Church  niuat 
lead  sooner  or  later  to  a  disestablishment  of 
the  English  Church.  The  truth  of  that 
warning  was  conclusively  shown  by  the 
words  uttered  by  the  great  defender  of  the 
faith  who  had  just  addressed  the  Hunse. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  (Mr. 
Whalley)  had  told  the  House  that  he  was 
going  to  vote  for  this  Bill,  because  it  was 
time  to  put  an  end  to  parsons  of  all  deno- 
minations, and  to  establish  free  trade  ia 
religion.  The  hon.  Member  was  an  in- 
stance of  the  strange  supporters  that  the 
right  hon.  Geotleman  the    Member   for 
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South  Lancashire  had  gathered  around 
him  10  his  attack  upon  the  Irish  hranch  of 
the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland. 
The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  showed 
how  enormous  was  the  power  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had 
obtained  o? er  those  opposite  ;  and  it  would 
appear  that  his  "  Open  sesame  !  '*  to  the 
heart  of  the  hon.  Member  was  **  free  trade 
in  religion."  It  was  asked  how  those  who 
had  permitted  the  2nd  and  3rd  Resolu- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire to  pass  as  corollaries  upon  the  first, 
could  object  to  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.  But  the  answer  was  obvious.  The 
Hesolntions  were  mere  expressions  of  opi- 
nion, whereas  this  Bill  would  be  a  positive 
act.  It  was  an  act  which,  as  it  seemed  to 
him,  would  paralyze  not  only  the  Irish 
Church,  bat  the  new  House  of  Commons. 
He  (Mr.  Karslake)  did  not,  however,  en- 
tirelj  agree  in  the  opinion  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  that  the  2nd  and  3rd  Reso- 
lutions should  be  treated  merely  as  coroU 
Isriea  of  the  first.  The  3rd  Resolution 
was  something  more  than  a  corollary  of  the 
1st,  because  it  tended  in  the  direction  of 
action.  There  was  a  difference  between 
the  present  House  of  Commons  expressing 
its  opinions,  and  going  so  far  as  to  pre- 
judge a  question  which  would  have  to  be 
decided  by  the  Reformed  Parliament.  He 
asked  hon.  Members,  and  legal  Members 
in  particular,  to  adduce  a  precedent  for 
this  BiU— a  precedent  for  an  expiring 
House  of  Commons,  in  a  provisional  state 
of  existence,  not  only  expressing  an  opi- 
nion upon  a  matter  to  be  decided  by  a  new 
Parliament,  but  prejudging  it  by  taking 
legislative  action.  Supposing,  tor  the  sake 
of  argument,  that  this  Bill  should  pass ; 
was  it  worth  while,  for  the  purpose  of 
saving  an  undefined  but  very  moderate 
sum,  to  attempt  to  prejudge  this  question, 
which  might  be  decided  in  an  opposite 
direction  by  the  new  House  of  Commons  ? 
It  was  singular  to  see  the  anxiety  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  deal  with  the  question.  How 
was  it  that,  though  they  had  been  in  Office 
for  years,  it  had  never  occurred  to  them 
before  to  bring  the  subject  forward.  If 
the  grievance  was  one  that  required  such  a 
hasty  remedy,  why  had  that  remedy  been 
delayed  till  now  ?  He  could  quite  under- 
stand the  position  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Gladstone).  That  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  to  a  certain  extent  have 
been  trammelled  by  his  party  relations. 
He  had  always  been  a  great  admirer  of  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman,  and  he  had  prored 
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his  admiration,  not  in  words  but  in  deed  ; 
for,  at  the  expense  of  great  personal  incon- 
venience, he  had  gone  down  to  vote  for  him 
as  the  very  best  Member  tliat  could  bo 
selected  for  his  honoured  University.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the  right  hand 
of  the  most  Conservative  Prime  Minister 
that  had  ever  borne  rule  in  this  country, 
he  might  naturolly  abstain  from  raising 
such  a  question.  But  other  Members  who 
sat  on  the  Opposition  Benches  had  not  been 
trammelled  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
For  instance,  there  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cnlne  (Mr. 
Lowe).  Ever  since  he  (Mr.  Karslake)  had 
known  him,  his  views  were  destructive 
rather  than  Conservative.  IIow  was  it 
that  he,  a  man  respected  for  his  abilities 
by  all,  never  discovered  till  last  Easter  that 
this  was  a  question  of  urgency  which  de* 
mended  immediate  legislation  ;  that  "the 
hour  and  the  man  *'  had  arrived  ?  Although 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  sat  here  for  ten  or 
twenty  years  without  doing  anything,  they 
were  e;oing  to  pass  a  Bill  before  the  1st  of 
August.  This  would  be  for  hon.  Members 
opposite  to  pass  a  vote  of  censure  on  them- 
selves. He  thought  they  were  bound  to 
pay  more  attention  to  the  eloquent  lan- 
guage of  their  Leader.  He  (Mr.  Karslake) 
was  not  going  to  blame  a  man  fur  honestly 
changing  his  opinions.  A  man  who  changed 
his  opinions,  and  declared  openly  that  he 
had  changed  them  without  party  feelin;;8 
or  bias,  and  from  no  desire  of  aggrandize- 
ment,  was  a  far  more  honest  man,  and 
one  more  to  be  respected  than  the  man  who 
shrank  from  avowing  the  change  through 
the  fear  of  being  charged  with  vacillation 
or  with  motives  which  were  too  often  im- 
puted in  such  cases.  But  he  had  been 
struck  with  the  coincidence  between  the 
observntions  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  made  early  in  the 
evening,  and  those  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire,  published  in  a 
certain  well-known  work.  He  had  not 
got  by  heart,  as  perhaps  he  ought,  a  pas- 
sage from  the  exceUent  book  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  so  he  had  put  it  down— 

'*The  UDion  is  to  the  Church  of  secondary, 
though  great,  importance  ;  her  foundations  nro 
on  the  holy  hills ;  her  charter  is  legibly  divine. 
She,  if  she  should  be  excluded  from  the  precincts 
of  Government,  may  still  fulfil  all  her  functions, 
and  carry  them  out  to  perfection.  Ilcr  condition 
would  be  anything  rather  than  pitiable  should  she 
once  more  occupy  the  position  which  she  held 
before  the  reign  of  Constantine." 

Now,  Sir — 
2  C 
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'*  Bat  the  State  in  rejecting  her  would  activel/ 
repudiate  its  roost  solemn  duty,  and  would,  if  the 
connection  is  sound,  entail  on  itself  a  curse." 

Now,  Sir,  an  hon.  Member  asked  what  was 
the  point  ?  The  point  was  that  from  such 
noble  Bentimcntfi,  expressed  in  such  noble 
language,  it  followed  that  this  was  a  ques- 
tion which  required  consideration,  and  that 
it  should  be  kept  until  next  year  at  least. 
This  question  was  plainly  one  that  ought 
not  to  be  hastily  decided.  They  ought  to 
have  full  time  to  consider  and  deliberate 
upon  it,  and  to  bring  it  first  before  the 
leading  nien  of  their  constituencies,  and 
afterwards  before  the  electors,  and  then 
they  ought  to  determine  the  question  with 
more  care  and  consideration,  if  possible, 
than  they  did  any  others  which  came  before 
them.  But  even  were  the  matter  ripe  for 
legislation,  the  state  of  business  was  such 
that  there  was  no  time  for  entertaining  a 
Suspensory  Bill  this  Session.  The  title 
was  happy,  for  its  provisions  kept]  Mem- 
bers on  all  sides  of  the  House  in  a  state  of 
•uspense,  preventing  other  and  more  ne- 
oessary  legislation,  while  precious  time  was 
flying— 

*^  Sed  fugit  interea,  fugit  irreparabile  tenipus, 
Singula  dum  capti  circumvoctamur  amore." 

There  was  first  the  Boundary  Bill,  then 
the  Eeform  Bills,  Scotch  and  Irish,  be- 
sides the  numerous  little  Bills  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet  the  Member  for  Clare. 
Only  that  morning  at  one  o'clock  they  had 
given  a  good  deal  of  time  to  a  Bill  to  pre- 
vent playing  at  pitch  and  toss  in  rustic 
districts.  He  appealed  to  the  House  not  to 
waste  further  time  on  fruitless  discussions 
in  this  most  important  Session. 

Mr.  Serjeant  BARRY  said,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  be  induced  to  defer 
legislation  on  this  subject  to  another  Par- 
liament. It  was  of  vast  importance  tbat 
the  hopes  which  had  been  excited  in  Ire- 
land should  not  be  disappointed  by  the 
barren  result  of  mere  abstract  Resolutions. 
As  an  Irish  Roman  Catholic,  and  speaking 
for  his  Catholic  fellow-subjects,  he  declared 
that,  in  supporting  the  present  Motion,  they 
were  not  lending  themselves  to  nny  attack 
upon  the  Protestant  Church  or  Protestant 
institutions  of  England.  He  had  never 
heard  of  such  a  suggestion  coming  from 
any  body  or  from  any  individual ;  nor  had 
he,  indeed,  ever  heard  any  argument  ad- 
duced by  an  Irish  Roman  Catholic  in  fa- 
vour of  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church  which  would  apply  equally  to  the 
English  Establishment.  He  believed  that 
the  present  condition  of  Ireland  impaired 
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the  influence,  lowered  the  prestige,  en- 
feebled the  strength,  and,  in  certain  con- 
tingencies, might  endanger  the  stability  of 
this  Empire.  He  deeply  deplored  that  the 
Premier  should  have  lent  the  weight  of  his 
name  to  a  statement  so  startling  and  un- 
founded as  that  of  the  alleged  conspiracy 
for  the  severance  of  Church  and  State 
l>etween  the  Irish  Roman  Catholics.— [An 
hon.  Member:  Irish  Romanists.] — Irish 
Romanists  he  called  them,  but  he  had 
afterwards  disclaimed  using  the  word 
offensively — and  some  nameless  party  in 
the  Church.  It  was  unfortunate  that  the 
Prime  Minister  of  this  country  had  been 
unable  to  give  any  satisfactory  reason  for 
making  such  a  statement.  If  there  had 
been  such  a  combination  Cardinal  CuHen 
must  be  a  party  to  it.  The  only  evidence 
he  had  seen  of  any  extraordinary  combina- 
tion was  when  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  with  faces  in 
which  personal  admiration  was  artistically 
blended  with  religious  reverence,  conducted 
the  Prince  of  Wales  to  the  Catholic  Uni- 
versity, where  he  was  received  by  Cardinal 
CuUen — regarded  in  England  as  a  Jesuit 
of  the  Jesuits.  Why  at  one  part  of  the 
Session  was  a  Catholic  University  dangled 
before  the  eyes  of  the  Catholics,  and  theo, 
when  it  suited  the  party  in  power  to  get  up 
a  •*No  Popery"  cry,  why  was  the  idea 
abandoned  ?  But  when  he  heard  one  Ca- 
binet Minister  denouncing  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  another  on  an  important  ques- 
tion, he  lost  the  faculty  of  being  surprised. 
One  section  of  the  Cabinet  had  tpent  the 
Easter  Recess  in  ostentatious  adulation  of 
Popery,  while  the  Premier  directed  his 
efforts  to  raising  the  "No  Popery"  cry. 
It  was  inaccurately  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Kent  (Mr.  Dyke)  that 
Fenianism  had  not  been  put  forward  by 
anyone  in  debate  as  a  reason  for  the  Irish 
Church  policy  of  the  Opposition.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  had  distinctly  pnt  Feni- 
anism forward  as  a  ground  for  adopting  a 
remedial  policy,  and  rightly  so,  for  the 
man  would  be  undeserving  of  the  name  of 
statesman  who  would  attempt  to  deal  with 
the  condition  of  Ireland  and  ignore  such  a 
question  as  that.  Irish  discontent  in  the 
hands  of  Gentlemen  opposite  was  a  very 
elostio  substance.  When  Arms  Acts  and 
measures  of  repression  were  under  discus- 
sion the  situation  of  the  country  was  repre- 
sented as  desperate ;  but  when  remedial 
measures  were  suggested  Irish  discontent 
shrank  to  the  most  limited   proportions. 
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It  waB  alleged  tbat  the  Fenian  ranks  were 
composed  merely  of  adrenturers  and  Soci- 
alists, finding  sympathy  only  among  the 
fery  dregs  of  the  Irish  population.  Some 
two  or  three  years  ago  that  might  have 
been  the  case,  but  it  was  not  now.  Some 
of  the  outrages  which  had  happened,  must 
indeed,  have  been  the  work  of  ignorant, 
violent  persons.  The  Clerkenwell  explo- 
sion, for  instance,  and  the  attempted  assas- 
sination of  the  Duke  of  Bdinburgh  ;  if,  in- 
deed, the  latter  were  a  political  offence.  He 
believed  it  was  not.  [••Oh  !  Oh  !"]  Well, 
he  wonld  not  discuss  the  matter ;  but  he 
believed  there  was  not  sufficient  informa- 
tion before  the  country  to  enable  them  to 
judge.  Nobody,  however,  to  whom  an  op- 
portunity had  been  afforded  of  watching  the 
Fenian  conspiracy,  and  the  amount  of  dis- 
content in  Ireland,  could  have  failed  to  ob- 
serve that  the  Fenian  sentiment  was  spread- 
ing widely  and  had  extended  into  a  higher 
grade  recently  than  it  had  reached  before. 
Among  those  who  abstained  from  actively 
taking  part  in  the  organisation,  there  was  a 
wide  and  increasing  sympathy  with  the 
principle  which  it  avowed.  Passing  from  the 
subject  of  Fenianism,  there  was  a  symptom 
of  the  times  about  which  he  wished  to  say 
a  few  words  —  namely,  the  declaration  of 
the  Limerick  priests.  That  was  a  remark- 
able document,  drawn  up  by  a  man  of 
conspicoous  ability,  and  was  daily  receiv- 
ing adherence  from  those  who  avowed  their 
belief  that  the  Imperial  Parliament  was 
either  unable  or  unwilling  to  cope  with  the 
difficulties  of  Ireland.  But  Irishmen  who 
had  confidence  in  Parliament  looked  with 
intense  anxiety  to  the  result  of  that  debate, 
and  with  unspeakable  alarm  to  the  prospect 
of  this  Session  terminating  as  other  Ses- 
sions had  done,  without  the  passing  of  any 
measures,  but  measures  of  repression,  such 
as  the  suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus. 
The  suggestion  that  they  ought  to  wait  for 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  on  the  Irish 
Church  was  regarded  by  Irishmen  with 
ridicule  not  unmixed  with  contempt.  For 
what  were  they  asked  to  do  but  to  wait  for 
the  result  of  a  Commission,  the  members  of 
which  were  invested  with  no  power  to  deal 
with  the  evil,  and  who,  if  they  were,  noto- 
riously would  not  exercise  it  ?  But  then  it 
was  said  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland 
had  no  connection  with  the  unhappy  poli- 
tical and  social  condition  of  the  country. 
All  he  would  say  on  the  subject  was  that 
the  Irish  Church  was  best  described  as  the 
monster  grievance  of  Ireland.  Other  ques- 
tions urgently  demanded  a  settlement,  but 


the  Church  question  lay  deep  at  the  roots 
of  the  social  system,  aggravating:  and  em- 
bittering every  other  source  of  discontent. 
There  had  been  an  historical  quarrel  in  Ire- 
land between  the  natives  and  a  colony  of 
invaders;  and  under  these  circumstnnces'the 
devotion  of  the  national  Revenues  to  the  ex« 
elusive  use  of  the  Church  of  the  alien  colo- 
nists not  only  kept  alive  the  memory  of 
past  feuds,  but  was  a  living  monument  of 
foreign  conquest  and  native  subjugation. 
It  had  been  said  that  it  was  necessary  to 
maintain  the  Irish  Establishment  in  order 
to  preserve  the  Church  in  England.  But 
if  that  was  so,  what  stronger  argument 
could  be  used  with  tho  people  of  Ireland  in 
favour  of  lotal  separation  ?  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
stated,  on  the  authority  of  a  lawyer,  that 
the  effect  of  disendowing  the  Irish  Church 
would  be  to  repeal  the  legislative  Union  be- 
tween the  two  countries.  He  (Mr.  Serjeant 
Barry)  could  only  say  that  he  did  not  envy 
the  Judge  who  had  to  listen  to  the  lawyer 
who  made  that  statement.  One  of  tho 
four  canons  of  opposition  to  this  Bill  em- 
ployed by  the  right  hon.  Gcntlemon  the 
Prime  Minister  was  that  in  assailing  the 
temporalities  of  the  Church  they  wore 
striking  at  the  rights  of  private  property. 
He  denied  altogether  the  analogy  between 
the  title  of  a  private  person  to  his  estote 
and  that  of  the  Church  to  its  temporalities, 
and  for  this  reason — that  in  every  civilised 
community  every  member  of  that  commu- 
nity, as  the  very  condition  of  his  existence, 
acquired  certain  rights ;  but  the  Church 
had  only  an  existence  derived  from  the  law; 
it  was  not,  in  fact,  a  corporation,  and,  even 
if  it  were,  a  corporation  had  no  existence 
outside  the  law,  and  the  law  which  had 
created  could  destroy-^which  had  given 
could  take  away.  He  hoped  that  Parlia- 
ment would  adopt  that  Bill,  which  would 
be  a  first  step  towards  ameliorating  the  po- 
litical condition  of  Ireland.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  it  would  remove  all  the 
sources  of  discontent  in  that  country  ;  but  it 
would  strike  a  deadly  blow  at  the  root  of  that 
discontent.  He  believed  that  the  passing 
of  the  measure  would  go  far  towards  creat- 
ing in  Ireland  a  healthy  tone  of  public  opi- 
nion. It  would  inspire  the  peoplo  of  that 
country  with  confidence  in  the  United  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  would  be  a  large  advance  towards 
making  the  Union  between  the  two  countries, 
not  as  it  was  at  present,  a  forced  political 
connection,  but  a  real  Union,  maintained  hy 
a  mutual  sense  of  cquolity,  by  reciprocal 
good-will,  and  a  community  of  interests, 
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The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warren)  said,  that  the 
ri^iit  linn.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  had  argued  that  the  2nd 
and  3rd  Resolutions  were  corollaries  of 
the  Ist,  and  that  this  measure  ought  to  be 
accepted  as  a  corollary  of  the  Resolutions. 
But  it  was  one  thing  to  pass  an  abstract 
Resolution  and  another  thing  to  introduce 
a  measure  of  active  legislation.  A  Sus- 
pensory Bill  assumed  that  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  as  well  as  that  House  would 
disendow  and  disestablish  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  but  he  trusted  that  was  an  event 
which  never  would  occur.  The  Govern- 
ment did  not  believe  that  the  people  of 
the  United  Kingdom  would  cot)^ent  to  the 
disenduwment  or  disestablishment  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland,  and  were 
quite  prepared  to  appeal  from  this  mori- 
bund House  of  Commons  to  a  higher  tri- 
bunal— the  Commons  of  the  United  King- 
dom :  and  he  was  sure  this  appeal  would 
not  be  in  vain,  whether  it  were  made  to  the 
present  or  the  new  constituencies.  Burke, 
writing  to  Sir  Hercules  Langrish  upon  the 
Union,  said — 

"The  people  of  Great  Britain  might  be  de- 
pended upon  in  cases  of  nny  renl  danger  to  aid 
the  Government  of  Ireland  against  any  wicked 
attempts  to  shake  the  security  of  the  happy  con- 
stitution in  Church  and  State." 

He,  as  an  Irish  Member,  now  confidently 
appealed  to  the  Protestants  of  Great  Britain 
for  protection  against  this  wicked  attempt. 
He  would  not  on  this  occasion  argue  the 
question  as  to  the  desirability  of  continuing 
or  ending  the  Irish  Establishment  ;  he 
merely  wished  to  show  how  impolitic  it  would 
be  to  pass  the  Bill  precipitately.  It  behoved 
them  to  remember  the  safeguards  which  the 
wisdom  of  our  ancestors  had  placed  as  but- 
tresses for  the  Irish  Church.  He  referred 
to  the  Act  of  Settlement,  the  Coronation 
Oath,  and  the  pledges  which  were  given 
when  the  Emancipation  Act  was  passed. 
He  did  not  pretend,  however,  that  these 
were  beyond  the  power  of  the  Legislature 
to  touch.  He  conceded  that  Parliament 
was  able  to  rescind  its  enactments,  and 
that  the  Coronation  Oath  was  in  the 
nature  of  a  contract.  But  these  were 
important  and  solemn  considerations  in 
another  point  of  view,  and  he  asked  the 
House  to  pause  before  it  scattered  to  the 
winds  all  that  the  wisdom  of  statesmen 
Buch  as  Mr.  Pitt  and  Sir  Robert  Peel  had 
devised  for  the  protection  of  the  Irish 
Church.  Another  point  he  wished  to  im- 
press upon  the  House  was  that  the  niofe- 

Mr.  Serjeant  Barry 


ment  against  the  Irish  Church  was,  indeed, 
a  direct  attack  upon  the  Established  Church 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  It  was  only  neces- 
sary to  think  for  a  moment  who  supported 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  be  assured  of 
this.  First,  there  were  the  Friends  of  the 
voluntary  system,  who  were  opposed  to  all 
Establishments  ;  then  came  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics, who  were  unquestionably  opposed 
to  the  Protestant  Establishment  of  Eng- 
land. [*'No,  no!"]  Who  could  deny 
that  when  Roman  Catholic  Members  were 
continually  asking  for  religious  equality, 
in  calling  for  religious  equality  they  really 
called  for  the  disestablishment  and  dis- 
endowment  of  the  Church  of  England.  If 
religious  equality  were  attempted  in  Eng- 
land, it  must  be  either  by  levelling  up 
or  levelling  down.  Were  they  going  to 
level  up  by  raising  the  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy  in  this  country  ?  If  not,  they 
must  level  down  and  disendow  the  National 
Church  of  this  country.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Portarlington  (Mr.  Lawson) 
had  once  said  upon  this  subject — 

*'  We  should  never  lose  sight  of  this,  and  it  Is 
the  very  corner-stone  upon  which  the  Escabtish- 
ment  rests,  that  it  is  not  the  '  Church  of  Ireland ' 
at  all,  but  that  it  is  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland — and  that,  as  such,  it  is  to  bo  dealt 
with.  And  let  no  man  dare  to  bring  forward  in 
Parliament  any  Motion  relating  to  the  revenues  or 
property  of  the  Church  without  including  in  it 
that  of  which  we  are  a  part— the  Church  of  Ensr- 
hind." 

But  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Sooth 
Lancashire  had  dared  this  very  thing,  and 
his  right  hon.  Friend  was  strongly  sup- 
porting him.  Another  reason  for  post- 
ponement was  the  state  of  complete  dark- 
ness in  which  the  House  was  left  as  to 
what  was  to  be  done  with  the  funds  of 
the  Church  when  they  had  been  taken 
possession  of.  The  author  of  the  Bill  had 
said  they  were  to  be  applied  to  Irish  pur- 
poses and  not  to  the  clergy  of  Ireland  of 
any  denomination.  The  Bishop  Moriarty 
differed  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  claimed  the  spoil  for  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy,  and  he  himself  could  not 
see  what  should  be  done  with  the  money 
if  it  were  not  applied  to  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Bright)  seemed  to  have 
rather  a  curious  opinion  on  the  subject, 
and  his  view  appeared  to  be  different  from 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire.  Speaking  on 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Magaire)  he  had  said — 
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"  I  will  go  no  further,  but  to  Bay  that  whatever 
28  done,  if  a  single  sixpence  is  given  by  Parliament 
in  lieu  of  the  Maynooth  Grant  or  in  lieu  of  the 
Regium  Domim^  it  must  be  given  on  these  terms 
only — nndon  that  matter  I  think  Earl  Russell  has 
committed  a  great  error — that  it  becomes  the  ab- 
solute property  of  the  Catholics,  or  the  Episco- 
palians, or  of  the  Presbyterians  ;  it  must  be  as 
completely  their  property  as  the  property  of  the 

freat  Wesleyan  body  in  this  country,  or  of  the 
ndopendents,  or  of  the  Baptists,  belongs  to  those 
bodies.  It  must  be  property  which  Parliament 
can  never  pretend  to  control,  or  regulate,  or  with- 
draw."— [3  JJaiwonf,  czc.  1660.] 

Thus  the  several  Churches  of  Ireland  would, 
in  fact,  become  endowed   Churches,  with 
propertj  to  be  held  by  them  exempt  from 
the  control  of  Parliament.     This  sounds 
like  an  admission  that  ecclesiastical   pro- 
perty might  exist,  so  that  Parliament  could 
not  withdraw  it.     He  should  like  to  know 
what  securities  more  solemn,  binding,  or  ef- 
fectual could  be  proposed  for  Church  pro- 
perty thnn  the  Act  of  Union  with  Ireland  ; 
jet  the  hon.  Member  was  joined  with  his 
Friends  in  endeavouring  to  set  it  aside.  If 
property  might  be  held  by  a  religious  com- 
munity exempt  from  the  control  of  Parlia- 
ment, there  was  no  such  body  with  claims 
equal  tothosoof  the  Protestant  Established 
Church  of  Ireland.     It  had  been  charged 
against  the  supporters  of  the  Ministry  that 
they  had  offered  no  arguments  in  support 
of  the  Irish  Church  ;  lie  replied  that  none 
against  it  had  come  from  the  Opposition. 
All  the  assertions  of  the  Opposition  de- 
pended on  oue  proposition  which  had  never 
been  established  ;  he  referred  to  the  state- 
ment that  Irish  discontent  arose  from  the 
existence  of  tho  Irish  Establishment.    The 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  Serjeant  Barry)  had  said  that  was  the 
root  of  Irish  discontent.     This  he  denied; 
but  he  allowed  that  the  cause  as  stated  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  histori- 
cal.    The  cause  of  Irish  discontent  was 
that  the  races  had  not  mixed,  and  that  the 
conquering  race  held  not  only  the  property 
of  the  Church,  but  had  divided  the  property 
of  the  Irish  chieftains.     And  indeed  the 
complaint  on  the  ground  of  the  Church  pro- 
perty seems  futile  when  it  was  remembered 
that  it  was  taken  from  the  old  priests  of 
Ireland  in  the  time  of  Henry  II.,  and  not 
at  the  time  of  the  Reformation.     On  these 
grounds,  he  counselled  the  Houso  to  post- 
pone legislation  until  the  country  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  declaring  its  opinion  on 
the  subject. 

Mb.  murphy  said,  that,  as  a  Roman 
Catholic  Member  representing  a  not  unim- 
pertMit  eonatitaeoey,  he  was  anzioos  to 


express  his  views  on  the  subject.      He 
wished    to  treat  it    in   its  political    and 
social    aspect,    as   distinguished   from    its 
polemical   and   religious   side.     Ho  could 
assure  the  Houso  that  ho  expressed  the 
views  of  every  Roman  Catholic  gentleman 
of  education  in  Ireland  when  he  said  that 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Anglican  Church 
in  Ireland  was  not  supported  by  them  as 
an  aggression  on  the  religion  of  their  fellow- 
countrymen,  or  for  the  aggrandizement  of 
any  Church.    The  question,  as  it  presented 
itself  to  their  minds,  was,  whether  the  An- 
glican Establishment  was  to  be  continued 
in  Ireland  as  the  Church  of  the  minority 
of  the  nation,  and  as  a  type  of  hereditary 
political  ascendancy,  created  by  statesmen 
in  days  gone  by,  altogether  for  political 
purposes,  and  without  reference  to  the  re- 
ligious feelings  of  the  people,  the  only  real 
basis  of  such  an  institution.     That  Church 
created    a   discontent   which    was    widely 
spread  amongst  the  masses,  and  permeated 
every  stratum  of  society  in  Ireland;  and 
for  that  reason  all  the  soundest  politicians 
and  deepest  thinkers  of  this  and  preceding 
times  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  all 
its  political  and  sectarian  ascendancy  should 
be  abolished.    The  stock  argument  n$i;ain8t 
this  proposition  was,  that  the  Irish  Church 
had  been  so  inseparably  united  with  tho 
Church  of  England  by  the  Act  of  Union, 
that  if  you  attempted  to  infringe  the  tem- 
poralities of  the   Irish  Church,  you  neces- 
sarily must  deal  with  those  of  the  Church 
of  England.     The  lato  Lord   Plunket — a 
man   of  whom  every   Irishman    might  be 
proud — expressed,  in  the  year  1835,  when 
the   some   question    was   raised  upon  the 
Appropriation  Clause,  the  opinion  that  the 
partial  appropriation  of  the  Irish  Church 
property  to  educational  purposes  was  not 
in  tho  slightest  degree  a  violation  of  the 
principles  of  Protestantism,  or  of  the  Act 
of  Union,  and  that  the  5th  Article  of  that 
Act,  while  it  identified  the  Churches  of 
England  and  Ireland,  with  regard  to  wor- 
ship, doctrine,  and  discipline,  did  not  iden- 
tify them  with  respect  to  temporalities,  for 
otherwise  the  whole  system  of  composition 
for  tithes  was  in  violation  of  it.     It  had 
been  urged  that  this  Church,  having  been 
consecrated  by  ages,  should  not  bo  dis- 
turbed; but  the  House  would  recollect  that 
Lord    Melbourne  once  said    that   it    was 
never  contemplated  to  have  in  Ireland  a 
Roman  Catholic  population  and  a  Protes- 
tant clergy;    that  tho  intention  was  the 
eradication  of  the  Roman  Catholic  and  the 
lubatitution  of  the  Protestant  faith  ;  ani 
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that  that  policy  hftving  been  abandoned  bj 
the  repeal  of  the  Penal  Laws,  an  opposite 
course  ought  now  to  be  pursued.  It  was 
said  that  the  Protestant  people  of  England 
and  Ireland  were  unanimously  opposed  to 
any  meddling  with  the  revenues  of  the 
Irish  Church  ;  but  he  could  not  agree  in 
that  opinion,  nnd  as  an  instance  that  the 
assertion  was  not  true,  he  might  refer  to  a 
meeting  in  favour  of  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Church,  held  three  weeks  ago 
in  the  city  he  had  the  honour  to  represent 
— Cork.  The  meeting  was  called  in  com- 
pliance with  a  requisition  signed  by  up- 
wards of  10,000  persons.  A  Protestant 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county  was  chair- 
man, and  the  speakers  (amongst  others) 
were  Protestant  noblemen  and  persons  of 
the  highest  position  in  the  county.  It 
was  not  true  that  all  members  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  in  Ireland  believed  the 
present  position  of  the  Church  subserved 
the  interests  of  true  religion.  With  respect 
to  that,  ho  might  stato  he  received  a 
letter  recently  from  an  eminent  Protestant 
clergyman  in  Ireland,  in  which  he  said — 

"I  hnve  no  desire  to  see  the  connection  be- 
tween Church  and  State  in  Ireland  oontinued  for 
one  week  longer." 

In  conclusion,  he  trusted  the  House  would 
inaugurate  a  new  and  happy  era  in  Ire- 
land by  passing  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire. 

Lord  ELCHO  :  I  can  assure  the  House 
that  I  shall  trouble  them  but  for  a  few 
moments,  and  in  doing  so  I  shall  not  at- 
tempt to  follow  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  Serjeant  Barry) 
in  his  argument  as  to  whether  there  is  a 
crisis  in  Ireland  sufficient  to  justify  the 
course  of  policy  pursued  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  or  whether  the  policy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  or  will  not  put 
an  end  to  dissatisfaction  in  Irelnndi  or  will 
maintain  or  do  away  with  the  Union.  On 
that  point  I  hold  a  very  strong  opinion, 
which  I  have  ventured  to  express  before 
-—that  logically  this  Bill  leads  to  the  dis- 
establishment of  all  Churches  or  to  the  re- 
peal of  the  Union.  Now,  I  am  opposed 
to  this  Billy  because  it  oppears  to  me  to 
be  a  stretch  of  the  power  of  a  majority  to 
force  this  legislation  through  this  House. 
It  is  a  stretch  in  this  way — I  do  not  believe 
it  to  be  necessary,  and,  certainly,  such  a 
course  is  unprecedented  ;  it  is  logically  the 
result  of  the  circumstance  that  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  the   Member  for  Sonth 
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Lancashire  has  spoken  so  strongly  against 
the  policy  of  bringing  forward  an  abttract 
Resolution.  Having  so  spoken,  Sir,  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man feels  himself  bound  to  bring  forward 
this  Bill,  lest  it  should  be  said  that  he  had 
moved  an  abstract  Resolution  which  could 
produce  no  results.  I  shall  oppose  this 
measure  with  ray  vote  on  the  same  ground 
that  I  opposed  the  Resolutions  which  were 
brought  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Both  the  Bill  and  the  Resolutions 
have  been  brought  forward  on  the  ground 
of  religious  equality •  Now,  I  deny  the 
possibility,  under  our  present  Constitution, 
of  establishing  the  principle  of  religions 
equality.  Ton  may  have  the  principle  of 
religious  toleration,  to  any  extent ;  but  the 
principle  of  religious  equality,  I  maintain, 
directly,  logically,  and  I  believe  practically, 
does  lead,  and  will  lead,  to  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Chnrch  in  Scotland  and  in 
England,  and,  as  I  have  stated,  to  the 
repeal  of  the  Union.  I  have  but  a  very 
few  words  to  say  upon  this  subject,  but  I 
hope  they  will  be  very  much  to  the  point. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan,  with  a 
view  to  calming  the  apprehensions  of  those 
who  desire  to  see  the  continuance  of  the 
connection  between  Church  and  State,  says 
that  the  party  with  whom  he  is  connected 
— the  Irish  Roman  Catholics,  and,  as  I 
take  it,  the  Roman  Catholics  of  England 
also  —  do  not  look  in  any  way  to  further 
legislation  on  this  question  of  Church  Es- 
tablishment —  that  no  ancillary  measures 
are  intended  —  that  they  do  not  wish  to 
attaek  the  Established  Church  of  England 
or  our  Protestant  institutions.  Now,  Sir, 
that  is  language  which  has  been  heard 
within  the  walls  of  Parliament  before,  and 
from  the  same  quarter.  It  was  heard  forty 
years  ago.  It  was  heard  on  the  Roman 
Catholic  Emancipation  Act,  at  the  time  of 
Maynooth,  and  it  will  be  heard  in  this 
House  again  and  again  till  there  is  that 
religious  equality  which  those  Gentlemen 
who  represent  Roman  Catholic  constituen- 
cies contend  can  lie  only  in  the  supremacy 
of  their  Church— ["Oh,  oh!"]— if  not  in 
its  supremacy,  at  any  rate  in  its  perfect 
equality.  Now,  what  does  perfect  equality 
mean  ?  When  the  House  was  kind  enough 
to  hear  me  on  the  Resolutions  I  said  that 
to  establish  perfect  religious  equality  in 
Ireland  you  must  throw  open  the  Lord 
Lieutenancy  to  Roman  Catholics,  I  said 
that  in  England  you  must  have  the  Wool- 
sack open  to  Roman  Catholios,  and  I  said 
—or,  if  I  did  not  laj  it  I  intended  to  aaji 
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that  joa  must  go  further— you  uuBi  re- 
peal the  Aet  of  Settlement,  and  that  the 
Throne  of  this  country,  if  you  were  tohafe 
perfect  religious  equality,  must  he  thrown 
open  to  Roman  Catholics  as  well  as  to 
Protestants.  That  statement  was  no  doubt 
laughed  at  at  the  time.  It  was  regarded 
as  a  day-dream  ;  hut  what  has  occurred 
since?  This  question  now  stands  before 
us  in  a  very  different  light  from  that  in 
which  it  appeared  last  time  1  addressed 
the  House.  A  Notice  which  has  been  given 
since  that  discussion  may  have  escaped 
the  attention  of  some  hon.  Members,  in- 
asmuch as  it  was  handed  to  the  clerks  at 
the  table  instead  of  being  publicly  an- 
nounced. It  is  a  Notice  given  by  an  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  has  been  most 
prolific  in  his  attempts  at  legislation-^an 
hon.  Gentleman  who  the  other  night 
brought  forward  a  Motion  with  reference 
to  a  residence  for  Her  Majesty  in  Ireland, 
and  to  show  that  this  hon.  Gentleman  is 
not  a  mere  enthusiast,  to  show  that  he  is 
not  an  unreasoning  and  unreasonable  man, 
I  will  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire,  who  on 
the  occasion  of  the  Motion  being  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  is  a 
Baronet,  gave  him  a  character,  and  said 
that  his  hon.  Friend  was  '*  remarkable  for 
his  intelligence  and  his  moderation."  Now, 
Sir,  what  docs  this  Roman  Catholic  Mem- 
ber, this  '*  intelligent  and  moderate  "  Ro- 
man Catholic  Member,  propose  ?     Hero  it 


"  Sir  Golman  O'Logblen, — In  Committee  on 
Promiuoiy  Oaths  Bill : — To  move  the  following 
CUuse :— (Sovereigns  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  shall  not  be 
reqaired  to  take  the  Declaration  against  Tran- 
sobstantiation,  Ac.  at  their  Coronation  or  at  anj 
other  time.)" 

It  goes  on  to  say — 

"  After  the  passing  of  this  Act  no  Sovereign  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  shall  be  required  to 
take,  make,  or  sobscribe  at  his  Coronation,  or  on 
the  first  day  of  his  first  Parliament,  whicheTer  shall 
first  happen,  or  any  other  time,  the  Declaration 
commonly  ciilled  the  Declaration  against  Trnn- 
Bubstantiation  and  the  Invocation  of  Saints  and 
tlie  Saertfiee  of  the  Mass  as  practised  in  the 
Cbareb  of  Rome,  anything  in  the  BiU  of  Rights 
or  Act  of  Settlement  to  the  contrary  in  anywise 
notwithstanding." 

Will  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  now 
■ay  that  there  is  nothing  ancillary  to  this 
measure,  at  least  in  the  mind  of  one  ''  in- 
telligent and  moderate  "  Roman  Catholic  ? 
With  that  Declaration  on  the  table  of  this 
House  this  qaeation  assumes  a  dififerent 
light     Why  is  tbia  measure  brought  for- 


ward ?  It  Is  brought  forward  as  a  cure 
for  Fenianism;  it  is  brought  forward  to 
produce  content  in  Ireland;  and  here  we 
have  before  this  measure  has  passed  the 
second  reading  a  Motion  on  the  table  which 
says  that  those  whom  it  is  sought  to  satisfy 
by  this  policy  and  by  this  measure  will  not 
be  satisfied  at  all  until  they  have  complete 
religious  equality  —  an  equality  that  can 
only  be  obtained  by  repealing  the  Act  of 
Settlement.  I  stand  here  as  an  indepen- 
dent Member  of  Parliament.  [''  Oh,  oh !" 
and  laughter,]  Those  Gentlemen  who  make 
those  pleasant  noises  behind  me — I  would 
ask  any  one  of  those  Gentlemen  who  in- 
dulged in  the  sound  to  get  up  in  his  place, 
and  to  show  me,  by  words  uttered  by  me 
in  this  House,  or  printed  in  addresses  to 
my  constituents,  how  I  have  ceased  to  ha 
an  independent  Member.  For  a  time  I 
gave  my  support  to  Lord  Palmerston.  I 
owe  no  allegiance  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Lancashire, 
and  if 'there  were  cross- Benches  in  this 
House,  I  should  sit  upon  them.  There  ore 
no  cross-Benches  in  this  House,  and,  upon 
the  whole,  my  sympathies  being  more  with 
the  Liberal  side,  I  sit  upon  the  next  thing 
to  the  cross-Benches.  I  repeat  I  stand 
here  as  an  independent  Meniher.  The 
consistency  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  or  on 
this  side  of  the  House  is  a  matter  of  in- 
difference to  mc.  I  do  not  care  whether 
the  one  sa^-s,  "  We  will  attain  religious 
equality  by  levelling  up,"  or  the  other, 
"  We  will  attain  that  object  by  levelling 
down."  To-night  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  hos  denied  that 
there  ever  was  ony  question  in  the  Cabinet 
of  levelling  up  by  endowing  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion  in  Ireland.  As  an  Inde- 
pendent Member  of  this  House,  I  see  thai 
the  Government  are  prepared  to  the  host 
of  their  ability  to  resist  this  course  of  le- 
gislation, and  to  maintain  the  Constitution 
as  secured  by  the  Act  of  Settlement.  On 
the  other  side,  I  see  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Lancashire—I 
give  him  credit  for  sincerity  in  the  matter, 
[•*  Oh,  oh  !  "] — I  am  sorry  thot  it  is  offen- 
sive tu  hon.  Members  near  me  that  I  should 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  credit  for 
sincerity,  hut,  nevertheless,  I  do  give  him 
credit  for  sincerity — embarked  in  a  policy 
which  I  honeslly  and  conscientiously  think 
sooner  or  later  will  end  in  the  results  to 
which  I  have  already  referred.  Feeling 
and  believing  that  these  results  will  surely 
follow  the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
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mnn  if  it  be  adopted.  I  shall  give  my 
eordinl  support  to  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
yernment  in  preference  to  that  of  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman.  I  know  not  what  is  going 
to  happen.  I  know  not  whether  we  are  or 
are  not  to  have  an  appeal  to  our  constitu- 
encies ;  but  I  tliink  it  desirable  that  the 
country  should  clearly  and  intelligibly  see 
what  possibly  may  be  in  store  for  us  should 
the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be 
adopted  ;  and  I  only  hope  that  the  Motion 
of  which  I  have  read  the  words,  and  which 
has  been  put  upon  the  table  of  this  Housei 
will  be  written  in  big  letters  in  every  bo- 
rough and  in  every  county  in  this  great 
country.  No  doubt,  if  we  ore  to  have  a 
dissolution  upon  this  question,  it  will  be  a 
great  inconvenience  and  a  great  expense  to 
every  Member  of  this  House  ;  but  all  I 
can  say  is  that  in  such  an  event,  I  shall  go 
to  my  constituency  with  a  clear  conscience 
and  with  a  full  confidence  as  to  the  re- 
sult. 

Ma  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  th*e  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  sat  down  had  taken 
great  pains  to  prove  his  right  to  the  title 
of  an  independent  Member,  but  he  could 
assure  him  that  he  had  put  himself  to  un- 
necessary trouble.  The  noble  Lord  had 
stated  that  his  sympathies  were  generally 
on  tho  Liberal  side,  but  if  that  were  the 
case,  he  certainly  exercised  a  most  remark- 
able control  over  himself  by  not  yielding  to 
those  sympathies.  He  could  assure  the 
House  that  he  would  detain  them  but  a 
few  minutes  while  he  made  a  few  observa- 
tions on  the  Bill  before  them.  Althou^h 
feelinrr  deeply  upon  the  question  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Irelnnd,  ho  had  not 
taken  part  in  ony  of  the  debates  which  had 
occurred  upon  the  subject,  and  he  should 
not  httvo  risen  upon  that  occasion  had  it 
not  been  for  one  remark  which  fell  from 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Warren)  just  before  he  snt  down,  in  which 
he  expressed  his  surprise  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
oould  suppose  tliat  they  were  doing  any- 
thing by  this  course  of  legislation  to  stay 
the  discontent  which  existed  in  Ireland. 
In  that  remark  lay  the  whole  drift  of 
tho  question,  and  he  would  shortly  state 
why  ho  thought  they  were  doing  a  great 
deal  to  still  the  discontent  in  that  coun- 
try. A  great  deal  had  been  said  about 
tho  Act  of  Union.  The  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  sat  down  said,  he  believed  the 
Union  would  be  in  danger  if  this  legislation 
were  carried  into  effect ;  but  he,  on  tho 
contrary,  believed  that  the  Union  would  be 

Lard  Elcho 


in  the  greatest  possible  danger  if  this  legis- 
lation were  not  carried  out.  Why  bad  we 
this  discontent  in  Ireland  ?  Hon.  Gentle- 
men told  them  they  were  pandering  to  the 
Fenian  agitation.  He  supposed  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  of  the  House  had  as  great 
a  contempt  for  the  Fenian  agitation  as  hon. 
Members  opposite  could  have,  and  as  great 
a  determination  to  put  it  down,  but  they 
saw  very  well  that  behind  that  agitotion 
there  was  a  feeling  in  Ireland  which  alone 
made  it  possible  for  that  agitation  to  take 
any  hold.  And  whence  arose  that  feeling  ? 
It  arose  from  what  he  was  compelled  to 
believe  was  a  reasonable  and  natural  feeling 
on  the  part  of  Irishmen  at  this  moment. 
Much  had  been  said  about  religious  equa- 
lity, but  something  should  also  be  said 
about  political  equality.  What  were  the 
real  conditions  of  the  Union  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  ?  Upon  what  conditions 
would  an  Irish  patriot  desire  to  preserve 
that  Union  ?  Certainly  not  upon  the  con- 
dition of  the  absorption  of  Ireland  into 
England,  but  upon  as  fair  conditions  of 
political  equality  between  England  and  Ire- 
land as  between  England  and  Scotland  ; 
that  there  should  be  a  common  Legislature 
for  Imperial  purposes,  but  that  the  special 
legislation  for  each  country  should  be  ia 
accordance  with  the  feelings  and  with  the 
interests  of  the  country  affected  by  that 
legislation.  Was  there  any  patriot  in  Ire- 
land who  would  ask  for  the  preservation  of 
the  Union  on  any  other  ground  ?  Was 
there  anything  that  came  more  nearly  home 
to  a  man's  interest  and  feelings  than  his 
religion  ?  The  feeling  of  the  enorroouB 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  was  against 
the  Irish  Church  Establishment.  If  Par- 
liament wished  to  preserve  the  Union,  it 
must  do  one  of  two  things — either  trample 
down  the  feelings  of  Irish  nationality  or 
admit  Ireland  to  union  with  England  on 
terms  of  equality.  It  was  said  that  the 
Irish  Church  was  an  Imperial  question, 
and  that  the  condition  of  the  Union  was 
that  the  Established  Church  should  be 
maintained  in  that  country.  But  was  that 
the  condition  of  the  Union  between  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.  Was  it  to  be  said  that 
the  influence  and  interests  of  the  English 
Church  were  so  great  that,  whatever  Irish 
patriots  might  demand,  Parliament  could 
do  nothing  for  them  ?  He  did  not  believe 
that  an  argument  fraught  with  greater 
danger  to  the  Established  Church  in  Eng- 
land could  bo  devised.  He  wished  for  the 
preservation  of  the  English  Chnrch*  He 
was  not  brought  up  in  it.    He  was  born 
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and  brought  up  as  a  Dissenter.  But  he 
believed  that  the  English  Episcopal  Church 
as  an  Established  Church  was  a  greai 
blessing,  and  that  this  was  the  feeling  of 
the  English  people.  But  on  what  other 
ground,  except  upon  this  feeling,  could 
the  English  Church  be  maintained  ?  If 
the  English  people  wished  it  to  cease  would 
it  be  continued  ?  The  people  of  Ireland 
did  not  wish  the  Irish  Church  to  remain. 
He  trusted  that  those  who  felt  it  to  be 
necessary  to  the  stability,  and  almost  to 
the  existence  of  the  Empire,  that  Ireland 
should  be  contented  would  not  be  told  that 
they  roust  choose  between  the  English 
Church  and  keeping  up  a  Church  in  Ireland 
which  the  majority  of  the  people  disliked. 
It  was  impossible,  as  he  had  said,  to  inflict 
a  greater  blow  upon  the  English  Church 
than  an  argument  of  that  kind.  In  the 
one  ease  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of 
England,  and  even  the  Dissenters,  wished 
for  the  preservation  of  the  English  Church. 
The  strength  of  the  English  Church  was 
not  in  her  hierarchy,  or  in  the  presence  of 
the  Bishops  in  the  House  of  Lords,  but  in 
her  parochial  system,  and  in  the  feeling  that 
this  ideal  was  not  always,  but  was  still 
fairly  fulfilled,  that  there  was  a  man  in 
every  parish  of  good  character,  moro  or  less 
devoted  to  the  high  objects  set  before  him, 
and  in  a  position  to  look  after,  not  only  the 
spiritual  and  moral,  but  also  the  temporal 
welfare  of  the  people  of  his  parish.  There 
was  no  such  state  of  things — no  such  pa- 
rochial system  was  possible  in  at  least 
three  of  the  provinces  of  Ireland.  A  right 
rev.  Prelate,  for  whom  he  had  the  highest 
respect,  had  threatened  them  with  20,000 
parsons  using  their  pulpits  for  election 
ertes  if  the  Irish  Church  question  should 
be  settled  according  to  the  wishes  of  the 
Irish  people.  There  was  no  one  for 
whom  he  entertained  greater  respect  than 
for  that  right  rev.  Prelate ;  but  he  was 
sure  when  he  came  to  consider  what 
were  the  real  interests  of  the  Church, 
of  which  he  was  such  an  ornament,  he 
must  feel  that  was  scarcely  the  kind  of 
argument  he  should  have  used  on  this 
question.  He  had  not  intended  to  trouble 
the  House  with  any  remarks  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion ;  but,  being  on  his  legs, 
he  would  venture  before  sitting  down  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  what  was  the  real 
opinion  of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
the  question  of  religious  equality  on  which 
his  noble  Friend  who  last  spoke  seemed 
to  dififer  from  them,  his  sympathies  being. 


as  he  said,  with  that  side  of  the  House 
while  he  always  so  efficiently  supported 
the  other.  The  words  of  the  noble  Eai4 
(the  Earl  of  Mayo)  had  been  quoted  this 
evening  ;  they  were  alluded  to  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment in  a  particularly  marked  manner. 
He  said  he  did  not  accept  the  interprcta- 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire  put  on  those  words ; 
but  he  very  carefully  avoided  in  any  way 
disowning  those  words ;  and,  after  having 
simply  stated  that  he  did  not  accept  his 
right  hon.  Friend's  interpretation,  he  went 
on  to  sny  what  he  himself  was  or  was  not  re- 
sponsible for.  He  said  he  never  used  words 
implying  religious  equality,  and  nobody 
on  that  side  of  the  House  ever  charged 
him  with  having  done  so.  All  they  ever 
charged  him  with  was  this — that  evidently 
entirely  disbelieving  in  religious  equality 
in  Ireland — having  before,  and  again  to- 
night, stated  how  futile,  how  absurd  in  his 
mind  was  religious  equality,  he  sat  quietly 
by  while  tliat  one  of  his  Colleagues  who 
was  specially  responsible  for  the  affairs  of 
Ireland,  in  a  speech  in  which  he  was  ex- 
pected to  state  the  policy  of  the  Ministry 
in  regard  to  Ireland,  brought  in  that  re- 
mark, not  as  a  personal  or  casual  obser- 
vation, but  at  the  close  of  a  chain  of  argu- 
ment, when  they  were  all  looking  anxiously 
to  know  what  the  policy  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Government  would  be  as  to  keeping 
up  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland.  The 
noble  Earl  spoke  with  great  definitiveness 
when  he  said  that  there  could  be  no  ob- 
jection to  religious  equality,  provided  it 
was  not  effected  by  confiscation.  What 
he  wanted  to  ask  was,  how  did  the  Pre* 
mier  explain  that  allnsion  of  the  noble 
Earl  to  religious  equality?  There  was 
nothing  that  had  been  said  by  the  Premier 
that  contradicted  that  allusion  ;  on  the 
contrary,  it  was  clear  that  the  allusion  ap- 
peared to  fill  up  the  programme  of  the 
Premier.  He  said  his  policy  in  Ireland  was 
to  create,  not  to  destroy.  With  his  great 
power  of  language  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  fond  of  using  words  which  appeared  to 
mean  a  great  deal  more  than  he  explained 
at  the  time,  and  the  meaning  of  those 
words  he  had  never  explained.  The  House 
had  a  right  to  ask  the  Premier  whether 
he  disagreed  with  the  words  used  by  the 
noble  Earl ;  or,  if  he  did  not  disagree 
with  them,  what  interpretation  he  put  on 
them.  It  was  not  fair,  as  this  question  was 
to  be  brought  before  the  new  constituen- 
cies, that  Gentlemen  opposite  should  go  to 
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the  hustings  with  two  cries  —  that  they 
should  raise  in  the  presence  of  the  strong 
Protestant  followers  of  the  hon.  Memher 
or  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
he  would  not  saj  the  *'  No  Popery  '*  but  a 
strong  Protestant  cry  ;  and  that,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  should  go  before  the 
Boman  Catholics  of  England  and  Ireland 
and  say,  "  You  had  better  not  take  your 
adfice  from  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
South  Lancashire,  but  take  your  advice 
from  Rome,  and  Cardinal  Antouelli  will 
say,  *  Don*t  be  so  excessively  earnest  to 
disestablish  the  Irish  Church — rather  have 
faith  in  that  great  man,  the  present  Pre- 
mier of  England.  He  has  never  listened 
to  the  cry  of  a  Free  Italy,  and  has  always 
opposed  the  Member  for  South  Lancashire, 
who,  though  he  appears  to  be  on  your 
side,  has  done  the  cause  of  Ultramon- 
tanism  no  good  in  past  days.  Don't  be 
afraid  ;  it  is  true  the  Premier  will  not  dis- 
establish the  Irish  Church,  but  something 
very  prosperous  for  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  Ireland  will  follow  from  his  action  if  you 
will  allow  him  to  remain  in  power.'  "  It 
was  not  fair  to  lay  too  much  stress  upon 
one  speech  of  any  Minister  of  the  Crown ; 
but  he  thought  they  had  a  right  to  ask  the 
Premier  at  this  last  moment  to  say,  whether 
he  disavowed  the  statements  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  if  not  how  he 
explained  them. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  this  evening  seemed  to  complain 
very  much  that  I  should  offer  any  opposi* 
tion  to  his  Motion,  on  the  ground  that 
the  Ministry  had  not  opposed  the  2nd 
and  3rd  Resolutions,  which  he  previously 
moved.  We  did  not  oppose  those  Resolu- 
tions, because,  as  I  described  them,  we 
looked  on  them  as  being  corollaries  of  the  1st 
Resolution  ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
admitted  the  justness  of  that  description. 
It  does  not  follow  that,  when  you  oppose  a 
policy,  you  are  bound  to  oppose  it  on  every 
stage.  Common  courtesy  and  the  common 
leuse  of  the  House  teach  us  that  such  a 
way  of  conducting  public  business  would  be 
utterly  impracticable.  We  had  taken  on  the 
Resolutions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
two  divisions  in  full  Houses,  and,  therefore, 
I  only  followed  Parliamentary  custom  in 
announcing  that  though  we  objected  to  the 
2nd  and  3rd  Resolutions  as  strongly  as 
to  the  1st,  yet  we  should  be  content  not 
to  take  any  formal  division  on  them,  ex- 
pressing only  our  protest  against  them; 
but  that  wo  ahoold  reserve  our  Parliaven- 
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tary  right,  when  the  Resolutions  assumed 
the  shape  of  a  Bill,  to  express  our  diasent 
from  the  measure.  I  apprehend  that  the 
course  we  took  was  not  only  conve- 
nient to  the  House,  but  consonant  with 
common  sense.  To  say  that  hecause 
we  did  not  take  further  divisions  on  the 
2nd  and  3rd  Resolutions  we  are  there- 
fore estopped  from  opposing  the  Bill  is  a 
proposition  which  every  person,  on  reflec- 
tion, will  feel  to  be  one  that  cannot  be 
sustained.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
not  content  with  maintaining  that  we  are 
unreasonable  in  opposing  the  Bill,  because 
we  did  not  oppose,  except  by  protest,  the 
2nd  and  3rd  Resolutions,  says  that  we 
ought  to  support  the  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

"  Not  onlj  am  I  astonished  that  you  oppose  the 
Bill,  but  I  had  every  reaton  to  believe  that  70a 
would  deem  it  your  policy  and  an  advantage  to 
sapport  it ;  because  you  have  consented  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  to  investigate  the 
condition  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  as  you  yonr- 
selves  admit  the  possibility  of  the  Committee  pro- 
posing considerable  modifications  in  the  tempo- 
ralities of  the  Irish  Church,  what  could  be  more 
convenient  than  that  in  the  meantime  you  should 
pass  a  Suspensory  Bill  which  would  prevent  the 
creation  of  any  new  vested  interest,  which  it 
would  be  very  inconvenient  for  you  to  have  to 
deal  with  by  after  legislation." 

Well,  Sir,  I  am  perfectly  willing  so  far  to 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
if  he  will  undertake  in  Committee  to  pro- 
pose clauses  providing  that  all  the  reaoorees 
which  may  accrue  from  the  suspended 
bishoprics  and  rectories  should,  when  our 
ultimate  legislation  is  decided  upon,  be 
apportioned  and  secured  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  I  will  consider 
his  proposition  of  supporting  tho  present 
Bill  with  feelings  very  much  inclined  to 
accede  to  his  request.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  forgets  that  he  intro- 
duces to  our  notice  a  Bill  which  contains 
no  provisions  of  that  nature.  He  does  not 
secure  that  the  results  of  the  suspension  of 
these  benefices  will  be  apportioned  hereafter 
to  the  benefit  of  that  Estahlishment  which 
we  seek  to  uphold  ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
he  has  to-night  given  a  new  version  of  his 
policy,  and,  alarmed  by  an  impression  in 
the  House  that  led  to  the  propoasl  of  a 
very  awkward  Motion — an  impression  that 
he  was  prepared,  when  the  results  of  sus- 
pending these  benefices  had  accrued,  to 
allot  the  sums  thus  acquired  to  the  advan- 
tage of  another  Church — that  is,  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church— the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
comes  down  to-night  and  tells  ua  most 
distinctly  that  hia  policy  is  that  none  of 
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the  sequestered  revenues  of  the  Established 
Church  ID  Ireland  shall  be  apportioned 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  religious  in- 
stitutions of  any  other  creed  whaterer. 
Well,  what  is  the  consequence  ?  The 
right  hon.  dentleman  has  come  down  to- 
night to  give  us  a  new  czpresBion  of  his 
policy,  to  propose  that  Church  revenues 
—  that  funds  which  have  been  conse- 
crated to  religious  purposes — shall  in  fu- 
ture be  applied  to  secular  uses.  Therefore, 
the  question  hss  assumed  quite  a  dif- 
ferent aspect  to-night.  Sir,  I  am  as  much 
opposed  to  the  new  scheme  of  the  right 
hoii.  Gentleman  as  to  the  one  that  he  was 
accused  of  holding  during  the  late  debate, 
and  which  this  evening  he  has  repudiated. 
I  am  myself  entirely  opposed  to  applying 
any  property  which  has  been  once  devoted 
to  spiritual  purposes  to  what  are  called 
secular  uses.  I  know  of  no  instance  in 
which  appropriations  of  that  kind  have 
ever  occurred  in  which  they  have  not 
ended  either  in  the  advantage  of  some 
individool  or  of  some  family  ;  or,  if  there 
hos  been  some  more  plausible  appropriation 
for  a  public  purpose,  it  has  been  applied 
with  the  utmost  wastefulness,  and  ulti- 
mately with  complete  misapplication.  On 
these  grounds,  then,  I  vindicate  my  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  I  cannot  agree  to  support 
it.  But,  Sir,  these  are  the  two  main  argu- 
ments that  were  brought  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  rest  of  the 
discussion,  as  far  as  his  own  observations 
and  those  of  his  principal  supporters  to- 
night are  concerned,  has  consisted  in  refer- 
ences to  an  extract  from  a  passage  in  the 
speech  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  We  have  heard 
that  speech  referred  to  on  every  occasion 
on  which  this  subject  has  been  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  have  a  passage  cut  out  of 
that  speech,  and  I  have  observed  it  passed 
along  as  they  speak  in  turn.  Sometimes 
it  is  in  the  possession  of  a  noble  Lord,  then 
of  a  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  then  it  gets 
into  the  hands  of  a  Gentleman  with  a 
humbler  title.  It  is  well  thumbed  and 
well  worn  ;  and  now  I  am  called  upon  to 
explain  it.  In  the  first  place,  before  I 
explain  it,  I  wish  to  know  what  is  the 
charge  that  is  made  against  my  noble 
Friend,  because  it  has  been  expressed  in 
sueh  various  terms—it  has  assumed  on  dif- 
ferent nights  such  different  forms  that, 
before  I  reply  I  would  like  distinctly  to 
ascertab  wlut  the  preoiae  charge  is*    We 


have  had  it  to-night,  with  candid  precision^ 
from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for   Portarlington   (Mr.   Lawson),   and   I 
must  do  him  the  justice  to  say  that  he  made 
the  charge  distinctly;  and,  as  one  who  was 
the  principal  Law  Adviser  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment, I  take  it  for  granted  that  he 
had  well  considered  the   terms — that  he 
had  made  himself  master  of  the  case— 
that,  being  a  practised  master  of  the  foren* 
sic  art,  he  placed  it  before  the  House  most 
favourably  to  the  views  and  interests  of  his 
Friends.     I  take   it,  therefore,   from  his 
showing,  because  the  House  must  have  ob« 
served   that    when  the    hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  and  others 
have  spoken  on  the  subject  they  have  made 
Tague  insinuations  and  inuendoes,  calling 
upon  me  to  explain  expressions  of  my  noble 
Friend  without  distinctly  alleging  them; 
bat,  while  making  a  certain  appearance  of 
urging   some   odious  charge,   they   have 
avoided  giving  any  distinct  expression  of 
what  they  meant.  In  this  case  that  eannot 
be  said,  I  am  bound  to  admit,  of  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman  the   Member  for    Port- 
arlington.    What   are  his  charges  ?     He 
said  that  the  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant came  down  with  an  Irish  policy,  and 
that  he  proposed,  in  the  first  place,  to  en- 
dow a  lUman  Catholic  University.     Well, 
we  have  heard  that  charge  before,  and  it 
has  been  contradicted.    I  myself  have  said 
over  and  over  again  that  it  never  was  pro- 
posed by  us  to  endow  a  Roman  Catholic 
University,     f"  Oh,  oh."l     What  is  the 
use  of  saying  "  Oh,  oh  !     now  that  the 
correspondence  is  on   the  table  and  you 
yourselves  can  judge  for  yourselves  whether 
there  ever  wos  such  a  proposition  on  our 
part  ?     On  the  contrary,  there  was  from 
others  a  proposition  that  a  Roman  Catholie 
University  should  receive  an  endowment, 
and  that  endowment  was  refused  by   us. 
Well,    so   much  for  that  distinct  charge. 
What  is  the  second  charge  ?     That  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  proposed  to 
pay  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy.    I  must  soy 
that  I  myself  listened  with  great  attention 
to  my  noble  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  I  heard  no 
proposition  of   the  kind.      I  myielf  took 
part    in   the   debate.      I    do    not    know 
whether  I  spoke  the  same  night  as  my 
noble  Friend,  but  if  I  did  not  I  spoke  the 
second  night  of  the  debate  ;  and  I  said 
then,  most  distinctly,  that  we,  as  a  Go- 
vernment, entirely  disapproved  paying  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy.    I  stated  our  rea- 
sons for  that  disapproval,  and  expressed 
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our  opinion  that  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy 
were  sincere — certainly  at  present — in  re- 
jecting any  proposition  of  the  kind.     Now, 
these  are  the  two  most  considerable  charges 
•"^the  endowment  of   a   Roman    Catholic 
University  and  the  payment  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy.     I  say   that  we  did  not 
propose  to  endow  a  Roman  Catholic  Univer- 
aity,  nor  to  pny  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  ; 
and  that  when  I  announced  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  detail,  I  stated  that  as  a 
Government  we  were  adverse   to    paying 
that  clergy.    But  then  it  has  been  strongly 
urged  that  my  noble  Friend  used  an  ex- 
pression of  which  I  have  never  yet,  cither 
in    the   references  to  the  speech   of  my 
noble  Friend  or  the  more  general  observa- 
tions of  hon.  Gentlemen,  obtained  a  distinct 
idea.     The  particular  expression  charged 
against  my  noble  Friend — supposing  -him 
to  have  used  it,  though  I  do  not  believe  he 
ever  did — the  supposed  expression  of  my 
noble  Friend  as  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member    for    Bradford,    was    **  religious 
equality."     Now,   that  is   a   very   vague 
phrase.     What  do  you  mean  by  religious 
equality  ?     I  myselfi  notwithstanding  the 
observations  which  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Elcho)  has  addressed  to  the  House,  am  of 
opinion  that  we  have  religious  equality  in 
England;  but  I  attach  to  the   phrase  a 
different  meaning  from  that  given  to  it  by 
uoy  noble  Friend.     I  conceive  that  where  a 
nan  has  complete  and  perfect  enjoyment 
of  his  religion,  and  can  uphold  and  vindi- 
cate his  religious  privileges  in  the  Courts 
of  law,  that  state  of  things   is  religious 
equality.      I   admit    that    other    persons 
may  associate  other  ideas  with  the  phrase 
religious  equality  ;    but  because  a  Minis- 
ter of  State  mentions  the  words  **  religious 
equality  " — if  he  did  mention  them — are 
you   to   assume  that  he  intends  thereby 
to  found  on  the  part  of  the  Government  a 
political  system  composed  of  two  parts — 
one  the  endowment  of  a  Roman  Catholic 
University,  and  the  other  the  payment  of 
the  Rom^ii  Catholic  clergy  ?     To  do  so  in 
the  very  teeth  of  the  repeated  statements 
made  by  myself  in  debate  appears  to  me  to 
be  practising  the   arts   of  Parliamentary 
representation  in  a  manner  characterized  by 
extraordinary  dexterity.    Well,  Sir,  what  is 
the  third  charge  ?    My  noble  Friend  is  soid 
to  have  announced  another  policy  which  he 
never  did  announce — namely,  an  increase 
of  the  Regium   Donum.     My   right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretaryof  State  for  the  Home 
Department  properly  mentioned    to-night 
that  the  Regium  Donum  had  never  been 
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brought  before  the  Cabinet.     I  think  I  can 
give  as  clear  an  account  as  was  ever  given 
to  the  House  of  what  my  noble  Friend  said 
on  that  subject.     What  my  noble  Friend 
said   was  that  in  his  opinion  the  Regium 
Donum  was  a  miserable  pittance.     Well,  I 
have  myself,  as  some  others  in  this  House 
have  done,  received  deputations  on  the  sub- 
ject of  an  increase  in  the  Regium  Donum  : 
and  I  must  say  it  requires  a  great  command 
of  countenance   to   describe  the  Regium 
Donum  as  a  grant  of  great   munificence. 
But  I  had  always  said,  as  my  noble  Friend 
said,  that  though  I  might  not  consider  the 
Regium  Donum  as  a  grant  of  great  munifi- 
cence, it  was  utterly  impossible  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  feeling  that  we  could  propose 
an  increase  of  the  Regium  Donum.     This 
being   the   view,   how    could  the  Regium 
Donum  be  brought  before  the  Cabinet  hod 
there  not  been  a  proposal  to  increase  and 
re-constitute  the  Regium  Donum  f  Such  an 
idea  had  never  occurred  to  us,  whatever 
may  be  our  opinions  as  to  the  amount  of  the 
Regium  Donum  and  the  manner  in  which 
it  is  administered  ;  and  I  dare  say  many 
members  of  the  Cabinet,  and  of  tho  late 
Cabinet  also,  have  not  concealed  their  views 
upon  that  subject.  Now,  because  my  noble 
Friend   considered   and   could    not    resist 
saying  that  it  is  a  miserable  pittance,  it  is 
immediately  inferred  that  one  of  our  pro- 
positions   was    to    increase    the    Regium 
Donum,     There  is  not  the  slightest  found- 
ation for  the  inference,  nor   is   there   the 
slightest  inconsistency  in  the  statements  of 
my  noble  Friend  and  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State.     [An  Hon. 
Member:  Levelling  up.'|      Well,  "level- 
ling  up  "  is   a    phrase  which   has   been 
used  in  this  debate  very  frequently,  and 
which  seems  to  be  a  very  favourite  one 
with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.     I   should 
very  much  like  to  have  their  views  as  to 
the  distinct  meaning  they  attribute  to  the 
phrase  "levelling  up."     That  in  a  coun- 
try like  Ireland  there  may  not  be  varioai 
modes  by  which  you  may  raiae  the  clergy 
of  the  different  denominations  in  a  manner 
more  consonant  to  their  feelings  of  self- 
respect  than  you  could  in  a  country  like 
England,  where  the  same  circumstances  do 
not  prevail,  no  man  would  for  a  moment  pre- 
tend to  deny.     You  have  been  doing  things 
year  by  year  by  which  the  itatus  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergymen  in  Ireland  has 
been  improved  and  recogniaed ;  and  no  doubt 
there  are  many  things  which  might  still  be 
done — without  violating  the  principles  of 
our  Conttitution,  and  without  iDdacing  you 


793         EitahlUM  Chureh         (Mat  32, 1868} 


(Ireland)  BiU. 


794 


to  agree  to  rsTolationarj  proceedings  whieh 
may  have  the  most  injurious  consequences 
upon  the  population  of  the  country  gene- 
rally— to  soften  the  spirit  of  society  in  Ire- 
land  and    effect    very   beneficial    results. 
And  if  my  noble  Friend  expressed  on  that 
and  other  occasions  his  desire  to  support  a 
policy  of  tbat  kind,  he  only  expressed  a 
desire  which  is  common  to  every  Member 
of  the  Government.     Now,   Sir,  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Bradford  has  made  a  speech 
to-night  about  "  Justice  to  Ireland."  Start- 
ing with  one  or  two  convenient  assumptions 
which  no  human  being  can  prove  or  dis- 
prove,   and    to    which   no   human    being 
can  ascribe  any  definite  meaning,  he,  of 
course,  rapidly  arrives  at  conclusions  on 
the  strength  of  which  he  recommends  the 
violent  policy  which  it  is  now  attempted  to 
thrust  upon  the   nation.     "  We  must  do 
justice  to  the  Irish  people,"  says  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford.     Who  are  the  Irish 
people  ?  The  Irish  people  consist  of  several 
races  and  of  several  religions,  and  the  hon. 
Member   wants   us  to    do    something   to 
satisfy  a  portion  of  the  people  who  may 
bo,  and  probably  are,  the  niojority.     But 
it  does   not  follow   that  because  you   do 
something  which  you  assume  may  please 
the  majority  that  you  will  not  offend  a  very 
large   and   very  powerful  minority  of  the 
people,  and  in  your  accounts  and  your  cal- 
culations as  to  the  character  and  effect  of 
your  policy  it  is  the  most  unwise  thing  in 
the  world  to  disregard   the    feelings  and 
the  interests  of  powerful  minorities.     For 
what  will  be  the  consequence  of  disregard- 
ing the  feelings  and  the  interests  of  power- 
ful minorities  ?     Why,  that  your  scheme 
of  conciliation,  your  attempt  to  pacify  a 
country  and   to   establish    what  you   call 
*'  Justice  for  the  people  "  would  probably 
end  in  your  creating  among  other  classes 
who  are  now  satisfied  and  content  the  same 
discontent   and  dissatisfaction   which  you 
allege  to  prevail  in  that  portion  of  the  na- 
tion which  you  describe  as,  and  which  may 
be,  the  majority.     Now,  Sir,  I  say  there 
is  not  that  similarity  between  the  cases  of 
Ireland  and  Scotland  whieh  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, as  is  common,  assumes  to  exist. 
In   the  first  place  you  must  as  wise  and 
practical  men  deal  with  what  exists.   Here 
is   a    Church  established  for  centuries  in 
Ireland  with  a  very  powerful  and  numerous 
body  in  direct  communion  with  it,  and  sup- 
ported also  by  the  sympathies  of  another 
numerous  body,  who,  though  not  in  direct 
eommanion  with  it,  look  upon  it  with  respect 
and  roverenoe.    And  yon  mnst  remember 


that  a  mass  of  population  like  the  Pro« 
testant  population  of  Ireland  never  existed 
in  Scotland  as  opposed  to  the  Presbyterian 
form  of  worship.     It  never  existed ;  and, 
tberefore,  there  is  no  real  similarity  be- 
tween the  two  countries.  And  even  if  there 
had  been,  we  must  remember  that  what  we 
have  to  deal  witb  in  Ireland  exists  at  pre- 
sent, has  been  settled  for  a  great  number 
of  years,  and  is  now  part  of  history,  having 
settled  itself  by  the  force  of  circumstances, 
over  which  we  ourselves  have  no  control. 
We  must   as  practical  men  consider  the 
position  of  Ireland  with  reference  to  exist- 
ing circumstances,    and,    therefere,  when 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Men|b^r  for  Brad- 
ford  comes  forward    and    says  the  thing 
is  perfectly  simple  —  that   all   you   have 
to  do  is  to   do  justice  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  to  do  in  Ireland    what  was 
done  in  Scotland  two  centuries  ago,  and 
you   will   then   find    everything  perfectly 
quiet    and    everybody   perfectly   content. 
[An  hon.  Member:    Hear,  hear!]     The 
hon.   Gentleman  opposite,   who  seems    to 
think  that  everybody  will  be  perfectly  con- 
tent, will  probably  not  be  responsible  for 
the  legislation  which  will  arise,  and,  there- 
fore, his  mind  need  not  be  disturbed.    But 
I  say  that  the  statesman  who  embarks  in 
such   a  crusade,    and    who,    without    the 
slightest  regard   to   the   feelings   and  in- 
terest of  the  great  body  of  the  Protestant 
population  in  Ireland,  acts  in  complete  dis- 
regard of  those  feelings  and  interests,  but 
yet  supposes  that  he  is  going  to  establish 
a  system  in  Ireland  which  is  to  cure  all 
evils  and  to  satisfy  all  persons,  is  embark- 
ing in  one  of  the  wildest  enterprises  that 
ever  the  disordered  imagination  of  man  con- 
ceived.    But,    Sir,   notwithstanding   what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  says,  I  can- 
not refrain  from  considering  this  question 
with  reference  to  the  larger  issue  which 
is  at  stake  ;  and  any  one  who  does  consider 
it  with  a  total  disregard  to  consequences 
is  not  taking  that  sound  view  of  the  cir- 
cumstances with  which  we  have  to   deal, 
which  the  necessity  of  the  case  requires.    I 
say  this  act  is  the  first  step  to  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  English  Church.     You  may 
draw  distinctions  ;  you  may  say  it  applies 
only  to  Ireland  ;   you   may  say    that  the 
Church  as  established  in  Ireland  is  different 
from  the  Church  as  established  in  England; 
but  you  have  not  proved  that.    Sitting  op- 
posite to  me  are  many  Gentlemen  who  on 
other  occasions  have  proved  just  the  reverse, 
and  have  alleged  all  the  charges  they  have 
made  against  the  Church  in  Ireland  agaios 
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the  Chureh  in  England  also.  Tho  most 
that  could  bo  urged  by  those  who  dissent* 
from  me  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  is 
that  it  is  a  difference  in  degree  ;  but  I  say 
the  principle  involved  is  the  connection  of 
a  religious  Establishment  with  the  State, 
and  the  question  is  whether  you  will  haye 
it  or  not.  I  have  heard  some  comments 
made  to-night  upon  observations  I  made 
early  in  the  controversy.  I  made  none 
that  I  regret,  or  did  not  make  advisedly  ; 
and  I  do  believe  most  solemnly,  so  far  as 
the  policy  which  is  the  consequence  of 
the  alleged  crisis  in  Ireland  is  con- 
cerned aed  can  influence  us,  it  is  one 
that  will  briqg  about  a  crisis  in  England — 
["  Oh  !  "] — that  is  my  opinion — and  which, 
if  pursued,  will  disturb  the  social  system  of 
this  country  to  its  very  centre.  I  believe 
that  this  is  an  opinion  very  prevalent  in 
the  country,  and  that  every  day  it  grows 
stronger  and  wider  among  those  classes 
who  think  and  reflect,  and  who  never  act 
until  they  have  thought  and  reflected.  An 
hon.  Gentleman  accused  me  of  raising  a 
••  No  Popery  "  cry.  Allow  me  to  say  I 
have  not  heard  that  cry,  but  I  have  heard 
a  cry  raised  in  this  country  now  that  I 
never  heard  before,  and  that  is  the  cry 
of  "No  Protestantism."  ["  Where?"]  I 
have  heard  it  frequently,  and  read  of 
It  in  various  places.  ["  Where  f  ]  It  is 
not  for  me  to  refer  to  expressions  which 
are  not  used  in  this  House ;  if  I  had  heard 
them  here  I  should  have  noticed  them  be- 
fore. That  is  the  only  cry  I  have  heard 
connected  with  this  matter,  and  it  is  one 
extremely  novel  in  this  country.  I  am  not 
here  to  impress  upon  the  House  my  views 
of  what  the  public  feeling  is  upon  this  all- 
important  question.  I  know  nothing  more 
idle  than  to  go  out  of  your  way  to  give 
your  own  opinion  as  to  the  public  sentiment 
of  the  day ;  that  will  and  must  declare 
itself,  not  from  what  we  state  in  this 
House,  but  from  the  deep  and  earnest  feel- 
ings of  the  people ;  and  I  only  make  use 
of  these  observations  in  answer  to  those 
who  have  alleged  a  view  of  the  public 
sentiment  of  the  country  of  a  very  different 
character.  When  I  am  told  we  have  at- 
tempted to  raise  a  cry — when  I  am  told 
that  the  country  disregards  any  appeal  to 
it  upon  this  all-important  subject— when  I 
am  told  that  there  is  only  one  opinion  in 
the  country,  and  that  is  in  favour  of  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire,  I  am  bound 
to  assert  that  the  result  of  my  observation, 
information,  and  experience  is  of  a  totally 
Mr,  JHiTMli 


different  character.  I  do  not  wish  to  dwell 
upon  that  now  ;  but  I  say  that  my  experi- 
ence and  my  conviction  upon  that  subject 
are  of  a  totally  different  character.  1  be- 
lieve in  this  country  there  is.  a  very  great 
agitation  upon  this  subject.  I  believe 
there  is  a  strong  feeling  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  embarked  in  a  most 
dangerous  policy;  that  its  consequences  may 
be  most  serious  to  the  country  ;  that  they 
may  dim  the  splendour  of  the  British 
Crown,  and  lower  the  character  of  the 
people  of  England.  I  believe  that  to  be 
the  opinion  of  powerful  classes  in  this 
country  —  of  classes  powerful  not  from 
station  merely,  but  from  the  possession 
and  exercise  of  virtues,  and  who  never  in- 
terfere in  political  affairs  except  from  the 
strongest  motives  of  public  duty.  If  this 
be  a  right  view,  or  even  an  approximately 
correct  view,  it  is  most  unwise  to  disre- 
gard or  affect  to  despise  it.  It  is  not  by 
managed  majorities — [**  Oh,  oh  !  "  and 
GKeer8\^\i  is  not  by  such  means  that  yon 
can  change  the  opinion  of  a  country.  I  do 
not  say  that  we  are  right ;  I  do  not  say  that 
you  are  wrong.  The  observation  I  have 
made  is  a  general  and  a  true  one.  What- 
ever is  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land upon  this  great  question — whether 
they  will  maintain  the  connection  between 
Church  and  State,  and  whether  they  be- 
lieve that  such  a  connection  is  necessary 
for  the  happiness  of  the  people  and  the 
security  of  the  realm— whatever  may  be 
their  opinion  upon  the  subject  rest  assured 
that  that  'opinion  will  be  asserted  and  will 
be  triumphant. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir.  I  think  I  may 
say,  without  fear  of  contradiction,  that  no 
criticisms  of  any  moment  have  been  made 
upon  the  mere  form,  expressions,  and  par- 
ticulars of  the  Bill  that  is  before  the  House. 
[••  Oh!"  and  Cheen.^  Some  of  the  Gen- 
tlemen who  differ  from  that  sentiment 
have  not  been  here  during  the  debate  ;  hot 
I  hardly  think  that  they  would  differ  from 
the  sentiment  if  they  considered  its  terms. 
The  objections  that  have  been  made  have 
traversed  a  wider  field,  and  have  gone  to 
the  root  of  the  principle  of  the  measure. 
We  have  been  involved — and  it  was  natural 
that  we  should  be  involved — in  a  discussion 
upon  the  main  points  of  the  policy  of  the 
question  now  before  us,  and  I  only  made 
that  opening  observation  to  dear  myself 
from  any  apparent  disrespect  if  I  did  not 
feel  that,  especially  at  this  late  hour,  it 
was  necessary  to  enter  into  minute  details. 
But  the  hon.   Baronet  the   Member  for 
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Loodonderrj  (Sir  Frederick  Hejgaie) 
made  an  appeal  to  me.  and  appeared  to 
be  aggrioTed  because  I  bad  ne?er,  as  he 
laid,  taken  notice  of  a  peculiar  argument 
founded  by  bim  on  benalf  of  the  Irish 
Church  upon  the  state  of  things  in  Ulster. 
He  said,  "  Look  at  the  case  of  Ulster ! 
You  cannot  deny  that  that  is  quite  dif- 
ferent from  the  case  of  other  provinces  in 
Ireland;"  and,  in  fact,  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  be  this—that  if 
we  were  to  part  with  the  United  Church 
of  England  and  Ireland,  at  any  rate  we 
ought  to  have  a  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ulster.  But  what  is  the  case  of 
Ulster,  which  the  hon.  Baronet  thinks  so 
strong  ?  Why,  it  is  this — that  in  Ulster 
the  members  of  the  Established  Church 
absolutely  amount  to  one-fifth  of  the  popu- 
lation ;  and  Ulster,  thus  strong  in  its  pro- 
portion of  the  members  of  that  communion, 
IS  thus  apparently  capable,  not  only  of 
answering  for  itself,  but  even  of  carrying 
on  its  back  the  whole  case  of  the  Irish 
Church.  Now  if  I  am  to  look  at  the 
ease  of  Ulster  with  20  per  cent,  I  must 
look  at  the  case  of  Connaught  with  3 
per  cent,  and  I  cannot  say  that,  examin- 
ing the  minute  distribution,  which  varies 
greatly  in  different  parts  of  Ireland,  the 
complexion  of  the  case  is  at  all  altered. 
There  was  another  remark  made  in  the 
small  hours  of  the  evening  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Northumberland  (Mr. 
Liddell),  who  said  that  the  power  of  those 
who  are  now  in  the  Government  to  oppose 
the  Bill  proposed  on  this  side  of  the 
House  with  reference  to  the  Irish  Church, 
would  have  been  much  greater  than  it  is, 
if,  instead  of  being  in  Office,  they  had 
been  in  Opposition.  To  that  opinion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  I  entirely  subscribe. 
I  am  perfectly  aware  that  if  we  had  sat 
upon  that  (the  Ministerial)  Bench,  what- 
ever efforts  we  might  have  made  we  should 
not  have  been  able,  with  the  utmost  exer- 
tions, to  achieve  the  progress  which  we 
have  actually  made.  And  when  I  hear 
discussions  upon  the  general  condition  of 
this  House,  upon  the  strange  and  anoma- 
lous relations  between  the  Government 
and  the  Parliament,  and  when  I  hear 
taunts  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, who  is  mighty  valiant  in  speech, 
and  challenges  us  to  move  a  Vote  of  Want 
of  Confidence,  I  am  aware  that  the  re- 
sponsibility of  acquiescence  in  that  state 
of  things  is  serious;  but  one  capital  and 
determining  motive,  at  least  with  me,  for 


so  acquiescing,  has  been  this  donble  con- 
viction— in  the  first  place,  that  the  question 
which  presses  for  the  welfare  of  the  Em- 
pire at  this  moment  is  the  state  of  Ireland; 
and  in  the  second  place,  that  we  have 
been  enabled,  through  the  fortunate  and 
happy  circumstance  of  the  tenacity  with 
which  those  (the  Ministerial)  seats  hove 
been  held  to  make  such  progress  in  tlio 
settlement  of  this  great  question  as,  had 
the  position  of  parties  been  reversed,  it 
would  have  been  impossible  for  us  to  make. 
But  questions  of  the  greatest  interest  havo 
been  raised — and  it  was  no  wonder  they 
should  be  raised^-with  respect  to  our  re- 
lative position  and  policy  in  relation  to  the 
Irish  Church.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment and  the  Prime  Minister  have  re- 
ferred to  the  declarations  made  bv  me  in 
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an  early  part  of  the  evening,  which  in 
thoir  view  alter  the  position  I  had  pre- 
viously endeavoured  to  occupy,  and  which 
they  have  described  in  terms  of  their  own. 
Sir,  I  do  not  intend  to  repeat  those 
declarations  ;  I  do  not  intend  to  vary 
from  them ;  I  regard  them  as  making  no 
change  in  what  I  had  formerly  said  beyond 
an  explanatory  addition.  And  I  only 
refer  .to  the  subject  because  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  desire  to  be  bound  by  the  language 
I  have  used  myself,  and  not  by  the  glosses, 
however  ingenuous,  of  the  two  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  [*'  Ingenious."] 
No,  I  said  ingenuous.  But  we  have  had  a 
discussion  upon  that  which  is  more  im- 
portant, the  policy  and  the  declarations 
of  Ministers  of  the  Crown.  And  to  that 
subject  it  is  necessary  that  I  should  ad- 
vert particularly,  because  the  speech  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford 
gave  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an  oppor- 
tunity for  frank  and  full  explanation  ;  and 
because  I  wish  to  ^x,  as  far  as  I  can,  in 
the  face  of  the  House  and  the  country, 
the  point  to  which  by  the  use  or  the  non- 
use  of  that  opportunity  he  has  brought  us. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  ad- 
verting to  words  that  had  been  used  by 
the  noble  Lord  near  him,  made  to  us  the 
interesting  revelation  that  the  question  of 
the  increase  of  the  Regium  Donum,  and 
the  yet  more  important  question  of  a 
general  system  of  concurrent  endowment 
in  Ireland,  never  had  been  the  subject  of 
consideration  in  the  Cabinet.  Sir,  it  is 
not  usual,  as  far  as  my  recollection  goes, 
for  members  of  a  Cabinet  to  excuse  or  de- 
fend themselves  by  stating  in  this  House 
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wliat  subjects  have   or    have    not    been 
brought   under   the  cousidcration    of  tho 
Cabinet.     But  permit  me  to  say  with  that 
matter  we  have  nothing  whatever  to  do. 
It    is   a   very   interesting   disclosure;    it 
provokes  our  curiositj  to  know  the  rela- 
tion  that  prevails  between   Minister  and 
Minister ;    but    that    curiositj    we   must 
restrain.     We  have  nothing   to  do  with 
such  a  defence  of   any   Member  of  the 
Government.      What  we  have  to  look  to 
are  the  official  declarations  of  Ministers, 
made  in  their  own  name,  made  on  behalf 
of  their  Collengues,  and,  above  all,  heard 
by  those    Colleagues,   acquiesced    in    by 
those  Colleagues,  left  to  abide  uncontra- 
dicted and  unqualified  by  those  CoUegues 
till  weeks  and  months  have  elapsed.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  vain  endeavours 
to  escape  from   tho  difficulty.      He  says 
that  the  words  of   the   noble  Earl    have 
been   handed   up   and    down    this   Bench 
till  they   are  hardly  recognizable.     Aye, 
and  they  will   be  handed  up  and   down, 
not  only  here,  but  in  other  places  in  this 
country    before    the    question   is   settled. 
He  seems  to  think  that  there  is  nothing 
that   presses   on    him    except   the   words 
*'  religious   equality,"   and    he    does  not 
think  that   those  words  were  ever  used. 
But  the  noble  Earl  has  never  contradicted 
the  use  of  that  phrase.      And  whether  it 
was   used  or  not,   the  intentions  of   the 
noble    Earl    and    the    intentions    of    the 
Government— for  whom,  if  ever  man  was 
authorized   to  speak  the  noble   Earl  was 
authorized  to  speak — were  declared  with  a 
copiousness,  a  fulness,    and  a  variety  of 
expression  which    left  nothing   to  be   de- 
sired.   And  if  tho  noble  Earl,  as  we  think, 
used  the  words  '*  religious  equality,"  I  am 
quite  sure  he  did  not  use  them  in  the  far- 
fetched— I  will  not  say  much  more  than  far- 
fetched^-sense  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  just  assigned  to  them.     He  said, 
'*  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  justice  and 
policy  may  not  depend  to  a  great  extent 
on    tho  equalization   of   ecclesiastical   ar- 
rangements in   Ireland."     ["Order."]     I 
hope  the  words  were  heard.      They  were 
spoken  on  behalf  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department;    the  right   hon.    Gentleman 
heard  them,  and  he  suffered  them  to  re- 
main without  contradiction   from  the  10th 
of  March  to  the  22nd  of  May.      But  the 
noble  Earl  then  went  on  to  quote  those 
other  words  that  have  been  quoted  again 
and  again,  and  of  which,  in  the  early  part 
of  this  evening,  I  understated  the  effect — 
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"  There  would  not  be,  I  believe,  any  objecttoa 
^  to  make  all  Churches  equal ;  bat  the  result  mutt 
be  secured  hj  elevation  and  not  bj  confiscation." 

I  beg  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  observe 
that  his  subtle— -I  will  not  say  sophistical, 
for  that  might  give  offence — his  subtle  ex« 
plsnation   of  the  character   of  **  religious 
equality,"  even  if  it  has   an  application 
under  the  exercise  of  his  forcible  ingenuity 
to  the  case  of  an  individual,  certainly  does 
not  avail  to  explnin  this  remarkable  ex- 
pression— "there  is  no  objection,  I  believe, 
to  make  all  Churches  equal."  If  individuals 
can  be  equal  when  one  belongs  to  an  en- 
dowed and  the  other  to  an  unendowed  com- 
munion, I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  will  hardly  tell  me  that  Churches 
are  equal  when  one  of  them   enjoys  the 
ecclesiastical  property  of  the  country  and 
onother  has  no  share  whatever  in  that  pro- 
perty.    What  we  have  said  on  former  oc- 
casions upon  this  question,  and  what  will 
be  said  both  here  and  elsewhere  throughout 
the  country,  is  this — 1  do  not  speak  for 
myself;  for  myself  individually,  I  have  not 
scrupled  to  own   that,  with  the  opinion  I 
entertain  of  the  circumstances  of  Ireland,  I 
should    have    thought   it   or    might   have 
thought  it  my  duty  to  raise  the  question 
absolutely — unconditionally,  and  even  with- 
out a  hope  of  party  support ;  but  taking  the 
facts  that  have  occurred  during  the  present 
Session,  I  say  that  in  the  enterprise  upon 
which  this  party  has  entered  with  respect 
to  ecclesiastical  policy  in  Ireland,  even  if 
wo  are  banded  together  by  common  opi- 
nions and  by  common  votes,  those  opinions 
and  those  votes  have  reference  to  a  policy 
which  has  been,  in  point  of  fact,  forced 
upon  the  House  and  on  the  country,  and 
which  has  by  no  means  gone  in  advance  or 
anticipation  of  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    It  is  the  counter  plan   which  we 
have  proposed  to  the  project  of  the  Govern- 
ment— which,  if  there  be  meaning  in  words, 
was  a  project  of  concurrent  endowment. 
It  can  hardly  be  thought  unfair  to  put  tbst 
construction  upon  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Enrl,  for  the  noble  Earl  himself  has  never 
disclaimed  the  construction  put  upon  it.   It 
will  bear  but  one  construction.     The  noble 
Earl  knows  that  perfectly  well,  and  he  has 
stood  the  brunt  of  it  like  a  man.     More- 
over, the  noble  Earl  does  not  stand  alone. 
The  declarations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man have  been  in  concurrence  with  those 
of  the  noble  Earl.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  he  expressed  his  disapproval  of 
paying  the  priests.     No  doubt  he  said  he 
disapproved  of  what  was  called  pajing  the 
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priests.     Now,  what  is  called  **  paying  the  I 
priests  ?  "     Why,  the  giving  them  an  an- 
Duol  stipend  from  the  State.     But  there 
are  other  ways  of  dealing  with  the  priests; 
there  are  other  ways  of  fulfilling  the  objects 
that   the   right   hon.  Gentleman   has   ex- 
pressed,  far  more  ogreeahle  than  the  giT- 
ing  them  that  stipend,  dependent  upon  the 
annual  will  of  Parliament,  which  is  called 
"paying  the  priests."     Am  I  justified  in 
Baying  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
contemplated  a  resort  to  those  methods  or 
not?     It  is   important   that  the  country 
sliould  be  well  informed  upon  this  point. 
Whnt  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say 
both  last  year  and  this  year  was  the  key  of 
his  ecclesiastical  policy  for  Irelond?     He 
said,  ''You  must  create,  and  not  destroy." 
Had  those  words  a  meaning?     Yes,  they 
had  a  meaning,  and  if  illustration   were 
wanted  there  is  abundance  of  illustration 
from  other  quarters.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, twenty-four  or  twenty-five  years 
ugo—lLaughter,  and  **  Oh,  oh  !  "]— That 
is  premature  derision — The  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman, twenty-four  or  twenty-fire  years 
ago,  made  a  speech  the  sentiment  of  which 
he  has  adopted  and  made  his  own  in  pith 
and  substance  within  the  last  six  weeks. 
[••  Oh,  oh  !  "]    Is  it  not  fair  to  refer  to  the 
declaration   of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  during   the   present   Session?     He 
said,  **  In  my  conscience  the  sentiment  of 
that  speech  was  right."     [Mr.  D Israeli  : 
The  historical  sentiment.]     I  have  not  so 
gathered   it,    but   1   accept   the  addition. 
The   historical   sentiment  of  that  speech 
was  right.    Why,  undoubtedly  ;  the  whole 
speech  was  historical,  and  a  remarkable 
speech  it  was.     What  ^vas  the  historical 
sentiment  of  that  speech  ?     That  the  true 
policy  for  Ireland  was  to  be  found  in  the 
state  of  things  that  was  in  force  in  1636. 
and  that  at  that  time  there  was  a  recognized 
equality  between  the  Protestant  and  Roman 
Catholic  Churches.    That  was  the  historical 
sentiment  of  that  speech,  adopted   by  the 
Prime  Minister   on    behalf  of   the  Homo 
Secretary  and  all  his  Colleagues,  and  an- 
nounced to  us  as  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
Dient.     Well,  it   is   in   opposition  to  that 
policy  that  wo  have  proposed  a  plan  which 
contemplates,  not  the  erecting  of  a  variety 
of  endowed  Churches  in  Ireland,  but  the 
doing  away   with   that    endowed   Church 
which  now  exists  there.     There  is  another 
point  which,  as  waa  to  be  expected,  has 
been  imported  into  this  debate*    The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the   Secretary  of  State 
for    the    Home    Department    and    other 
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hon.  Gentlemen  have  nrged  strongly  their 
opinion  that,  if  not  the  intention,  jet  the 
effect  of  these  proceedings  must  be   to 
undermine    and    destroy   the    Church   of 
England.     Well,   that  is  a  very   seriont 
matter.     I  do  not  say  who  is  right  ond 
who  is  wrong,  but  I  will  venture  to  state 
the  opinion   which    I   believe  to  a  great 
extent  we  entertain  on  this  side  of  the 
House.      It  is  idle  to  tell   us   that  there 
are  in  our  ranks  some  Gentlemen  —  not, 
I  believe,  very  numerous,    whatever  their 
weight   may  be  in  other  respects  —  who 
have  declared  themselves  to  be  the  deter- 
mined foes  of  the  principle  of  Establish- 
ments   in    whatever    country   and    under 
whatever  circumstances.  1  know  no  reoson 
why  those  Gentlemen,  differing  from   the 
most   of  us   upon  the  abstract  principle, 
yet  agreeing  with  us — or  rather,  perhaps, 
I  should  say,  we  agreeing  with  them  upon 
the  actual  measures  that  ought  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  peculiar  case  of  Ireland  —  I 
know  no  reason,  I  say,  why,  because  they 
are  associated  with  us  in  the  votes  they 
give,  we  are  to  be  held  more  responsible 
for  their  peculiar  opinions  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  to  be  held  responsible 
for  the  opinions  oF  every  Gentlemon  who 
may  happen  to  sit  behind  him,  and  who 
may  chance  to  be  connected  with  an  Orange 
Lodge,  or  of  every  foe  to  tho  concession 
of  Roman    Catholic   Emancipation,   or  of 
thoso  who   would  gladly  go  bock    if  they 
could  in  every  measure  of  beneficial  legis- 
lation in  this  country  of  late  years.     The 
real  difference  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House,  as  it  appears  to  mo,  is  this  :  —Whnt 
we  hold  is  that  the  Church  of  England  is 
in   the  main — I  use  tho  word  roughly — 
good,  that  is  to  sny  it  is  an  Establishment 
which    exists   under  circumstances   which 
enable  it  to  perform  all   the  duties  of  an 
Establishment  ;  and  that,  secondly,  it  per- 
forms those  duties.   Anil  (hat  it  is  acknow- 
ledged to  perform  them,  appears  first  of  all 
by  tho  warm  and  devoted  attachment  of  a 
very  large  portion  of  tiio  nation,  and  in  tho 
next  place  by  the  willing  acquiescence  of 
a  very  Inrge  portion  also  of  those  who  ac* 
tually  dissent  from  its  tenets.     And  if  I 
use  again  n  monosyllable  for  the  sake  of 
brevity,  and  say  that  the  Church  of  Ireland 
is  a  bad  Establishment,  I  do  not  mean  to 
cast  a  slur  upon  the  character  either  of 
its  ministers  or  its  members.     I  mean  that 
it  is  bad  as  an  Establishment,  because,  as 
tested  by  the  experience  of  three  centuries, 
it  has  proved  its  action  to  be  hopeless  in 
fulfilment  of  the  work  for  which  on  Estab* 
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lifthment  exists.    And  here  allow  me  to 
say  that  the  right  hon.  GeDtleman  takes 
an  undue  liberty  when  ho  says  that  our 
proceedings   are   in   avowed   disregard  of 
the  feelings  and  interests  of  Protestants. 
They   are    no   such    thing.      ["  Hear  ! " 
and    •*  Oh  !  *']    Gentlemen   may  be  per- 
fectly entitled  to   say,   cither  in   that  or 
in  any  other  way,    that  our   proceedings 
are   in  disregard  of  the  feelings  and  in- 
terests of  Protestants  ;  but  they  have  no 
right  to  say  that  they  are  in  avowed  dis- 
regard of  those  interests  and  feelings  if  we 
disavow  that  intention  ;  and   I  claim  my 
right   to   state  that  in    my   conscientious 
conyiction  the  existence  of  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  is  hostile  and  injurious 
to  the  interests  of  Protestontism.     It  may 
aeein  to   some   Members  who  sit   in  this 
House  a  very  strange  opinion,  but  it  is  an 
opinion  that  you  may  just  conceive  it  pos- 
sible for  men  to  entertain;  for,  after  all,  it 
is  the  characteristic  of  a  civilized  age  that 
people  do  at  length  bring  into  their  minds 
Bonio  conception  that  it  is  possible  for  other 
people  honestly  and  conscientiously  to  differ 
from  them,  and  until  we  have  learnt  that 
lesson  we  havo  mado  but  little  progress  in 
true  civilization.     Now,  the  opinion  I  have 
stated  is  one  which  I  believe  to  be  very 
widely   entertained    on   this    side  of  the 
House,    and    much    more    widely    out-of- 
doors.      [''No,  no!"]     Hon.  Qentlemen 
say  '*No;**  but,  as  I  am  informed,  nine- 
tenths  of  the  people  of  Scotland — speaking 
roughly — think   that  the  existence  of  the 
Established  Church  of  Ireland  is  hostile  to 
Protestantism.  But  I  will  not  dwell  merely 
upon  testimony  of  that  kind.     I  happen 
to  havo  in  my  hand  a  speech  of  the  Bishop 
of  Ripen,  whose  name  and  character  are 
well-known,  and,  as  I  believe,  are  highly 
respected  by  all  who  know  him,  made  at  a 
meeting   for    the  promotion  of  the   Irish 
Church   Missions,  on  the  20th  of  April, 
1868.  In  that  speech  the  Bishop  expressed 
very  strong  disapproval  of  the  movement 
in  which   we  are  engaged  ;  but  what  did 
he  say  about  the  interests  of  Protestantism 
in  the  event   of  the   Established   Church 
being  removed  ?  He  said  they  would  flourish 
more  than  ever.     Here  are  his  words: — 

"Lot  the  State,  if  she  will,  break  the  most 
solemn  contracts.  Let  her  violate  the  Act  of 
Union,  let  them  call  on  the  Qaeen  to  violate  her 
Coronation  Oath." 

All  this  proves  to  you  what  an  excellent 
judgo  in  this  matter  the  Bishop  of  Ripen 
is.  You  may  rely  on  everything  he  says. 
I  will  continue  to  read — 

Mr.  Oladnton$ 


**  Let  the  Churoh  be  diMndowed  and  disastab- 
lished.  The  State  did  not  make  the  Church,  and 
I  the  State  could  not  un-Church.  If  this  did  un- 
I  happily  take  place,  she  would  attract  to  herself 
J  the  sympathy  of  the  Church  of  England,  and  by 
I  such  an  agency  as  that  society,  which  woold  be- 
'  come  more  than  ever  necessary,  the  truth  of  God 
I  would  be  more  and  more  difiUsod  through  the 
I  length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  and  many  valuable 
!  souls  would  be  brought  to  know  the  Lord  Jesus 
i  Christ." 

And,  with  great  respect  to  Gentlemen  sit- 
ting opposite,  we  think  we  are  quite  enti- 
tled to  agree  in  this  view  of  the  matter  if  we 
think  fit.    Disregarding  imputations  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  pleased  to  fa- 
vour us  with,  I  take  leave  to  declare  that  the 
opinion  prevailing  with  us  is,  that  these 
two  Establishments — the  one  which  is  good 
of  its  kind  and  the  other  which  is  bad  of 
its  kind— must  not  bo  considered  as  iden- 
tical in  quality ;  our  doctrine  is,   that  by 
extinguishing  the  bad  you  will  increase, 
and  not  diminish  the  good  ;  your  opinion 
seems  to  be,  that  an  Establishment  should 
be  upheld  because  it  is  an  Establishment ; 
that,  whether  it  be  good  or  bad,  is  a  mat- 
ter of  secondary  importance,  and  that  the 
destruction  of  what  is  bad  in  the  Estab- 
lishment  puts    what  is  good   in    danger. 
This  to  me  is  a  paradox  contrary  to  all 
human  experience.     But,  whatever  be  the 
justice  or   injustice    of   these   respective 
opinions,  one  thing  is  certain,  and  that  is 
— that  if  the  Church  of  England  be  con- 
stantly,   fervently,   enthusiastically    asso- 
ciated in  the  speeches,  in  the  minds,  and 
in  the  thoughts  of  a  large  party  with  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  that  association,  which 
might  have  been  fanciful,  will  have  become 
real,  and   that  danger,  which  should  be 
imaginary,  will  become  formidable.     Now, 
Sir,  this  is  possible  from  the  two  contro- 
versies between  us.     One  is,  whether  the 
Irish  Church  should  cease  to  exist  as  an 
Establishment ;  the  other  is,  whether  the 
the  fall  of  the  Irish  Church  will  tend  to 
draw  after  it  the  fall  of  the  English  Church? 
Mv  belief  is  that,  as  to  the  first  of  these 
controversies,  its   end   is  near,    and  that 
those  who  sit  opposite  to  me,  though  they 
may  deprecate  that  contingency,  do  not 
doubt   its  early  arrival.      But   this  may 
happen,  that  the  first  of  these  controversies 
— namely,  that  which  involves  the  question 
of  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland  —may 
be  decided  in  our  favour ;  the  second  of 
those  controversies — namely,  whether  the 
Established  Churoh  of  England  is  to  be 
decided  by  the  fall  of  the  Church  of  Ireland 
— may  be  decided  in  your  favour  by  these 
persistant  declarations  that  religious  equa- 
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lity  in  one  quarter  of  the  kingdom  abso- 
lutely means  religious  equality  in  all,  and 
that  it  is  impossible  to  draw  distinctious  be- 
tween the  Church  which  is  the  Church  of 
the   people  in  the  main  and  the  Church 
which  has  not  the  smallest  pretentions  to 
be  considered  as  the  Church  of  a  majority. 
Take  care,   I  beseech  you,   lest   by  per- 
sistently declaring  these  things  to  be  truths 
you  make  them  trutbsi  and  by  your  own 
imprudence  induce  consequences  that  we 
have  ne?er  intended  and  that  we  profoundly 
deprecate.      Sir,  these  are  contingencies 
I  do  hope  will  recei?e  the  careful  considera- 
tion of  Gentlemen  opposite.     It  is  not  the 
first  time  we  have  seen  such  things  happen 
in   history.     It  may  be  that  after  public 
opinion  has  brought  about  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church,  those  very  Gen- 
tlemen who  are  now  asserting  the  impos- 
sibility of  those  consequences  will  be  found 
standing  at   this   tablo  deprecating  their 
advent ;  and  they  may  be   liable  to   have 
the  very   principles  which   they   are   de- 
claring for  the  purposes  of  to-night  quoted 
against  them.     For  my  own  part,  I  am 
reluctant  to  reiterate  again  and  again  pro- 
fessions which   I  own   are  of  very   little 
value.  That  statement  may  not  unnaturally 
be  received  by  the  noble  Lord  (the  Earl 
of    Mayo)    and    by    other    large-minded 
men  with  a  certain  amount  of  suspicion, 
and  it  is  far  better  to  be  moderate  in  de- 
clarations of  this  kind  ;  but  I  must  own  I 
have    stated  the    general    grounds   upon 
which  our  argument  or  contention  proceeds 
— namely,  that  the  removal  of  an  Estab- 
lishment which  does  not  do  its  work  is  in 
the  end,  if  not  a  positive  advantage  to  an 
Establishment  that  does,  yet,  at  all  events, 
is  in  the  nature  of  the  removal  of  a  very 
great  disadvantage.     I  think  that  there  is 
not  a  man  who  would  deny  that  the  cause 
of  the  Church  of  England  ogainst  her  an- 
tagonists, if  she  has  them,  is  made  more 
arduous  and  difficult  by  the  existeuco  of 
the  Church  Establishment  in  Ireland.    [An 
hon.  Mekber  :  No.]     Did  I  hear  an  hon. 
Member  say  '*No?*'     I  think  the  sound 
proceeds  from  an  hon.  and  gallant   Gen- 
tleman    (Colonel    Stuart    Knox)     whose 
courage  I  never  doubted  ;  but  certainly  on 
no  occasion  has  he,  I  think,  given  a  more 
signal  exemplification  of  that  courage  than 
in  challenging  that  statement.     The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  if  I  interpret  him 
aright,   contends  that    the  cause    of  the 
Church  of  England  is  improved  for  the  pur- 
pose of  argument  against  its  adversaries  by 
its  association  with  the  Church  of  Ireland. 


If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  adopts 
that  argument  he  is,  I  am  afraid,  leading 
a  forlorn  hope,     for  he  will  not,   in  my 
belief,  find  even  in  the  quarter  where  he 
sits    any    considerable    support    for   that 
view.     Our  conscientious  belief  is  that  it 
is  for  the   advantage    of   the   Church   of 
England   that  this  controversy  in  Ireland 
should  be  ended  ;  but  at  the  same  time  I 
never  desired  to  conceal  my  opinion  that 
wo  must  deal  with  this  Irish  question  as 
an  Irish  question,  and  that  nothing  could 
be   more   impolitic  with  reference   to   the 
highest  interests   of  the   Empire  than  to 
adopt  the  course  which  has  been  often  pro- 
posed  and  which   has  been   proposed   by 
some   to-night — namely,   that   we  should 
tell  the  mass  of  the  people  in  Ireland  that 
they  have  no  choice  but  to  endure  an  Es- 
tablishment alien  to   them,   and  that  we 
have  no  choice  but  to  force  it  upon  them, 
lest  the  making  of  alterations  in  tho  ar- 
rangements of  the  Irish  Church  should  be 
the  means  of  bringing  the  same  alterations 
upon  the  Church  in  England.     That  is  not 
the  way,  I  hold  it,  to  cement  the  Union 
between  the  two  countries  ;  if  the  Union 
between  tho  two  countries  is,  indeed,  to  be 
not  merely  a  Union  on  paper,  but  a  union 
of  tho  hearts  of  men.     An  argument  was 
used  by   the   right    hon.    Gentleman   the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment upon  which  I  need  not  dwell  for  moro 
than  a  moment,  and  it  is  the  last  topic  to 
which  I  shall  refer.  It  was  that  the  House 
of  Lords  ought  to  have  been  consulted  by 
Resolution  or  Address  before  an  attempt 
was  made  to  send  to  them  a  Bill  of  this 
nature.  I  presume  that  tho  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  serious  in  making  that  state- 
ment, but  I  am  not  aware  that  upon  any 
occasions  except  the  very  rarest — and  I  am 
certainly  not  aware  of  any  whatever  upon 
which  by  any  except  tho  Executive  Govern- 
ment— an  ottcmpt  has  been  made  to  put 
tho  two  Houses  of  Parliament  in  action 
simulttineously.     But  if  I  were  to  refer  to 
all  the  great  changes  which  have  occurred 
during  the  last  thirty-five  or  forty  years, 
to  say  that  we  ought  to  have  referred  them 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  with  a  view  to  hav- 
ing them  dealt  with  simultaneously  in  both 
Houses,  would  be  the  same  as  to  say  that 
they  ought  to  have  been  extinguished  in  the 
bud,  and  that  the  country  ought  to  have 
been  deprived  of  the  enormous  advantages 
which  have  undoubtedly  accrued  from  that 
legislation. 

The    Earl   op    MAYO:    I  hope  the 
House  will  permit   me   to  trespass  upon 
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tlieir  attention  for  a  very  few  moments, 
and  I  am   8ure  that  lion.   Gentlemen  on 
botli    BiJca  will   ncknowledgo   that,    after 
the  manner  in  which  I   hnve  been  alluded 
to  in  tho  conrse  of  this   debate,    I  have 
a  claim  to  their  attention  for  a  stiort  time. 
Of  tho    sentiments  enunciated  by  me  on 
the  occasion  referred  to,  when  it  became 
my  duty   to  address    the   House  on  the 
part  of  the   Government    on  the   Motion 
proposed  by  the  hon.   Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.   Maguiro),  I  have  no  reason  to  be 
ashamed,  and  I  have  no  words  to  retract. 
I  beh'eve  that  the  opinions  to  which  I  then 
gave  expression  have  for  a  very  long  time 
been    shared    in    by   the    most    eminent 
men,  and  by  the  greatest  stotesmcni  and 
they  are  opinions   of  which  no  man  who 
knows  tho  state  of  things  in  Ireland  has 
any  renson  to  be  ashamed.     I  maintained 
then,  and  I  hold  the  same  opinion   now, 
that  the  existence  of  the  Estoblishcd  Church 
in  that  country  does  not  involve  in  any  way 
a  religious  ascendancy  in  an  offensive  sense, 
by  which  I  mean  that  the  existence  of  the 
Established  Church  does  not  prevent  the 
complete  and  free  exercise  by  Members  of 
other  churches  of  their  religious  worship, 
or  prevent  them  from  placing  their  churches 
in  any  position  they  may  deem  desirable. 
The  whole  of  the  remarks  I  made  before  I 
used   tho  words  which  have  been  quoted 
were  in  furtherance  of  that  opinion.       I 
believe  a  great  chnnge  lias  fur  years  been 
tnking  place  in  Ireland,    and    that  there 
has  been  a  gradual  elevation  of  churches 
other  than  those  of  the  Established  Church, 
very  much  to  the  benefit  of  the  country  at 
large.     Holding  tho  opinions  that  the  pro- 
cess which  has  been  going  on  n  long  time 
was  a  salutary  one,  I  firmly  helieve  that  it 
should  not  be  stopped.     In  expressing  that 
opinion  I  wished  to  convey  to  the  House 
that  I  thought  it   woB  desirable  that  tho 
course  of  ecclesiastical  arrangements  which 
has  prevailed  fur  many   years  should   bo 
continued,  ond  that  it  should  not  be  vio- 
lently arrested.     That  was  the  opinion   I 
expressed,  and  that  is  tho  opinion  I  still 
hold.     I  never  did  propose  that  which   I 
am  accused  of  having  proposed  —  namely, 
an  immediate  and  large  endowment  by  the 
State  for  religious  purposes.    I  defy  any- 
one to  quote    any    sin^rle    expression    of 
mine  which  would  lead  him  to  think  that 
any  proposal  of  that  kind  was  either  pos- 
sible or  desirable.    With  regard  to  tho  Re- 
gium  Donum,   I  had  the  pleasure  several 
times  this  spring  of  communicating  with 
gentlemen  who  arc  anxious  that  that  grant 
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should  be  increased.      I  told  those  gentle- 
men   what   I   have  before  stated   in    this 
House — that  it  was  a  miserable  pittance, 
and   was  totally   inadequate  for  the  pur- 
poses for  which  Parliament  originally  gave 
it ;  but  I    told   them   at    the    fame  timo 
that,  considering   the   present   feeling  of 
the  House  and  the  temper  of  the  country, 
it   would  be  useless    and    mischievous    to 
propose  an  increase  of  that  Grant,  so  that 
my  opinitm  upon  this  point  is  well  known 
to   the  persons    most    interested    in   the 
matter.     No  one  who  has  sat  as  lon^  as  I 
have  in  this  House  could  believe  that  any 
Government  would  be  wise  in  proposing  a 
large  scheme  for  the  payment  of  Roman 
Catholic  priests.     Looking  to  the  strong 
feeling  in  this  llous^e  and  to  the  repeated 
declarations  of  the  Roman  Catholics  them* 
selves  as  to  their  acceptance  of  salaiies  for 
their  clergy,  no  man  in  his  senses  would 
think  of  making  such  a  proposition,  and  it 
is  impossible  to  discover  from  anything  that 
I  have  said  that  either  I  or  anv  Member 
of  the  Government  ever  contemplated  such 
a  proposal.     But  1  must  remind  the  House 
what  has  been  the  lino  of  policy  aduptcd 
by  them  for  many  years  on  this  question. 
I   must  remind  them  how  the  Mavnooth 
Grant  has   been   increased    and  how   the 
liegium  Donum  has  been  over  ond  over 
again  maintained,  and  how  from   time  to 
timo    chaplains   of    all    denominations  of 
Christians  have  been  appointed  to  public 
institutions,    workhouses,   and    gaols,  and 
how  chaplains  of  all  denominations  have 
been  appointed  to  the  Army  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  House.     Throughout  my  whole 
speech  I  intended  to  convey  to  tho  House 
that  I   thought  that  the  policy  which  the 
Legislature  has    pursued  for    some   time 
ought  to  be  continued,  and  that  it  might  be 
desirable  when  the  opportunity  arose  that 
that  policy  should  be  further  enlarged.     I 
believe  that  in  expressing  those  opinions 
I  expressed  the  opinion  of  every  man  who 
has  studied  the  state  of  Ireland  for  the 
last   sixty   years,   and   that    I    was  only 
enunciating  the  opinions  of  Pitt,  Sir  Robert 
Peel,  Lord   Derby,    Sir  James    Graham, 
Earl  Russell,  and  opinions  that  had  been 
repeatedly  urged  for  many  years  with  elo- 
quence and  power  by  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tieman  the  Member  for  South  Lancashire. 
I  beg  to  remind   the   House   that  I  dis- 
tinctly  stated    that   of  all    means  to   be 
adopted  for  remedying  Irish  grievances  I 
thought  confiscation  the  very  worst ;  and 
I    believe  that  any  proposal  for  the  im- 
mediate  overthrow   of  the    Irish   Church 
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would  be  Bltended  iritli  dangerous  con- 
■eqiienc«B,  loma  ot  nhicb  nc  liave  alrc^od; 
vitiioMcd,  Dill)  I  niinuunued  ilietiiicllj  dr 
tlio  cardinnl  ^loUcy  of  the  Government, 
tljst  no  nero  prepared  to  ni«ml«in  in  Ire- 
land niij  in  evei-;  part  of  llie  United  King< 
duni  llie  religious  UBtabliabmenU  that  n«« 
eiist. 

Mb.  NEWDEOATB  attempted  to  ad- 
Ore«a  tlie  llouie,  but  wai  inaudible  in  con- 
aequenco  of  pereiatent  odea  of  "  Divide  !  " 
and  "  Question  !  " 

Question  put. 

The  riouso  divided  :—A.3«t  312  j  Noea 
253 :  Majority  54. 

ATES. 

Aclau'l,  T.  D.  Ciitlerowe,  Vifoonnt 

Agar-  tllii,  hn.  L.  O.  F.  Cnvc,  T. 

Agnew,  Sir  A.  Cnvandlih,  Lord  E. 

Akroj.1.  E.  Cavendiih.  Lord  F.  C. 

Allrn,  W.  S.  Cnvcndiili,  l*rd  O. 

Ambrrlcjr,  Viscount  Clianiben.  T. 

Aiidoicr.  VueouDt  Chcethnra,  J. 

Aniirutbcr,  Sir  R.  Cliilden,  U.  C.  E. 

Annilrong,  R.  Claj,  J. 

Ajilon,  A.  S.  Clement,  W.J. 

Arioun.  B.  S.  Clinton.  Lord  A.  P. 

Bng-ell,  J.  CJinlon,  Lord  E.  P. 

Bniiic*.  E.  Ciire,  G. 

Rirclaj,  A.  C.  Cognn.  rt.  ban.  W.  U.  F. 

BaiTie.,  T.  Colelrooko,  Sir  T.  E. 

Barron,  Sir  11.  ff.  Coieiiilge,  J.  D. 

llHrry,  A.  H.  S.  Collier.  Sir  R.  f. 

Dairy,  C.  K.  Corball;.  M.  E. 

!'««■.  A.  Canon,  J. 

Baxter,  W.  E.  Cowper.  hon.  n.  F. 

Bailey,  T.  Cowper,  rt.  hon.  W,  F. 

Bi-flamonl,  H.  F,  Crnul'urd,  E.  H.  J. 

Bmumnnt,  IV.  B,  Crawroi-d,  R.  W 

Biddulph.  M.  CroMlcj,  Sir  F. 

Bingbam,  Lard  Dalgliali,  R. 
Uliiiio.J.  A.                  ,   Dn»ej,K, 

B!er.nerlm»iet,  Sir  B.  DaviD.Sir  U  R  F 

BonU-iin-Carlcr,  J.  Da  La  Poor,  E. 

DouTcric,  rt.  hon.  E.  P  DennMo,  hon.  G. 

Bowjer,  Sir  G.  Dent,  J.  B. 

^""ly.  J-  Daring,  Sir  E.  C. 

Bmnd,  rt.  hon,  H.  Dvrereui,  R  J 

Bright,  Sir  C.  T.  Dillie.  Sir  W 

Bright,J.(Birmingb»ni)  Dillwjn,  L.  L. 

Bright,  J.  (Mnucfaeiter)  Dixon,  O. 

Brovne,  Lord  J.  T.  Dodntn,  J,  G. 

Broet.  Lord  C,  Doullon,  F. 

Bruce,  rt.  hoo.  U.  A.  Duff.  U.  E.  G. 

Brjan,  G.  L.  Duff,  R.  W. 

Buihole;,  Sir  R.  Ilondm,  P. 

Bullor.  Sir  A.W,  Earle,  It.  A. 

Biiller.  Sir  E.  M.  Edirnrdi,  C. 

Burke,  Viieonnt  Edwnrds,  U. 

BiitlerJohn»loDe,ll.  A.  Eliot.  Lord 

Buxion,  C.  Elliee.  E. 

Buxton.  Sir  T.  F.  EnBeld,  Vieooaiit 

C«iidli.h.  J.  Er«kin«,  Vio*-Ad.  J.  E. 

Cordwell,  ri.  hon,  E.  Eemonde  J 

Cario£ton,ha.W.H.P.  Etsbi.  T.  W. 

Carnegie,  bon.  0.  Ewart,  ff. 

Carter,  8.  Ewiag,  U.  E.Cma- 


(Irelmtd)  BiB. 


Kjkjn,  B. 
Piiwcett,  H. 
Filiiee,  J. 


FiiiGerald.  rLtu.LoTd    Ijibonc 

O.  A. 
FiiiP»<rick,rt.hn.J.W. 
tittwilliam.  bn.C.W.W. 
Foley.  II.  W. 
Foljambe.  F.  J.  S. 
Fortier,  C. 
Foraler.  W.  E. 
Forteecuc.  rt.  ho.  C.  S. 
Fortcwoe,  hon.  D.  F. 
Freneb.rt.  hn.  Colonel 


KingKOte,  Colonel 
Kiniiaird.  hon.  /  " 
KnalcIibalUHi 


..  II. 


',  Ser, 

Gaakeil.  J.  M. 
Gnrin.  Major 
GibM>n.rt.lion.T.M. 
Gilpin.  C. 

Gladiione.rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
GInditone.  W.  U. 
Gtyn,  G.  C. 
Goldimid,  Sir  F.  U. 
GoldimiJ,  J. 
GoBclien,  rt.  hon.  O.  J. 
Gowfr,  hon.  F.  L. 
Gowcr,  Lord  R. 


Grah 


1,  W. 


Leader,  N.  P. 
Lealham,  E.  A. 
Leatlinm,  W.  U. 
1*0.  W. 
Iceman,  O. 
Urevre.  O.J.  3. 
Lenii.  H. 
Lloyd,  Sir  T.  D. 

Lome,  MarqaOM  of 
Lowe.  It.  bon.  R. 
Lnak,  A. 
WncKvoy.  E. 
M'Konna.  Sir  J.  N. 
M-Jjignn,  P. 
H'Laren,  D. 
Mnguire.J.F. 
Mnrjoiibanki,  Sir  D.  C. 
Ma.-.l.»ll.  VI. 
Martin,  C.  W. 


Gray,  Sir  J. 

(iregory,  W.  If.  McIli.U.' 

GreDrdl,  II.  R.  Mcrn.  J. 

Grevillc-Nugent,A.  W.  Milbnnk,  F.  A. 

P  Mill.  J.  S. 

Gi'evillo-Niigrnt,  CoL  Miller,  W. 

Gioy  11.  boil.  Sir  G.  Mill..  J.  R. 

Gniirenor.  Earl  Uiiton,  Viiooont 

Gnnveiior.  Cnpl.  R,  W.  Mitohell,  T,  A. 

"  "■  "  HolTatt,  G. 


llnnkey.T. 

llnrdcnatlc,  J.  A. 
llarrli,J.D. 
lUrlington,  Marq.of 
Uny,  l«rd  J. 
liny.  Lord  W.  M. 
Ilaytir,  A.  D. 
lleadlam.  rt.  hn.  T.  E. 
Henderson,  J. 
Heneage,  E. 
llenlcy,  Lord 
Berbcrt,  U.  A. 
Uibberl.J.T. 
Hodgkinun.  G. 
Ilodgaon,  K.  U. 
Uoldcn,  I. 
HolLaod,  K. 
Hortman,  rt.han.  K. 
Howard,  bon.  C.  W.  G. 
Uoward,  Lord  E. 
Iluglies,  T. 
llosbei,  W.  n. 
Uont,  R.  n. 

,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 
Inglinm,R. 
Jnekson,  W. 
Jardine,  R. 
Jcrvoiee,  Sir  J,  C. 
John»lonB,SirJ. 
Kennedy,  T. 
King,  hoa.  P.  J.  L. 
Kinglake,  A.  W. 
Eiaglako,  J.  A. 


Monk.  C.  J. 
Monsell,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Moore,  C. 
Moi-e,  it.  J. 
Morriwn,  W. 
Mmpl.,v,  N.  D. 
Ntnlr.  C. 
Nicol.  J.  D. 
Norwood.  C.  M. 
O'Beirne,  J.  L. 
O'Brien.  Sir  P. 
O'CuDor  Don.  Tha 
O'Donoghno.  The 
Ogilry.  Sir  J. 
O'UgUen,  SirC.  M. 
Onalow,  G. 
O'Reilly.  M.  W. 
Oaborne,  R.  B. 
Otway.  A.  J. 
Owen,  Sir  U,  0. 
Padmore,  R. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Parry,  T. 

PooI.'a.'w. 
Peel,  J. 


Plntl.  J. 

Pollnrd'Urquhart,  V. 
Portnian,luin.W.I{.B,- 
Potter.  E. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
PrlcB.  W.  P. 
J. 
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Proby,  Lord 
Ramsaj,  J. 
RAwIinsoo,  Sir  H. 
Rearden,  D.  J. 
Rebow,  J.  G. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Robertson,  D. 
Roeback,  J.  A. 
Rothschild,  Bai*on  L.do 
Rothschild,  Baron  M.de 
Rothschild,  N.  M.  de 
Rossell,  A. 
Rassell,  F.  W. 
Russell,  Sir  W. 
St.  Aubyn,  J. 
Salomons,  Mr.  Aid. 
Samuda,  J.D'A. 
SarouelsoD,  B. 
Scott,  Sir  W. 
Seely,  C. 
Seymour,  A. 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Sheridan,  II.  B. 
SherrifP,  A.  C. 
Simeon,  Sir  J. 
Smith,  J. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Speirs,  A.  A. 
Staopoole,  W. 
Stanley,  hon.  W.  0. 
Stansfeld,  J. 
Stock,  0. 
Stone,  W.  H. 
Stuart,  Col.  Crichton- 
Sulliran,  E. 
Sykes,  Colonel  W.  H. 


Synan,  E.  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Thompson,  M.  W. 
Tite,  W. 
Tomlino,  G. 
Torrens,  W.  T.  M'C. 
Tracy,  hon.  C.  R.  D. 

Banbury* 
Trevelyan,  O.  O. 
Vandeleur,  Colonel 
Vanderbyl,  P. 
Verney,  Sir  U. 
Vernon,  H.  F. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Vivian,  Capt.hn.  J.C.W. 
Waldegrave-Leslie,  hon. 

G. 
Warner,  E. 
Watkin.E.W. 
Weguelin,  T.  M. 
Western,  Sir  T.  B. 
Whalley,  G.  II. 
Whatman,  J. 
Whitbread,  S. 
White,  J. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Williamson,  Sir  II. 
Winterbotham,  U.  S  P. 
Woods,  H. 
Wyvill,  M. 
Toung,  R. 

TXLLBBS. 

Glyn,  G.  G. 
Adam,  W.  P. 


NOES. 

Adderley,  rt.  hon.  C.  B.    Clive.  Lt.Col.  hn.  C.  W* 
Annesley,  hon.  Col.  H.      Cobbold,  J.  C. 


Archdall,  Captain  M. 
Arkwright,  R. 
Baggallay,  R. 
Bngge,  Sir  W. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baillie,  rt.  hon.  H.  J. 
Baring,  T. 

Barrington,  Visoount 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Bathurst,  A.  A. 
Beach,  Sir  M.  II. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bceoroft,  G.  S. 
Bentinck,  G.  C. 
Benyon,  R. 


Cochrane,  A.  D.  R.W.B. 
Cole,  hon.  II. 
Cole,  hon.  J.  L. 
Cooper,  E.  U. 
Corranoe,  F.  S. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  II.  L. 
Courtenay,  Viscount 
Cox,  W.  T. 
Cremorne,  Lord 
Cubitt,  G. 
CurzoD,  Viscount 
Dalkeith.Earl  of 
Dawson,  R.  P. 
Dick,  F. 

Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Dimsdalo,  R. 


Borcsford,  Capt.  D.  W.    Disraeli,  rt.  hon.  B. 

Pack-  Dowdeswell.W.  E. 

Bernard,  hon.  Col.  U,  B.    D  u  Cane,  C. 


Booth,  Sir  R.  G. 
Bourne,  Colonel 
Brett,  Sir  W.  B. 
Brooks,  R. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Bruce,  Sir  H.  II. 
Bruoe,  Major  C. 
Bruen,  H. 
Buckley,  £. 
Burrell,  Sir  P. 
Capper,  C. 
Cartwright,  Colonel 
Cave,  rt.hon.  S. 


Duncombo,  hon.  Adml. 
Duncombo,  hon.  Colonel 
Dvnne,  rt.  hon.  General 
DuPre,C.  G. 
Dutton,  hon.  R.  H. 
Dyke,  W.  U. 
Dyott,  Colonel  R. 
Eaton,  II.  W. 
Eckersley,  N. 
Edwards,  Sir  II. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  F. 
Egerton,  E.  0. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 


Otoil,  Lord  £.  H.  B.  6.    Egerton,  hon.  W. 


Eloho,  Lord 

Fane,  Lieut.-Col.  H.  H. 

Feilden,  J. 

FellowcB,  £. 

Fergusson,  Sir  J. 

Finch, G.  IL 

Forde,  Colonel 

Forester,  rt.  hn.  General 

Frcshfield,  C.  K. 

Gallwey,  Sir  W.  P. 

Galway,  Viscount 

Garth,  R. 

Goddard,  A.  L. 

Goldney,  G. 

Goodson,  J. 

Gordon,  rt.  hon.  E.  S. 

Gore,  J.  R.  0. 

Gore,  W.  R.  0. 

Gorst,  J.  E. 

Grant,  A. 

Grares,  S.  R. 

Gray,  Lieut.-Colonel 

Greenall,  G. 

Greene,  E. 

Grey,  hon.  T.  de 

Griffith,  C.  D. 

Gurney,  rt.  hon.  R. 

Gwyn,  H. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 

Hamilton,  I.  T. 

Hamilton,  Viscount 

ilardy,  rt.  hon.  G. 

Ilardy,  J. 

Hartley,  J. 

Uartopp,  E.  B. 

Harvey,  R.  B. 

Harrey,  R.  J.  H. 

Hay,  Sir  J.  C.  D. 

Heathcote,  Sir  W. 

Henley,  rt.  hon.  J.  W. 

Henniker-Major,hn.J  M 

Herbert,  rt.  hn.  Gen.  P. 

Ilervey,  Lord  A.  H.  C. 

Hesketh,  Sir  T.  G. 

Heygate,  Sir  F.  W. 

Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 

Hodgson,  W.  N. 

Hogg,  Lieut.-Col.  J.  M. 

Holford,  R.  S. 

Holrocsdalo,  Viscount 

Hood,  Sir  A.  A. 

Horsfall,  T.  B. 
llotharo.  Lord 
Howes,  E. 

Hubbard,  J.  G. 
Huddlcston,  J.  W. 
Hunt.  rt.  hon.  G.  W. 
Ingeetre,  Viscount 
Innes,  A.  C. 
Jerris,  Colonel 
JoUiffe,  hon.  H.  H. 
Jones,  D. 
Karslake,  E.  K. 
Karslake,  Sir  J.  B. 
KaTanagh,  A. 
Kekowich,  S.  T* 
Kelk,  J. 
Kendall,  N. 
Kennard,  R.  W. 
Keown,  W. 
King,  J.  G. 
King,  J.  K. 


KnigbUey,  Sir  R. 
Knox,  Colonel 
Knox,  hon  Colonel  S. 
Laoon,  Sir  E. 
Laird,  J. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
lanyon,  Sir  C. 
Lascelles,  hn.  E.  W. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Legh,  Major  C . 
Lennox,  Lord  G.  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Leslie,  C,  P. 
Liddcll,  hon.  H.  G. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Colonel  C. 
Lindsay,  Colonel  B.  L. 
Long,  R.  P. 
Lopes,  H.  C. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  Colonel 
Lowther,  J. 
Lowther,  W. 
Mahon,  Viscount 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Malcolm,  J.  W. 
Manners,  Lord  G.  J. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
Matheson,  Sir  J. 
Mayo,  Earl  of 
Meller,  Colonel 
Miles,  J.  W. 
Mitford,  W.  T. 
Montagu,  rt.hn.  Lord  R. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  C. 
Morgan,  hon.  Migor 
Morgan,  O. 
Mowbray,  rt  hon.  J.  R. 
Neeld,  Sir  J. 
Neville-GrenTille,  R. 
.  Newdogate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Visoount 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
North,  Colonel 
Northcote,  rt.  hn.  Sir  S. 
O'Neill,  hon.  E. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Pakington,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Palk,  Sir  L. 
Parker,  Major  W. 
Patten,  rt,  hon.  Col.  W. 
Paull,  H. 

Peel,  rt.  hon.  General 
Peroberton,  E.  L. 
Pennant,  hon.  G.  D. 
Percy,  Mjr.-Gn.  Lord  II. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Pugh,  D. 
Read,  C.  S. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J, 
Robertson,  P.  F. 
Royston,  Visoount 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Sandford,  G.  M.  W. 
Saunderson,  E. 
Sohreiber,  C. 
Sclater- Booth,  G. 
Scott,  Urd  H. 
Scourfield,  J.  H. 
Selwin-Ibbetson,  n.J. 
Seveme,  J.  £. 
Seymour,  O.  H. 
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ill 


Simondfl,  W.  B. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  S.  G. 
Smollett,  P.  B. 
Somerset,  Colonel 
Somerset  ,£.  A. 
Stanhope,  J.  B. 
Stanlej,  hon.  F 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stirling-Maxwell,  SirW. 
Stopford,  S.  G. 
Stronge,  Sir  J.  M. 
Sturt,  II.  G. 
Surtee8,0.  F. 
Surtees,  H.  E. 
Sykes,  C. 
Thorold,  Sir  J.  H. 
Thynne,  Lord  U.  F. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Torrens,  R. 
Treeby,  J.  W. 
Trevor,  Lord  A.E.Hill- 
Turner,  C. 


Tumor,  E. 
Vance,  J. 
Verner,  E.  W. 
Vemer,  Sir  W. 
Walker,  Major  G.  G. 
Walpole,  rt.hon.  S.  U. 
Walrond,  J.  W. 
Walsh,  hon.  A. 
Warren,  rt.  hon .  R.  R. 
Waterhouse,  S. 
Welby,  W.  E. 
WUliams.  F.  M. 
Woodd,  B.  T. 
Wyld,  J. 

Wyndham,  hon.  H. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 
Wynne,  W.  R.  M, 
Wynn,  C.  W.  W. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TXLLBBS. 

Taylor,  Colonel 
Whitmore,  H. 


Main  Queation  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Friday  5th  June. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Two  o'clock,  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  May  25,  1868. 

MINDTES.]  — SxLxcT  Commitiie  — On  Conta- 
gious Diseases  Act  (1866),  The  Earl  Nelson 
and  Lord  Ebury  added. 

PcjBUO  Bills — Firtt  Readivg — Army  Chaplains* 
(116). 

Second  Reading --{£17,000,000)  Consolidated 
Fund* 

Third  R^ading^Endowed  Sohools  *  (98),  and 
pasted, 

ARMY  CHAPLAINS  BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  afford  greater  Facilities  for  the  Mi- 
nistrations of  Arm>  Chaplains — Was  presented  by 
The  Lord  Silchxstxr  ;  read  1*.    (No.  116.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  aaarter  past 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  May  25,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— PoBUo  Bills— Orc^ed— Local 
Oilloen  Superannoation  (Ireland).* 

Fir»i  Reading^honi  Offioers  Supenuumation 
(IxwUmd)*  [137]. 


Second  Reading— VoicTB  in  Disfranchised  Bo- 
rou|fhs*[128]. 

CommitUe — Representation  of  the  People  (Scot« 
land)  [20}— B.P. 

Considered  as  amended — ^West  Indies*  [124]. 

Third  Reading — Local  GoTerument  Supplemental 
(No.  2)*  [120];  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation,  die*  (118)  ;  Unclaimed  Prise 
Money  (India)  *  [122]  ;  Reformatory  Schools 
(Ireland)*  [65];  Partition*  [107];  Medical 
Practitioners  (Colonies)  *  [126j ;  Divorce  and 
Matrimonial  Causes  Court*  [119),  and  passed. 


IRELAND-PARTY  PROCESSIONS  ACT. 

QUESTION. 

Sir  FREDERICK  HEYGATE  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  Whether,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government,  the  timo  is  not  arrived  when 
it  would  be  wiser  to  repeal  the  Party  Pro- 
eesBions  Act  (Ireland)  ;  and  whether,  in 
their  opinion,  the  preservation  of  the  pub- 
lic peace  could  not  be  equally  secured  by  a 
strict  administration  of  the  Common  Law 
of  the  land  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  replied,  that,  in 
answer  to  the  Question  put  to  him  by  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Belfast  some  timo  ago, 
he  stated  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  propose  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  the  repeal  of  the  Party  Pro- 
cessions  Act.      Ue    also   stated    that  ho 
thought  that,  after  the  nuthoritative  and 
lucid  manner  in  which  the  law  had  been 
stated  by  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald,  it  was 
quite  clear  that  no  uncertainty  as  to  tho 
state  of  the  law  could  exist.   That  learned 
Judge  laid  down  that  there   were   three 
things  necessary  to  constitute  a  breach  of 
the  law.    The  first  was,  that  there  should 
be  an  assembling  together  in  procession  ; 
the  second  was,  that  there  should  bo  the 
bearing  of  flags   and  emblems ;   and  tho 
third  was,  that  the  wearing  of  distinctive 
sashes  and   symbols   should   be    such   as 
was  calculated  to  provoke  animosity  and 
ill-feeling  between  various  classes  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.     At  tho    same   timo 
he  (the   Earl  of    Mayo)  stated  that  any 
uncertainty  which    could    possibly    arise, 
must  arise   from  juries    taking    different 
views  as   to  tho   meaning   of  the   words 
''  calculated    to    provoke    animosity    and 
iil-feelinff  between  various  classes  of  Her 
Majesty  s   subjects."      Tho    Government 
had  considered  these  words  with  the  great- 
est care,    with    a    view,   if   possible,    to 
render  tliem   more  clear ;    but   they  had 
come  to  the  decision  that  such  an  amend- 
ment as  was  proposed  was  impossible,  and 
that  these  words  could  not  be  altered  with* 
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out  inateriallj  iDterfsring  witli  lliat  right 
of  meeting  for  the  porpose  of  public  discua- 
■ion  wliich  tlie  GoTcrnmeiit.iii  common  wiili 
(be  UemberB  of  tlint  House,  felt  oagbl 
not  to  be  restricted.  IIo  regretted  moal 
deeply  Hint  a  feeling  iliould  preTnil  tlial 
the  law  bad  not  been  adminiitered  iritb 
impnriialitj.  All  lie  could  laj  was,  lliol 
us  fur  na  tlie  present  QoTernnient  was 
concerned,  tbej  bnd  eiidcaToured  to  nd- 
minisler  the  lair  with  the  itrictest  impnr- 
tinlitf  nmt  fairness  ;  and  be  fell  cunTinced 
that  Pitrlioment  would  norer  be  prepared 
to  ropeni  this  Act,  unless  such  a  ataie  of 
tbingR  came  nbout,  ibnt  in  the  celebration 
of  thesn  nnniTerBnrieB  and  nieetiiigl  parties 
would  nbstniu  from  exbibitin<!  those  Saga 
nnd  sjmhuU  wliioli  every  cnndid  man  must 
itdniit  were  cnlunUtoil  to  protobo  ■nimoeiiy 
nnil  ill-feolins  bctweon  (ho  various  classes 
of  Her  Mnjeety'fl  subjects  in  Irclnnd.  lie 
did  not  tliink  the  eii'teiicc  of  the  Party 
Processions  Act  intcrFercd  nilli  the  Com- 
mon Lnw  of  tlie  land.  IT  n  brejcli  oF 
peace  should  occur  in  connection  ivith  these 
pruceasiuni,  it  would  be  tried  under  the 
Common  Law.  The  Act  in  question  con- 
Blilutcd  an  offence  which  was  totally  Irre- 
fpcetiro  of  the  fact  whether  a  breach  of 
the  peace  occurred  or  not. 

POST  OFFICE— WEST  INDIA  MAILS. 

QDESTIOK.  ' 

Mk.  GILPIN  Boid.  he  wished  to  a>k  ^ 
the  Secretary  to  the  Trensury,  If  any 
decision  has  been  orriicd  at  as  to  the  sub- 
ttitulion  of  another  island  for  that  oF  St.  ' 
Thomas  QB  iho  Harbour  and  Depot  of  the  i 
West  India  and  PaciSc  Malls  ;  and.  if  he  ' 
will  consent  that  no  change  or  renewal  of 
the  existing  contract  shall  bo  sanctiaiicd  by 
tho  dovcriiment  till  the  whole  subject  has 
been  submitted  to  the  examination  of  a 
Cmimiiteo  of  this  Iloust-,  with  power  to  | 
lake  cvideiico  ? 

Mb.  SCLATEBBOOTII:  Sir,  it  has 
been  proposed  by  iho  Government  to  ex- 
tend the  existing  contract  for  a  limited 
|t«riod  i  but  in  the  contract  provision  is 
mode  for  the  substitution  of  some  otber 
BlBtion  for  St.  Thomas,  and  the  GoTern 
nieut  htTo  been  collecting  inFormalion  on 
tho  subject  and  are  about  to  take  it  into 
consideration,  with  tlio  v'lovi  of  arriving  at  ' 
an  early  decision.  It  would  not  conduce  I 
to  a  speedy  or  Batisfactory  decision  if  tho  ( 
matter  were  novy  eubmilted  to  a  Committee 
of  this  House.  The  Lou.  Member  must 
nwtlect  that,  in  accordance  with  the  ubdbI 


practice,  the  contract,  when  completed, 
must  be  eubmitted  to  tli«  Hoase  for  it*  ap- 
proval, and  the  beet  eonrse  will  bo  to  fol- 
low the  usual  precedent  in  Bucli  caseB. 

DURHAM  COUNTY  COURTS. 

Mn.  IIBNDBRSON  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Why 
io  much  lime  has  been  wasted  and  tho  best 
season  of  iho  year  for  building  purposes 
alloned  to  pass  away  without  ony  progress 
bavint;  been  made  towards  the  eroctton  of 
the  new  County  Courts  in  the  City  oF  Dur- 
ham, Oovernnicnt  having  purchased  end 
had  possession  of  a  Btie  for  that  purpose 
scrernl  months,  and  the  bouse  where  the 
present  Courts  are  held  being  most  incon- 
venient (ind  entirely  unfit  for  the  condaet 
of  public  business? 

Ma.  SCLATER-BOOTEI  replied,  that 
he  was  infunned  that  tho  purcliase  of  Uiiil 
in  the  city  of  Durham  wns  not  fur  the  put^ 
pose  of  County  Court',  but  fur  the  con- 
struction of  offices  in  connection  with  [lis 
Couiiiy  Courts  ;  and  the  reason  why  tbe 
building  was  not  proceeded  with  was  be- 
cause the  Estimate  connected  with  County 
Courts  was  already  very  large,  and  it  wss 
thought  desirable  to  give  tho  money  to 
those  towns  where  tho  accommodation  of 
County  Courts  was  wanted,  Durham  al- 
ready had  a  County  Court  well  adapted  lot 
its  purpose. 

QUEENSLAND  — FOLTNESUN  LABOUB- 
ERS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  eaid,  he  wished  to  aik 
tho  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies. If  ha  can  slate  when  the  Corrt- 
spondence  rclnling  to  tho  importation  of 
Polynesian  labourers  into  Quceusleod  will 
be  Inid  upon  the  Tabic  ? 

Mr  ADDERLEY  elated,  in  reply,  that 
the  Bill  of  the  Queensland  Legislnture, 
guarding  against  any  abuse  oF  imniigralioa 
from  the  South  Sea  Islanda,  had  only 
reached  tbe  Colonial  Office  that  day,  and 
the  Government  had  not  had  time  to  eoa- 
sidcr  it.  Tbe  allegoliona  of  abose  from 
various  quarters  had  been  referred  baek  to 
those  who  made  Ihcm  for  tlieir  authority, 
and  when  iho  answers  had  been  received 
the  Paper  should  be  laid  on  the  table. 

POSTAL  SERVICE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  said,  he  wished  to 

ask  the  Seorelarj  to  tbe  Traainrj,  To 
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State  the  proportions  id  irliich  the  buiui 
collected  as  postage,  in  connection  with  the 
Bcrfices  referred  to  in  Parlinmentarj  Paper, 
No.  68  of  the  present  Session,  ore  di? ided 
amongst  the  seTcrnl  contributorics  in  dimi- 
nution of  their  shares  in  the  cost  of  those 
801  vices;  and,  if  he  will  lay  upon  tlie  Table 
an  account  of  the  sums  so  divided  for  the 
years  ended  the  31st  of  March  of  1867  and 
18GS,  and  of  the  adjustments  made  with 
the  contributories  in  question  in  respect  of 
their  shores  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
thnt  the  sums  poid  for  posta<;e  in  India, 
Austroiia,  and  England  were  divided,  after 
certain  deductitms,  equally  anions;  the  con- 
tributory countries  ;  and  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber moved  for  a  Return  of  the  sums  divided, 
and  of  the  manner  of  the  division  for  1867 
end  the  current  year,  that  Return  would 
give  a  more  clear  cxplonation  of  the  point 
than  any  statement  he  could  now  make. 

ARMY— PAYMENT    OF    MUSKETRY    IN- 
STRUCTORS.— QUESTIONS. 

Major  ANSON  paid,  lie  would  beg:  to 
ask  the  Secretory  of  State  for  War,  "Whe- 
ther it  is  his  intention  to  consolidote  the 
pay  of  officers  and  sergeant-instructors  of 
musketry  and  gymnastics,  and  reduce  the 
amount  on  the  plea  that  they  only  receive 
working  pay,  and  do  not  work  on  Sundoys; 
and,  if  so,  whether  this  system  of  retrench- 
ment will  be  extended  to  the  Wnr  OflSee, 
and  the  pay  of  the  clerks  in  that  depart- 
ment diminished  by  on  amount  equal  to 
fifty- two  days  per  annum  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKlNGTON,in  reply,  said, 
there  were  several  classes  of  persons  under 
the  War  Office  performing  continuous  duty, 
and  it  was  proposed  that  they  should  oil  be 
puid  on  the  some  principle. 

Lord  ELCUO  soid,  he  wished  to  know, 
Whether  musketry  instructurs  were  em- 
ployed by  the  yeor,  month,  or  hour? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  soid,  he  did 
not  think  they  were  oppointed  by  the  year, 
or  for  any  exact  period.  They  were  ap- 
pointed for  a  certain  duty,  and  for  so  long 
as  their  assistance  was  required. 

RIOTS  AT  ASHTON,  S TALEY  BRIDGE, 

BIRMINGHAM,  <tc. 

MOTION  FOR  ADJOURNMENT. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  MA6U1RE,  who  had  given  Notice 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 


Department,  Whether   his    attention   has 
been   seriously  called   to  the  frequent  in- 
stances of  riot  and  disturbance,  injury  to 
person  and  destruction  of  property,  en  used 
in  certain  districts  of  this  connlry  by  the 
addresses  of  a  person  named  Murphy,  and 
his  colleogues  ;  and  whether  he  could  give 
any  assurance  to  the  House  thot  the  de- 
livery of  such  addresses  could  be  prevented 
for  the  future  ?  said,  he  desired  to  supple- 
ment his  Question  by  a  brief  statement  and 
thnt    he  might   put  himself  in   Order,  he 
would  conclude  with  a  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House.     He  thought  if 
the  House  would  attend  to  him  fur  a  very 
short  time,  there  was  not  a  Member  of  the 
House  who  would  not  feel  he  wos  justified 
in  calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
subject  of  his  Question.   lie  was  sure  thot 
every  good  and  generous  man  in  the  country 
must  have  witnessed  with  pain  ond  disgust 
the  systematic  attempts  which  had  been 
for  some  time   past   made  to  excite  evil 
possions   and   sow   dissension    among  the 
population  in  many  of  the  manufacturing 
districts  of  the  country,  by  inflaming  those 
prejudices  which  naturally  arose  from  dif- 
ferences of  religion  and  of  race — prejudices 
which  he  asserted  every  Christian  mon  and 
true    patriot  ought    rather  endeavour  to 
alloy.     There   was,   as  they  alt  knew,  a 
considerable  Irish  Catholic   population  in 
many  of  the  large  cities  of  Enj;land  ;  and 
throughout  every  manufacturing  town   in 
England  there  was  a  consideroble  number 
of  Irishmen  and  Cotholics.     Now,  he  did 
not  claim  for  his  countrymen  any  pcculior 
excellence.     Like  other  branches   of  the 
human  family  they  had  their  defects  and 
their  weaknesses^  but  none  even  of  their 
worst  enemies  denied  that  they  possessed 
many  sterling  qualities  ond    many   great 
virtues,  or  that  they  were  deeply  uttochcd 
to  their  country  and  their  faith.       He  was 
not  in  the  least  opposed  to  free  discussion, 
ond  hod  no  desire  to  stifle  the  expression 
of  public  opinion  ;  but  there  was  a  great 
diflerence  between  free   discussion  and  a 
licence  to  abuse  and  outrage  the  religion  of 
others.     There  hod  been  during  the  past 
twelve  months,  in  nearly  all  the  leading 
communities,  attempts  made  on  the  port  of 
a  certain  organization  which  he  would  not 
mention,    to  inflame  the  possions  of  the 
English  people  ogoinst  the  Irish  ;  and  the 
religion  of  the  Roman  Catholics  hod  been 
made  the  pretext  of  the  assault.     He  in- 
tended only  to  refer  to  the  late  proceed- 
ings at  AshtoD-under-Lyne,  and  would  not 
allude  to  what  had  token  place  at  Black- 
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burn  and  Birmingham.  This  was  a  matter 
of  lifo  and  death  to  many,  and  as  interest- 
ing to  the  people  of  this  country  as  any 
question  wliich  could  bo  brought  under  the 
notice  of  Parliament.  Wherever  this  Mr. 
Murphy  and  the  agents  of  the  society  to 
which  he  had  alluded  hnd  gone — where?er 
they  had  raised  the  standard  of  intolerance 
the  result  had  been  most  mischievous. 
There  had  been  rioting,  destruction  of  pro- 
perty, and  sometimes  loss  of  life. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  rose  to 
Order.  Ho  was  far  from  wishing  to  deprive 
the  hon.  Member  of  any  latitude  the  House 
might  wish  to  accord  him;  but  he  hoped 
tho  hon.  Member  would  not  depart  from 
tho  usual— ["Order."] 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  said,  he  believed  he 
was  perfectly  in  Order.  He  did  not  wish 
to  do  anything  to  cause  ill-feeling  in  the 
House  or  out  of  it.  His  only  object  was 
to  put  an  end  to  a  state  of  things  which 
caused  bad  blood  throughout  the  com- 
munity,  and  to  enable  men  of  different 
religious  views  to  live  in  peace  and  amity. 
For  the  last  three  or  four  months  the  peo- 
ple of  Ashton  had  been  kept  in  constant 
fear  and  apprehension  by  the  advent  of 
thoso  emissaries  of  disturbance  ;  and  he 
had  it  on  the  authority  of  a  clergyman 
that  during  that  time  the  Roman  Catholics 
had  been  obliged  to  stop  up  night  after 
night  to  protect  their  churches  and  schools. 
On  the  9th  instant  there  was  a  great  tea 
party,  consisting  of  about  1,000  persons, 
most  of  them  wearing  Orange  ribbons.  On 
the  next  day,  which  was  Sunday,  there 
was  an  Orange  procession.  He  was  sorry 
to  say  that  tho  Irish  were  provoked,  and 
no  doubt  they  were  parties  to  the  riot  that 
ensued  ;  but  it  should  be  remembered  that 
they  had  been  systematically  provoked  for 
months  previously.  After  they  were  dis- 
persed, at  a  late  hour  of  the  night  two 
Catholic  chapels  wore  nearly  gutted,  and 
the  houses  in  several  of  tho  streets  in 
which  the  Irish  dwelt  were  wrecked.  His 
complaint  was,  that  the  magistrates  did  not 
take  any  active  steps  to  suppress  that  riot. 
He  made  that  assertion  on  the  authority 
of  a  letter  ho  had  received  from  Mr. 
Aspland,  Chairman  of  the  Lancashire  county 
magistrates,  a  gentleman  who  was  not  a 
Catholic,  but,  he  believed,  a  Unitarian, 
and  a  man  of  tho  highest  choracter.  Mr. 
Aspland  stated  that  tho  riot  was  allowed 
to  proceed  for  four  hours  without  any 
attempt  being  made  to  check  it.  The 
rioty  which  commenced  on  tho  Sunday, 
was  continued  on  the  Monday  morning 

Mr,  Maguire 


though  the  Home  Secretary  was  asked  by 
some  clergymen  to  afford  them  protection. 
Fifty-one  houses  were  wrecked  and  gutted 
on  the  Monday  night.  He  was  informed 
that  although  500  special  constables  had 
been  enrolled  during  the  day,  and  one  of 
the  officers  of  police  who  had  at  his  com* 
mand  a  large  body  of  policemen  offered 
his  services  at  the  Town  Hall,  the  magis- 
trates did  not  accept  his  assistance. 
They  seemed  to  be  utterly  Iielpless  and 
feeble,  and  the  result  was  a  state  of  things 
utterly  disgraceful  to  a  Christian  country. 
One  hundred  and  ten  houses  and  shops, 
two  chapels,  one  school,  one  hall,  and  two 
priests'  houses  were  wrecked.  Wherever 
this  Murphy  appeared  there  was  riot  and 
disorder.  Speaking  of  Ireland,  Murphy 
said,  '*  The  country  can  never  be  quiet 
until  every  Catholic  priest  is  hanged."  Re- 
ferring to  an  execution  that  took  place, 
Murphy  said  he  would  put  the  rope  around 
the  culprit's  neck,  and  around  the  neck  of 
the  priest  too.  Scarcely  under  any  cir- 
cumstances had  the  magistrates  of  the 
manufacturing  districts  been  eqnal  to  the 
discharge  of  their  duty.  He  (Mr.  Maguire) 
would  tell  the  House  what  he  did  when 
charged,  under  similar  circumstances,  with 
the  preservation  of  the  peace  of  his  own 
city,  and  whot  these  magistrates  could  have 
also  done.  In  tho  midst  of  the  Belfast 
riots  there  was  great  excitement  in  his 
city,  and  at  that  time  a  person  came  to 
lecture  there  against  '*  Anti -Christ  "  and 
the  Pope.  lie  knew  that  persons  would 
have  gone  to  meet  those  who  assembled  to 
receive  that  man,  and  at  every  risk  he 
stopped  him.  Being  a  Catholic,  he  stopped 
him  at  the  risk  of  being  charged  with 
bigotry  ;  but  there  was  a  time  when  a  msn 
must  brave  everything  to  save  the  peace  of 
the  community.  Though  he  incurred  for 
himself  the  deadliest  hostility  amongst 
those  who  entertained  strong  views  on  re- 
ligion, he  had  the  approval  of  every  man 
who  loved  peace  and  order.  He  wished  to 
ask  the  Homo  Secretary  what  steps  were 
taken  to  preserve  the  peace  t  Was  he 
satisfied  that  sufficient  precautions  were 
adopted  ?  When  the  riot  commenced  was 
it  stopped  with  vigour  ?  And  what  steps 
would  be  taken  to  prevent  this  man  from 
going  to  other  parts  of  England  and  pro- 
ducing  elsewhere  the  same  terrible  results  ? 
In  his  programme,  issued  at  Bury,  Murphy 
stated  that  he  would  take  his  wooden  walls 
to  Manchester.  Every  man  knew  there 
was  an  enormous  Irish  popolation  in  Man 
chesteri  and  they  might  anticipate  what 
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would  be  the  result,  lie  said  that,  in  spite 
of  the  authorities,  he  would  go  there.  He 
said  he  irould  go  to  Preston  and  e?erj 
town  in  Lancashire,  and  would  not  fail  to 
visit  Liverpool.  There  being  150,000  Ro- 
man Catholics  in  Liverpool  they  must  see 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  inflaming  the 
passions  of  the  Protestants  and  Catholics 
there.  Murphy  said  there  were  'Irishmen 
in  Liverpool  whose  motto  was  "  No  sur- 
render ;"  and  declared  that  one  of  them  was 
better  than  forty  Papists.  The  Duke  of 
Wellington  did  not  think  so. 

Sir  LAWRENCE  PALE  rose  to  Order. 
Ho  objected  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  reading 
from  a  newspaper. 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  explained  that  ho  had 
read  from  the  paper  because  ho  did  not 
wish  to  quote  from  memory,  which  might 
prove  fallible.  Murphy  stated  in  his  pro- 
gramme that  he  intended  to  make  the  tour 
of  all  these  places^nd  he  (Mr.  Maguire) 
asked  if  the  local  authorities  and  the 
Home  Office  were  prepared  to  accept  the 
challenge  Murphy  had  given  to  them  ? 
Were  they  prepared  to  prevent  the  preach- 
ing of  disunion,  and  to  take  steps  for  the 
preservation  of  the  peace?  He(Mr.  Maguire) 
wished  that  his  countrymen  would  not  mind 
this  man  ;  but  that  was  asking  from  them 
more  than  human  nature  was  capable  of. 
He  knew  also  that  their  clergymen  had 
given  them  the  best  advice.  The  disciples 
and  followers  of  Murphy  wherever  they  met 
the  Roman  Catholics  in  the  Lancashire  dis- 
tricts retailed  the  infamous  statements  they 
heard  from  Murphy's  platform,  offending 
fathers,  mothers,  and  sisters  and  brothers 
in  their  dearest  and  most  sacred  feelings. 
The  Catholic  clergy  were  outraged  in  every 
way,  and  were  actually  afraid  fur  their 
lives,  having  received  frequent  threats,  and 
the  nuns  in  the  district  were  made  the  sub- 
jects of  the  vilest  and  grossest  abuse.  The 
book  called  Maria  Monk,  which  had 
been  exposed  as  a  lie  in  America,  forty- 
three  years  ngo,  was  disseminated  by  these 
people  as  a  means  of  casting  the  vilest 
odium  on  those  whom  every  Catholic  re- 
Terea  and  every  Protestant  gentleman  of 
honour  must  respect.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  consider  he  had  said  nothing  offen- 
sive to  anyone  in  bringing  this  matter  be- 
fore the  House.  Although  he  did  not  wish 
to  interfere  with  the  Business  of  the  House, 
merely  asking  a  Question  under  the  cir- 
cumstancea  would  not  satisfy  him.  He 
now  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
the  name  of  200  memorialists,  that  there 
ahoold  be  an  ioTeatigation  into  the  eanie 


of  these  riots.  The  prayer  of  the  me- 
morial was  in  these  words — 

"  That  the  undersigned  magistntes  and  others 
whose  names  and  descriptions  are  herein  nnder- 
written,  humhly  request  that  a  Commission  he 
issued  by  Iler  Majesty's  Government  to  inquire 
into  the  late  riots  at  Ashton-under-Lyno,  the 
cause  of  these  riots,  and  the  proceedings  of  the 
authorities,  with  the  view  to  the  Commission 
pointing  out  remedial  measures  for  the  suppres- 
sion of  such  conduct  as  has  been  and  is  now  affect- 
ing the  manufacturing  districts  of  Lancashire." 

That  memorial  was  signed  by  twelve  clergy- 
men, eight  magistrates,  four  medical  men, 
one  solicitor,  four  manufacturers,  and  161 
others.  He  would  conclude  by  reading  a  few 
lines  which  he  had  received  from  a  Scotch 
soldier  —  who  was  a  Presbyterian  and 
Christian— with  reference  to  the  Notice 
he  had  placed  on  the  Paper.  He  believed 
that  letter  would  meet  with  the  sympathy 
of  every  man  in  that  House.  It  ran  as 
follows  : — 

"  I  am  an  old  officer  who  has  served  in  the  four 
quarters  of  the  globe,  and  I  hare  commanded 
many  hundreds  of  Irishmen  and  Catholics  with 
the  greatest  satisfaction.  I  am  an  elder  of  the 
Presbyterian  Kirk ;  but  I  have  an  utter  contempt 
for  those  who  insult  others  through  the  religion 
in  which  they  were  bom  and  bred." 

Now  he  (Mr.  Maguire)  would  simply  ask 
for  protection  for  these  poor  people  that 
they  might  live  in  peace  in  the  midst  of  the 
society  in  which  they  had  cast  their  lot. 
He  might  tell  those  who  were  the  authors 
of  this  abominable  propagnndism  that  the 
most  grievous  consequences,  not  local 
merely,  but  Imperial,  would  result  from 
the  continuance  of  this  detestable  strife. 
He  knew  that  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
these  people  had  emigrated  from  the  manu- 
facturing districts  to  America  on  account 
of  the  causes  he  was  deploring.  They  did 
not  want  to  increase  the  feeling  in  that 
country  against  England.  He  begged  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  thia  House  do  now  adjourn.**— 
(Mr.  Maguire,) 

Mr.  GATHORNB  HARDY  :  Sir,  every 
one  must  feel  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Maguire)  how  disgraceful  and 
discreditable  the  riots  which  have  occurred 
in  the  North  of  England  have  been  to  the 
parties  concerned  ;  and  I  cannot  sufficiently 
deplore  and  condemn  the  excesses  com- 
mitted in  Ashton  in  the  wrecking  of  a 
whole  street,  and  the  destruction  of  a  Ro- 
man Catholic  chapel.  At  the  same  time, 
I  do  not  think  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  altogether  just  to  the  magistrates 
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of  that  place.     The  Mayor  at  the  time 
i^hen  the  riots  occurred  was  absent,  but 
it  is  stated  to  mo  that  there  was  a  gen- 
tleman named  Mason^-I  believe  a  magis- 
trate for  two   counties   and    also   for  the 
borough  —  who    from    tho   first    moment 
that  lie  received  notice,  while  at  chapel, 
was  with    little    intermission  in    constant 
attendance  during  the   entire  week,   and 
did  all  in  his  power  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
riots.      It   appears    from  a   statement   I 
have   received   from    the   Major    that   in 
January  last  there  was  some  apprehension 
of  riots,  and  special  constables  were  sworn 
in   to    tlie    number    of   100.     The  local 
authorities  received  instructions  to  assemble 
them   when   occasion   required,  and   they 
were  assembled  with  the  police  at  the  Town 
Hall  on  the  first  evening  of  the  riots,  and 
tho   troops   were   also   sent  for  ;    but  on 
tho  Sunday  evening  the  excesses  do  not 
seem  to  have  gone  very  far.     I  do  not  in- 
tend to  enter  into  the  circumstances  which 
attended  tho  riots,  or  to  say  which  party 
was  the  aggressor,  as  that  docs  not  come 
within  the  scope  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Question.   But  on  the  Monday  these  violent 
outrages    were  renewed,   and    great   de- 
struction of  property,  no  doubt,  took  place. 
With  respect,  I  will  not  say  to  the  proxi- 
mate cause,  but  to  the  original  cause  of 
those  disturbances,  the  hon.  Member  at- 
tributed them  to  tho  addresses  of  a  person 
nnmed    Murphy  and   his   associates,    who 
have  been  lecturing  in  tho  North  of  Eng- 
land.    Tho  Question  which  tbe  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  put  on  the  Poper,  ond  which   is 
hardly  addressed  to  the  point  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  adverted  towards  the  close 
of  his  remarks — namely,   the   issue  of  a 
Commission — is  whether  I  could  give  an 
assurance  to  the  House  that  the  delivery 
of  such  addresses  could  be  prevented  for 
the  future  ?     Now,  as  I    understand,   the 
mode  which  is   adopted  by  Mr.    Murphy 
when  he  is  going  to  lecture  at  a  place  is 
either  to  hire  a  room  for  tlie  purpose  or  to 
make  use  of  a   building  which  belongs  to 
him,  and  to  which   persons  are   admitted 
by  ticket.     There  is   no  analogy  in  such 
proceedings  to  meetings  held  in  the  open 
air,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  there  is  any 
law  in  existence  by   which  a  person  can 
be  prevented  from  delivering  controversial 
lectures  either  in  a  room  which  he  takes  or 
a  structure  which  he  carries  about  for  tho 
purpose.     No  person  is  compelled  to  at- 
tend those  lectures.     If,  however,  such  a 
lecturer  uses  language  calculated  to  lead  to 
a  breach  of  the  peace,  or  of  a  soditioui  or 
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blasphemous  eharacter  there  is  a  remedy, 
but  so  long  as  the  person  lecturing  con* 
fines  himself  to  what  the  law  cannot  take 
hold  of  I  am  not  aware  of  any  means  of 
putting  a  stop  to  the  delivery  of  such  lec- 
tures. The  hon.  Member  said  he  should  be 
averse  from  any  interference  with  free  dis' 
cussion  ;  but  I  am  afraid,  unless  you  were 
to  impose  a  limit  with  regard  to  the  lan- 
guage used,  which  would  be  found  intoler- 
able, you  must  rely  under  the  present  law 
on  the  moderation  of  those  who  lecture,  and 
on  the  authority  of  persons  of  influence  on 
their  side,  whether  in  religion  or  politics, 
to  make  them  temperate  in  the  language 
they  employ.     I  am  not  able  to  say,  there* 
fore,  that  I  contemplate  any  mode  by  which 
persons  going  to  deliver  controversial  lec- 
tures which  in  themselves  are  not  wrong, 
in  buildings  nhich  are  their  own  or  are 
hired,  can  be  prevented  from   doing  so. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that  it  is  iu 
the  power  of  any  person,  who  has  reason  to 
apprehend  that  such  lectures  are  likely  to 
lead  to  a  breach  of  the  peace,  to  swear  on 
information  to  thot  effect,  and  so  bring  the 
question  to  an  issue.   But  that  is  a  question 
for  the  local  authorities,  and  not  for  any 
central  authority  in  London.    With  respect 
to  the  part  1  have  taken,  it  has  been  this 
— The  Roman  Catholic  clergymen  to  whom 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  referred  telegraphed  to 
me,  and  I  at  once  telegraphed  back  to  tbe 
chief  constable  and  magistrates  of  the  bo- 
rough telling  them  they  could  have  extra 
assistance  if  required,  and  at  the  same  time 
I  called  on  them  to  swear  in  a  suflieieDt 
number  of  special  constables,  and  if  they 
could  not  find  as  many  as  they  required  to 
apply  for  military  aid.     We  received  an 
answer  to  the  effect  that  they  did  not  re- 
quire any  additional  assistance,    for  that 
the  force  at  their  disposal  was  suflScient.    I 
am  not  aware  that  after  that  there  was  any 
extreme  disturbance.     I  believe  during  tho 
week  afterwards  they  were  able  to  main- 
tain order  in  the  town.     There  are  now  a 
great  many  persons  waiting  to  take  their 
trial,  and  I  believe,  without  issuing  a  formal 
Commission,  the  facts  of  the  case  will  come 
out  fully  in  the  ordinary  way  before  a  jury, 
otherwise  I  might  perhaps  have  been  pre- 
pared to  issue  a  Commission;  but  I  believe 
that  such  a  course  now   might    prejudice 
the  trials  about  to  take  place  before  the 
Judges  of  the  land.    Without  entering  into 
detail,  which  I  do  not  think  the  present 
occasion   calls   for,  I   will   say  this,  that 
every  effort  will  be  made  by  the  authorities 
iu  London  to  assist  magiatratea   who  re- 


825 


Siott  at  AihUm, 


{Mat  25, 18681         Staky  Bndge,  ^c. 


826 


qaire  aid  in  their  ende&TOurs  io  keep  the 
pcnco.  But  information  must  be  Bworn 
before  the  local  authorities  if  the  protection 
of  the  law  18  to  be  appealed  to ;  for  I  am 
not  awnre  that,  without  entirely  interfering 
with  free  discussion,  we  have  any  other 
means  of  putting  down  such  proceedings 
as  those  of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
plains. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  ho  should 
not  do  his  duty  if  he  did  not  make  a  re- 
mark or  two  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of 
the  magistrates  of  Ashton  during  the  re- 
cent disturbances,  as  it  had  been  impugned 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Maguire). 
He  tiad  gone  into  this  matter  with  consi- 
derable care,  and  he  had  como  to  an  en- 
tirely opposite  conclusion  from  that  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  His  conclusion  was,  that 
the  marristrates  and  chief  constable  had 
shown  remarkable  skill  and  firmness,  ac- 
companied by  moderation,  in  dealing  with 
the  riots.  It  should  always  be  remembered 
that  the  police  force  of  a  borough  was  not 
constituted  to  deal  with  a  riot  every  day  in 
the  week,  and  when  a  disturbance  such  as 
that  under  discussion  sprang  up  unex- 
pectedly and  suddenly,  of  course  the  ma- 
gistrates were  placed  in  considerable  diffi- 
culty. He  begged  the  House,  howeTer,  to 
take  this  strong  fact  into  account,  that, 
although  there  was  a  deplorable  destruction 
of  property  in  one  or  two  streets,  and  the 
homes  of  some  of  tho  poor  Irish  were  sacked 
and  their  furniture  burnt,  yet  the  riots  were 
put  on  end  to  without  the  loss  of  a  single 
life,  and  he  believed  there  was  only  one 
person  who  could  be  said  to  have  received 
any  serious  personal  injury.  As  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  had  said,  the  rioting  on 
Sunday  was  not  considerable,  and,  though 
unexpected  by  the  authorities,  it  was  put 
down  by  means  of  tho  police  and  special 
constables  with  comparatively  little  diffi- 
culty. It  commenced  again  on  Monday 
evening,  and  what  did  the  magistrates  do  ? 
Mr.  Mason  wrote  a  letter  to  the  command- 
ing officer,  who  was  in  barracks  not  a  mile 
distant,  to  keep  his  troops  in  readiness, 
and  he  also  wrote  and  carried  about  in  his 
pocket  another  letter,  and  kept  a  mounted 
messeoger  by  his  side  to  take  it  to  the 
officer,  requiring  him  to  put  his  men  in 
motion  without  delay.  The  magistrates, 
of  course,  acted  with  him,  and  constables 
were  placed  in  nil  parts  of  the  town  to 
watch,  so  that  *  the  force  collected  at  the 
Town  Hall,  consisting  of  special  constables 
and  a  large  body  of  county  and  borough 
police,  might  be  sent  to  any  point  where  a 


riot  might  break  out.  A  riot  occurred  in 
a  particular  street,  where  houses  weto 
sacked  and  windows  broken;  but  in  a  few 
minutes  the  special  constables  and  police, 
accompanied  by  the  magistrates,  were  on 
the  spot,  and  the  riot  at  once  ceased,  no 
resistance  being  offered  to  tho  authorities. 
After  this,  information  arriving  that  on 
attack  was  being  made  on  St.  Mary's 
Catholic  Chopel,  the  police  and  special 
constables  were  immediately  sent  to  the 
spot,  and  that*  riot  also  was  put  down. 
Now,  considering  that  the  disturbances  had 
been  suppressed  by  the  use  of  the  con- 
stable's staff,  and  not  by  the  unnecessary 
use  of  the  military,  he  thought  that,  insteod 
of  blame  being  imputed  to  the  magistrates, 
they  ought  to  be  thanked  for  the  skill 
which  they  had  displayed  in  putting  down 
the  riots  without  ony  more  serious  results. 
While  concurring  in  that  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  remarks  which  referred  to  the 
lectures  of  Mr.  Murphy,  ho  must  call  tho 
attention  of  the  Home  Secretary  to  a 
branch  of  the  subject  which  had  not  been 
noticed.  The  riot  in  Af>liton  on  Sunday, 
the  10th,  was  not  caused  by  any  lecture 
by  Mr.  Murphy.  Mr.  Murpliy  had  been 
there  in  the  preceding  January,  and  pro- 
bably a  certain  feverish  feeling  existed  in 
the  town  between  Catholics  ond  Protes- 
tants ;  but  what  occurred  on  Saturday, 
tho  9th,  tho  day  previous  to  the  riots  ? 
Why,  a  great  political  meeting  was  held, 
under  the  auspices  of  a  society  called  the 
Protestant  Electoral  Union.  The  clergy 
of  the  district  were  present,  nnd  tho 
apeeches  for  tho  most  part  condemned  in 
no  measured  language  the  proceedings  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone).  One 
of  the  rev.  speakers  was  Dr.  Tresham 
Gregg,  who  came  from  Dublin,  nnd  de- 
scribed himself  as  a  gentleman  who  had 
a  valuable  living  in  Ireland;  but,  from  the 
extraordinary  anomalous  i^tate  of  the  law, 
had  no  duties  to  perform  in  connection 
with  that  living.  Ho  stated  that  he  ne- 
vertheless felt  it  his  duty  to  devote  himself 
to  the  service  of  his  religion,  and  that 
every  minute  of  his  time  had  been  occupied 
in  meditation  and  in  thinking  how  he  could 
benefit  the  Protestant  interest,  nnd  pro- 
mote  the  cause  of  relin:ion.  He  added  that 
ho  had  a  plan  which  would  raise  all  classes 
to  one  social  level,  and  would  sweep  away 
Popery  for  ever.  Several  other  clergymen 
made  speeches  of  a  very  strong  character  ; 
but  since  it  might  not  be  in  Order  to  quote 
them,  he  would  not  describe  them  from 
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memory.  Many  of  the  clergy  and  leading 
persons  of  the  district  wero  present  at  the 
meeting,  which  was  called  a  tea-party. 
The  president  was  provided  with  what  was 
called,  at  the  opening  of  the  proceedings, 
an  Orangeman's  hat,  which  ho  put  on  in 
order  to  preside  in  proper  form  and  with 
duo  dignity,  and  there  was  an  immense 
display  of  Orange  favours.  A  great  num- 
ber wore  these  ribands,  and  the  next  day 
whole  streets  were  filled  with  persons 
flaunting  them  in  the  faces  of  (he  Irish. 
Well,  the  Irish  donned  their  green,  and  on 
that  Sunday  afternoon  the  riot  began.  The 
authorities  had  had  no  apprehension  of 
aerious  disturbance,  the  chief  constable 
having  given  the  magistrates  an  assurance 
that,  notwithstanding  the  violent  speeches, 
things  had  since  gone  on  peaceably.  In- 
deed, ho  had  left  Ashton  for  the  purpose 
of  visiting  somo  of  his  relations.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  Milncr  Gibson)  called  upon  the  Uome 
Secretary  to  use  his  influence  with  his 
political  friends,  so  that  upon  occasions  of 
this  kind,  when  there  were  Orange  parties, 
they  might  not  deck  themselves  with  orange 
ribands  at  tea  parties,  in  the  midst  of  a 
population  already  excited  by  the  lectures 
delivered  by  Murphy  and  other  agitators. 
Speaking  advisedly,  he  thought  it  would 
have  been  becoming  that  these  clergy 
should  not  have  attended  a  meeting  of 
such  a  strong  party  character.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  the  most  respectable  Con- 
servatives altogether  repudiated  Murphy  ; 
but  he  begged  to  inform  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  that  at 
this  Protestant  Electoral  Union  meeting 
a  verse  of  '*  Rule  Britannia  "  having  been 
sung,  three  cheers  were  proposed  for  Mr. 
Murphy,  and  were  received  with  a  will. 
To  a  certain  extent,  therefore,  those  pre- 
sent at  the  meeting  identified  themselves 
with  the  teachings  of  Murphy.  He  thought 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment had  exercised  a  wise  discretion 
in  not  countenancing  the  idea  that  there 
was  any  case  for  a  Commission  ;  for,  de- 
plorable though  the  riots  had  been,  and 
attended  with  much  mischief  to  many  poor 
families,  he  believed  the  accounts  had  been 
much  exaggerated,  and  he  further  believed 
that  the  magistrates  had  performed  their 
duty  with  ability  and  discretion. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  he  hoped  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ashton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 
had  been  mere  badinage,  and  that  he  had 
not  gravely  called  attention  to  the  orange 
ribands  at  the  meeting  of  the  Protestant 
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Electoral  Union  as  an  excuse  for  the  out- 
rages which  had  been  committed.  He  was, 
himself,  a  subscriber  to  that  in  common 
with  many  other  Protestant  societies;  and 
he  sincerely  assured  the  House  that  if  all 
the  facts  could  be  fully  stated  this  subject 
would  be  one  of  the  most  important  ques- 
tions that  had  ever  been  brought  before 
them.  If,  however,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Maguire)  imputed  to  bim  re- 
sponsibility for  this  society  or  for  Mr. 
Murphy — as  from  his  frequently  turning  to 
him  during  his  speech  ho  appeared  to  do — 
why  had  he  given  him  no  notice  of  his 
intention  to  bring  the  subject  forward  ? 
He  had  no  idea,  on  coming  down  to  the 
House,  that  this  discussion  would  occur. 
The  President  of  the  Union  had  that  day 
called  upon  him,  and  had  read  to  him  aa 
account  of  these  transactions,  which  went 
to  show  that  at  no  period  of  our  history 
had  there  been  a  more  deliberate  organiaa- 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  Romish  priesthood 
for  putting  down  freedom  of  speech.  Bojs 
at  school,  even,  were  drilled  for  the  pur- 
pose of  answering  the  summons  of  the 
priest  and  putting  down  all  obnoxioos 
speakers.  Men  were  drilled  in  their 
cliapcls  for  the  same  purpose  ;  and,  indeed, 
there  was  a  system  of  terrorism  for  putting 
down  every  kind  of  discussion.  As  the 
right  hon  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ash- 
ton had  clearly  shown,  it  was  not  this  Mr. 
Murphy  who  had  excited  the  disturbances, 
bnt  the  Rev.  Tresham  Gregg,  or  some 
other  person  ;  so  that  the  excuse  on  which 
the  Question  had  been  brought  forward 
was  altogether  fallacious.  For  his  owa 
part,  he  had  had  no  communication  with 
this  Mr.  Murphy  for  eight  or  nine  months, 
and  he  had  had  no  communication  with  tbe 
Electoral  Union  ;  so  that  he  waa  not  an 
interested  party  in  the  matter.  He  be- 
lieved, however,  that  a  more  honeat,  tratb- 
ful,  and  he  might  almost  say  a  more  care- 
ful man  in  his  statements,  had  never  ap- 
peared as  a  public  lecturer  than  this  Mr. 
Murphy.  As  to  a  Commission,  this  was 
by  no  means  the  first  time  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Gangway  had  asked  for 
an  investigation  ;  but  they  had  invariably 
shrunk  from  it  when  the  opportunity  had 
been  offered  to  them.  He  should  be  glad 
to  believe  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
serious  in  his  suggestion  for  au  investiga- 
tion ;  but  he  really  did  not  mean  it,  and 
he  defied  him  to  an  investigation. 

Mr.  maguire  rose  to  Order.  Was 
it  Parliamentary  for  a  Member  to  aay  that 
another  Member  had  distinctly  told  a  lie ! 
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He  had  made  a  certain  fttatement,  and 
meant  it  in  all  faith  and  honour.  Now, 
had  anj  Gentleman  a  right  to  imply  that 
he  had  not  spoken  truly  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  that  on  a  pro- 
Tions  occasion  the  hon.  Member  for  Cashel 
(Mr.  O'Beirne)  challenged  him  to  prove  a 
certain  statement ;  but  after  an  hour  spent 
in  Tainly  attempting  to  appeal  to  the 
honour  and  rectitude  of  the  hon.  Member, 
80  as  to  be  allowed  to  redeem  the  pledge, 
the  Speaker  interposed,  and  ho  had  to  de- 
sist. If  he  had  said  anything  offensire  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  he  exceedingly 
regretted  it ;  and  be  was  sorry  he  could 
not  believe  that  the  hon.  Member  had  the 
least  intention  or  expectation  of  a  Commis- 
sion being  granted. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Member 
must  not  repeat  what  he  had  already  been 
told  was  not  in  Order  or  Parliamentary. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  that  as  the  hon. 
Member  had  placed  no  Notice  on  the  Paper 
of  any  investigation  he  was  not  justified  in 
making  the  statements  he  had  made.  He 
believed  that,  although  the  hon.  Member 
was  of  course  unconscious  of  the  fact,  the 
statement  he  had  made  was  the  exact 
reverse  of  the  truth.  Would  the  House 
permit  him  to  state  what  he  knew  on  the 
aubject  ?  He  had  stated  that  he  would 
be  answerable  for  the  statements  of  Mr. 
Murphy.  Upon  two  occasions,  when  Mr. 
Murphy  was  lecturing  in  Birmingham,  he 
had  made  inquiries  in  order  to  ascertain 
whether  the  reports  of  his  lectures  in  the 
London  newspapers  were  correct,  because 
if  they  had  been  lie  should  havo  withdrawn 
from  the  society  that  sent  Mr.  Murphy  forth. 
He  found,  however,  that  these  reports  of 
what  Mr.  Murphy  had  said  were  entirely  fa- 
bricated, and  that  not  one  word  of  the  kind 
had  been  uttered  by  Mr.  Murphy.  No 
doubt  the  tendency  of  the  proceedings  was 
towards  the  effect  mentioned  by  the  right 
hon.  U  ember  for  Ash  ton- under- Lyne  (Mr. 
Milner  Gibson)  but  that  was  solely  through 
the  reading  of  documents  furnished  by 
Popery  itself.  Instead  of  answering  him, 
an  organization  of  men,  boys,  women,  and 
girls  had  been  got,  and  this  was  the  cause  of 
the  riots  at  Wolverhampton,  Birmingham, 
and  other  places.  The  question  was,  whe- 
ther there  should  be  the  right  of  public 
discussion  on  these  matters  in  our  towns. 
Why,  there  was  scarcely  the  right  to  speak 
in  that  House.  He  most  cordially  sap- 
ported  the  suggestion  that  there  should  be 
an  inyestigaiion  into  this  subject. 


Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he 
wished  to  state  a  material  fact  to  show 
that  Mr.  Murphy's  lectures  ought  to  be 
put  an  end  to.  He  had  himself  been  pre- 
sent at  one  of  these  meetings  at  Chelmsford, 
and  had  not  only  heard  Murphy  say  that 
all  the  convents  in  England  ought  to  be 
burnt,  but  had  heard  him  incite  a  mob  of 
the  lowest  description  to  go  and  burn  the 
neighbouring  convent  of  New  Hall.  [Mr. 
Whallet  :  What  did  he  say  ?  ]  He  (Sir 
George  Bowyer)  should  be  the  last  man  to 
wish  to  restrict  fair  discussion;  but  when  a 
lecturer  incited  those  before  him  to  commit 
crimes  and  breaches  of  the  peace  that  was 
not  fair  discussion.  In  the  course  of  those 
outrages  churches  had  been  destroyed,  the 
houses  of  Roman  Catholics  had  been  gutted, 
offences  against  the  peace  had  been  com- 
mitted ;  there  were  disturbances  wherever 
Mr.  Murphy  went;  and  the  reason  was 
that  he  did  not  restrict  himself  to  fair  dis- 
cussion, but  incited  the  people  to  commit 
outrages  against  the  law.  These  occur- 
rences deserved  the  serious  consideration 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  order  that  he 
might  put  a  stop  to  meetings  which  were 
not  held  for  purposes  of  discussion. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  the 
greater  portion  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Maguire)  was  not 
in  accordance  with  the  mere  Question,  of 
which  ho  had  given  Notice.  The  hon. 
Member  had  made  statements  with  refe- 
rence to  oases  of  riot,  for  which  numerous 
persons  had  been  committed  and  were  to  be 
tried.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
that  this  was  not  fair,  and  that  it  looked 
like  an  attempt  to  prejudice  cases  of  men 
who  are  now  sub  judiee.  He  rejoiced  at 
the  answer  given  by  the  Home  Secretary. 
He  knew  nothing  of  Mr.  Murphy,  except 
that  he  was  connected  with  the  Protestant 
Electoral  Union,  a  body  to  which  he  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  did  not  belong.  When  the 
disturbances  broke  out  last  year  at  Bir-r 
mingham,  the  reports  of  them  were  at  first 
so  uncertain,  and  so  garbled,  that  he  re- 
quested a  friend  to  go  down  and  inquire 
what  had  happened.  It  appeared  that  Mr. 
Murphy  had  arrived  at  Birmingham,  and 
had  given  notice  of  his  intention  to  deliver 
lectures.  On  the  Sunday  previous  to  his 
lectures  he  was  to  hold  a  service  in  his 
temporary  hall ;  but  before  he  opened  his 
lips  several  persons  who  were  going  to  the 
building  were  knocked  down  in  the  streets. 
Now,  that  was  not  what  Englishmen  were 
accustomed  to,  and  that  was  the  origin  of 
what  were  called  Orange  disturbances  at 
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Birmingham.  Tho  bon.  Member  (old  tbem. 
tliat  there  was  a  proposal  to  hold  such  a 
difcussion  in  Cork,  and  that  he  had  ex- 
erted himself  to  put  it  down.  But  the 
people  of  England  were  not  accustomed  to 
have  frcc»  if  lawful,  discussions  put  down 
by  fiolencc.  From  what  occurred  last  year 
in  Birmingham,  he  believed  that  there  was 
great  danger  to  freedom  of  discussion, 
ainco  the  Roman  Catholic  population  ap- 
peared to  be  organized,  and  committed 
outrage  before  tho  discussion  began.  They 
had  no  right  to  interrupt  discussions  in 
private  buildings  hired  for  the  purpose  ; 
but  if  they  were  to  be  attacked  before  the 
discussions  began,  he  thought  that  the 
Bpirit  of  the  people  would  not  bear  coercion 
of  that  kind,  which  they  knew  to  be  con- 
trary to  tho  law.  He  was  glad  to  hear 
that  the  Home  Secretary  had  decided  that 
these  matters  should  be  left  to  the  action 
of  the  Courts  of  Law.  One  of  the  strangest 
signs  of  the  time  was  an  extraordinary 
decision  lately  given,  by  which  a  book, 
called  The  Confessional  Unmasked,  hod 
been  condemned  by  tho  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench.  This  book  might  bo  pei'  se,  objec- 
tionable ;  but  the  judgment  appeared  to 
have  been  delivered  upon  a  false  issue, 
assumed  by  the  Court  itself.  The  learned 
Judges  seem  to  have  supposed  that  the 
doctrines,  which  this  book  was  intended  to 
expose  and  to  arrest,  were  not  current. 
There  was  a  case,  however,  which  would 
bo  recollected  by  the  elder  Members  of 
that  IJ(»use,  in  which  an  hen.  Member 
(Sir  J.  Tyrrell)  rose  in  his  place  and  stated 
that  an  attempt  had  been  made  by  a  Ro- 
mish priest  to  convert  a  female  member  of 
his  family  by  placing  in  her  hands  a  book 
founded  upon  the  authorities,  whose  doc- 
trines the  work  known  as  The  Confessional 
Unmasked  was  intended  to  expose.  lie 
made  that  statement  to  show  that  while 
the  Roman  Catholics  appealed  against  the 
excitement  caused  by  these  lectures,  the 
rights  of  families  were  invaded  by  the 
secret  and  insidious  introduction  of  books, 
such  as  were  condemned  by  the  work  in 
question.  The  Protestants  were  not  the 
first  aggressors,  either  in  Birmingham  or 
in  Ashton  ;  and  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  were  anxious  for  the  preservation  of 
peace,  he  must  induce  persons  of  his  own 
religion  to  abstain  from  outrage  before 
discussicins  commenced,  and  during  discus- 
sion, when  that  discussion  was  conducted 
within  the  limits  of  the  law,  ond  in  places 
hired  for  the  purpose  of  carrjring  it  on. 
Should  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  feel  it 

Mr,  Nfwdegati 


his  duty  hereafter  to  bring  any  question  of 
that  sort  before  tho  House,  he  hoped  he 
would  give  such  a  Notice  as  would  enable 
hon.  Members  to  be  prepared  to  discuss 
the  topics  he  might  introduce. 

Mr.  PAULL  said,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  tho  extreme  inconvenience  of 
that  Motion  having  been  made  at  all,  Tho 
custom,  often  stated  by  Mr.  Speaker,  and 
which  he  thought  amounted  to  a  rule,  was 
that  Motions  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  ought  not  to  be  made  unless  some 
pressing  emergency  existed  ;  and,  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  very  advantageous 
thing  if  Mr.  Speaker,  on  such  occasions 
as  the  present,  enforced  bis  opinion  to  that 
effect. 


THE  CONVICT  BARRETT.  —  QUESTION. 

Mr.  BRIQHT:  I  rise.  Sir,  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  a  Question  on  a  very 
different  subject,  and  I  put  it  with  extreme 
pain,  with  a  great  sense  of  responsibility 
as  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  and 
with  no  less  an  appreciation  of  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Minister  to  whom  1  am  about 
to  address  it  —  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  Stote  for  the  Home  De- 
partment. It  is  with  reference  to  a  para- 
graph that  has  appeared  in  the  newupapers 
announcing  the  decision  of  tho  Home  Office 
in  tho  case  of  the  convict  Barrett.  I  know 
that  many  Members  of  the  House  will 
blame  me  for  the  course  I  am  taking;  but 
at  the  same  time,  I  beg  they  will  believe 
me  when  I  say  that  I  never  rose  to  ssy 
anything  in  this  House  under  a  stronger 
sense  that  it  was  my  duty  to  say  it,  or 
with  a  greater  feeling  of  pain  than  1  ei- 
perience  in  intruding  a  subject  of  this  na- 
ture on  their  attention.  I  am  not  about 
to  make  a  speech  at  all  ;  but  tho  House 
knows  that  on  two  occasions  the  execution 
of  this  convict  has  been  postponed,  first 
for  a  week  and  afterwards  for  another 
week  ;  that  an  inquiry  has  been  ma^le, 
conducted  on  the  part  of  tho  convict  by 
friends  of  his,  and  by  his  counsel  and  so- 
licitor, and  on  the  part  of  the  Home  Office 
by  some  gentlemen  sent  down  to  Glasgow 
from  that  Department.  At  least  one  of  the 
investigations  was  held  in  public.  The 
other,  1  believe,  was  not ;  but  I  am  not 
about  to  challenge  either  the  one  or  the 
other.  I  merely  state  this  to  show  tho 
amount  of  care  that  has  been  taken  in 
their  conduct ;  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  taken  great  pains,  I  believe  with 
the  view  of  ascertaining  the  truth  in  this 
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matter.     I  have  no  doubt  he  holds,  with  a  hAs  taken  great  pains,  with,  I  believe,  as 
very  old  writer,  that —  ■  great  an  anxictj  as  I  could  have  felt  to 

<*  When  the  life  of  man  is  in  debate  come  to  a  right  decision  on   the  case.     I 

No  time  can  be  too  lonj,  no  paina  too  great."  1  have  never  known  a  Home  Secretary  —  I 
And  he  has  taken  those  pains.  But  the  :  believe  there  has  not  been  one  in  our  time, 
statement  made  to  me  is  this :  that  the  and  I  hope  there  never  will  be  one — who 
case  has  been  referred  to  the  Lord  Chief  would  not  devote  all  the  care  that  is  pos- 
Justice  before  whom  the  trial  took  place,  sible  to  ascertainment  of  the  truth  and  iho 
and  that  the  opinion  of  the  Lord  Chief ;  doing  of  justice  in  cases  of  this  nature. 
Justice,  which  01  course  must  have  great  Therefore  in  what  I  say  I  am  not  even 
weight,  18  unfavourable  to  the  prisoner,  insinuating  a  charge  of  any  kind  against 
But  it  is  further  stated  that  the  points  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  can  only  say 
which  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  has  come  to  :  of  him,  as  of  his  predecessors,  that  in  cases 
his  decision  are  points  which  arose  out  of  of  this  description  I  think  all  men  ought 
the  evidence  that  was  in  the  possession  of  ,  to  show  towards  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Crown  Lawyers  at  the  time  of  the  trial,  the  Home  Department  the  greatest  possible 
but  which  at  the  trial  was  not  produced,  i  forbearance,  and  should  give  him  credit  for 
And  it  is  argued  with  some  force,  I  think,  tho  most  careful  exercise  of  his  judgment, 
that  it  is  very  unfortunate  for  a  prisoner  i  and  should  remove  out  of  his  way  anything 
who  has  been  convicted  that  a  doubt  should  whatsoever  that  could  giro  him  pain  in  tho 
arise  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  conviction,  \  discharge  of  the  tremendous,  and,  I  will 
and  that  then  the  conviction  should  be  con- '  say,  the  appalling  duty  which  the  law  lays 
finned  upon  evidence  which  was  in  the  !  upon  him  in  cases  of  this  nature. 
possession  of  the  Crown  Lawyers  at  the  I  Mr.  GATIIORNE  IIAIIDY:  Sir,  in 
trial  but  was  not  then  produced.  Now,  I  i  rising  again  I  have  to  ask  the  permission 
am  able  positively  to  say  that  persons  who  ,  of  the  House,  because  I  have  already 
arc  as  much  interested  in  the  right  in  this  I  spoken  upon  this  Motion.  I  have  nothing 
matter  as  the  right  boo.  Gentleman,  and  \  to  complain  of  in  the  manner,  the  tone,  or 
much  more  so  than  I  have  any  right  to  be,  i  the  language  in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
are  of  opinion  that  the  conviction  is  not  j  addressed  me  in  calling  my  attention  to 
to  be  sustained  by  tho  evidence;  and  more  |  this  momentous  subject;  nor,  1  think,  can 
— I  beg  the  House  to  listen  —  that  it  is   he  exaggerate  tho  importance  which  be* 


affirmed  that  it  is  within  the  power  of  the 
ri;;ht  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  the  case  re- 
tried on  another  charge  of  murder  arising 
out  of  the  same  unhappy  outrage;  and  that 
if  that  second  trial  took  place  before  a 
jury,  when  the  whole  of  the  former  evi- 
dence, and  also  the  whole  of  the  subse- 
quent evidence  would  be  submitted  to  them, 
the  result,  whatever  it  might  bo,  would  be 
felt  to  be  much  more  fair  to  the  prisoner 
and  much  more  satisfactory  to  the  public. 


longs  to  the  office  which  the  Home  Secre- 
tary has  to  discharge  in  cases  in  which 
appeals  are  made  to  him  to  recommend  an 
exercise  of  the  prerogative  of  mercy ;  and 
more  especially  in  a  case  such  as  this, 
which  involves  a  question  of  life  and  death. 
I  will  just  explain  to  the  House  very 
briefly  the  position  in  which  this  caso 
stands.  Upon  the  trial  of  the  man  who 
now  lies  under  sentence  of  death  evidence 
was  called  for  the  defence,  setting  up  an 


I  am  empowered  to  say  on  behalf  of  those  '  alibi  on  the  part  of  the  prisoner.  That 
most  interested,  ond  on  behalf  of  the  pri-  ;  alibi  was  tried  by  a  jury,  and  was  ncga- 
Boner  himself,  that  there  will  be  no  plea  of   tived.     Subsequently  memorials  were  sent 


a  former  acquittal  if  that  second  trial  takes 
place,  and  that,  therefore,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  the  power— there  are  many 
cases,  of  course,  in  which  it  could  not  be 
done,  but  the  peculiarity  of  this  case  is 
such  as  I  believe  to  admit  of  it — I  soy  if 
he  has — or  had — the  power,  even  at  this 
lato  hour,  I  would  suggest  that  such  a 
course  as  that  should  be  adopted.     The 


in,  unfortunately  not  very  early  but  so 
short  a  time  before  the  day  fixed  fur  the 
execution  that  it  became  my  duty,  in 
order  that  the  allegations  in  those  me- 
morials might  be  fairly  weighed,  to  respite 
the  execution  in  the  first  instance,  and, 
having  examined  them  myself,  to  do  what 
is  done  in  all  these  cases— namely,  trans« 
mit   them    for    the    examination    of  tho 


House  will  permit  me  to  observe  that  with  .'  Judge,  or  rather  in  this  instance  of  the 
all  my  experience  of  Home  Secretaries —  |  Judges  who  tried  the  case,  for  the  trial 
and  it  has  now  extended  over  twenty-five  1  was  held  before  tho  Lord  Chief  Justice 
years — I  can  say  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- ;  and  Mr.  Baron  Bramwell.  Therefore,  on 
tleman,  as  of  all  his  predecessors,  that  he  '  the  documents  coming  up  called  declara- 
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tions  or  affidaritsy  but  which  were  not 
affidaviti  of  such  a  character  as  is  usual 
in  Courts  of  Justice,  for  I  doubt  whether 
perjury  could  have  been  assigned  upon 
them — on  those  documents  being  sent  up 
setting  up  the  same  alibi  as  had  been 
previouslj  raised,  and  other  evidence  as 
to  the  prisoner  having  been  at  Glasgow  at 
tho  time  he  was  said  to  have  been  in 
London,  an  officer  belonging  to  the  office 
of  tho  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  went 
down  to  Glasgow  to  make  all  inquiries, 
and  ascertain  the  truth  as  to  the  affidavits 
thnt  had  been  made.  Certain  other  affi- 
davits were  made  before  him  there.  I  am 
not  aware  that  any  search  was  mode  for 
persons  to  give  evidence  against  the  pri- 
soner ;  but  there  were  persons  wlio  came 
forward  and  gave  evidence  of  what  they 
knew  on  the  subject,  and  those  affidavits 
were  also  transmitted  to  London  and  laid 
before  tho  Judges.  In  addition  to  that 
there  were  likewise  certain  documents  in 
the  possession,  I  will  not  say  of  the  Crown 
Lawyers,  but  of  the  authorities  at  the  time 
of  the  trial,  and  they  were  not  brought  for- 
ward at  the  trial  because  they  did  not  appear 
to  bear  upon  the  question  then  before  the 
Court.  But  there  were  questions  raised 
which  were  not  foreseen  at  the  trial,  and 
which  were  immediately  in  connection  with 
the  second  case  of  the  alibi;  and  especially 
OS  to  the  convict  having  gone  by  a  par- 
ticular name.  Those  documents  also  were 
placed  before  the  Judges.  I  do  not  in  all 
my  life  remember  any  instance  in  which  a 
more  careful  investigation  was  given  than 
that  which  was  given  by  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  in  this  case.  Satisfied  as  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  was  with  the  verdict — satis- 
fied as  he  was  in  the  first  instance  that 
the  verdict  was  correct,  and  satisfied,  also, 
as  Mr.  Baron  Bramwell  was  in  the  first 
instance  of  its  correctness,  he  went  into 
the  investigation  almost  as  if  there  had 
been  no  trial  at  all,  in  order  to  come  to  a 
conclusion  upon  it.  Having  completed 
that  inquiry,  and  investigated  the  case 
with  the  greatest  minuteness,  both  those 
learned  Judges  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  there  was  no  ground  for  suspecting 
the  accuracy  of  tho  verdict.  They  did  not 
recommend  that  there  should  be  any  fur- 
ther trial  such  as  the  kon.  Gentleman  sug- 
gests— for  that  matter  was  also  before 
them— but  they  came  to  the  conclusion — 
and  in  that  conclusion  I  have  felt  myself 
bound  most  entirely  to  coucur — that  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  are  such  as  to 
leave  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of  those  who 

Mr.  Oaihome  Hardy 


have  investigated  them,  that  the  man  is 
guilty  of  the  charge. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wiihdrawm, 
I 
I        EX-GOVERNOR  EYRE.— QUESTION. 

i  Colonel  JERVIS  said,  he  rose  for  the 
■  purpose  of  asking  a  Question  of  the  Go- 
I  vernmcnt,  and,  as  he  intended  to  make  a 
I  few  observations,  he  should,  in  order  to 
!  put  himself  in  Order,  conclude  with  a  Mo- 
I  tion.  He  did  not  often  trespass  upon  the 
attention  of  the  House,  and  on  the  present 
occasion  he  should  be  as  brief  as  ho 
generally  was.  It  was  his  duty  in  Feb- 
ruary last  year  to  ask  the  Government  a 
question  with  respect  to  certain  prose- 
cutions then  conducted  against  General 
Nelson  and  Lieutenant  Brand.  lie  merely 
asked,  without  entering  into  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  whether  those  officers, 
having  really  obeyed  orders  to  the  best  of 
their  ability,  and  being  brought  by  a  legal 
quibble  before  the  Courts  of  Law  in  this 
country,  the  Government  proposed  afford- 
ing them  the  fullest  legal  assistance  ?  The 
answer  he  received  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, was  that  he  had  no  doubt  whatever 
that  when  an  officer  in  her  Majesty's  ser- 
vice, obeying  the  commands  of  his  superior 
officer,  porformed  nets  which  were  after- 
wards legally  impugned,  it  would  of  course 
be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  defend  him. 
The  officers  whom  he  had  just  named  were 
accordingly  defended  by  counsel  appointed 
by  the  Treasury,  or  some  Department  of 
the  War  Office.  These  prosecutions  had 
now  taken  a  new  phase,  and  a  Governor, 
whom  a  large  portion  of  the  people  of  this 
country  considered  to  have  done  his  duty, 
and  to  have  saved  one  of  the  most  noble 
colonies  which  England  possessed,  and 
which  this  country  had  held  for  nearly  two 
centuries,  was  now  arraigned  before  a 
Court  of  Justice  for  doing  that  which  he 
had  deemed  to  be  his  duty.  It  was  not 
his  intention  to  enter  into  the  merits  of  the 
case,  which  had  now  gone  before  another 
tribunal;  but  he  would  simply  ask  the  Go- 
vernment whether,  after  having  aent  out  a 
Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
conduct  of  this  Governor — a  man  who  had 
raised  himself  entirely  by  his  own  ability 
to  the  situation  he  held,  and  who,  whether 
rightly  or  wrongly,  considered  that  he  was 
only  performing  his  duty  in  what  he  did — 
they  meant  now  to  leave  him  to  aobserip- 
tions  raised  through  the  medium  of  adver- 
tisements in  the  newapapersy  or  whether 
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thej  were  prepared  to  undertake  his  de- 
fence ?  The  Royal  CommissioD  reported 
that  QoTernor  Ejre  was  entitled  to  praise 
for  the  skilly  promptitude,  and  vigour  he 
displayed  in  the  early  stages  of  the  insur- 
rection ;  and  whether  or  not  he  exceeded 
the  limits  of  discretion  at  any  period  was 
a  question  to  he  tried.  He,  therefore, 
wished  to  know  whether  Governor  Eyre 
would  receive  from  the  Government  that 
assistance  to  which  he  was  entitled  for  his 
defence,  or  was  it  to  be  understood  that 
any  man  undertaking  the  government  of  a 
colony  would  in  future  have  to  fall  back  on 
public  charity  for  his  defence  should  he  be 
placed  in  a  felon's  dock  on  trial  ?  He 
begged  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Colonel  Jervis,) 

Mr.  GILPIN  said,  he  thought  it  much 
to  be  regretted  that  these  persistent  Ques- 
tions should  be  put  in  the  House  at  a  time 
when  the  matter  to  which  they  referred 
was  sub  judice.  If  it  were  not  for  that 
circumstance,  he  should  not  have  waited 
for  Questions  from  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site before  he  called  attention  to  the  case 
of  Governor  Eyre,  and  the  position  in 
which  he  now  stood.  It  must  not  be  sup- 
posed that  Members  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House,  as  well,  he  believed,  as 
some  on  the  other  side,  who,  for  the  sake 
of  English  justice,  were  desirous  of  prov- 
ing that  the  poorest  subject  of  England's 
Queen  had  a  right  to  due  protection,  were 
in  any  way  influenced  by  bitter  feeling  to- 
wards Governor  Eyre.  [••  Oli,  oh  !  "]  He 
pitied  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  if  they 
could  not  suppose  that  that  was  so.  He 
had  read  most  carefully  and  attentively 
every  word  of  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mission, of  which  the  gallant  Colonel  had 
only  read  a  very  small  part,  and  the  Com- 
missioners did  not  say  that  there  was  not 
ground  for  further  inquiry.  It  had  been 
stated,  and  he  believed  truly,  that  after 
the  rebellion  had  been  put  an  end  to,  as 
declared  in  the  Proclamation  of  tho  Go- 
vernor himself,  350  persons,  having  as  much 
right  to  the  Queen's  protection  as  the  gallant 
Colonel  himself,  were  put  to  death  unne- 
cessarily ;  and  it  had  been  further  stated 
that  the  Governor  of  Jamaica  took  the 
opportunity  of  a  local  insurrection  to  seize 
a  political  opponent  who  was  not  then 
living  within  the  jurisdiction  of  martial 
law. 


Colonel  JERVIS  rose  to  Order.  The 
hou.  Gentleman  was  answering  that  which 
he  had  never  stated.  He  had  carefully 
avoided  all  references  to  the  Jamaica  dis- 
pute. 

Ma.  SPEAKER  said,  the  gallant  Colo- 
nel  was  out  of  Order.  The  gallant  Colonel 
could  not  limit  the  observations  of  another 
hon.  Member  upon  the  subject  he  had  in- 
troduced. 

Mr.  GILPIN  said,  he  had  no  previous 
intention  of  addressing  the  House  on  the 
subject ;  but  he  felt  keenly  in  reference 
to  it,  and  took  an  opposite  view  to  that 
taken  by  tho  hon.  and  gallant  Member. 
He  would  rejoice  if  a  jury  found  Go- 
vernor Eyre  not  guilty  of  these  charges. 
All  that  he  claimed  on  behalf  of  the 
humanity  and  justice  of  England  iras  that 
Governor  Eyre  should  have  a  fair  trial, 
in  order  that  tho  poorest  of  our  colonists 
should  know  that  the  protection  of  the 
Queen  was  over  him,  whether  he  lived  in 
her  Eastern  or  her  Western  dependen- 
cies. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  :  Sir,  in  answer  to 
the  Inquiry  of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
I  would  remind  him  that  this  question  had 
been  considered  by  the  Government  some- 
what more  than  a  year  ago,  when  he  mado 
an  inquiry  of  me  in  this  House.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  seen  no  reason 
whatever  to  doubt  the  judiciousness  of  the 
course  they  then  took,  and  which  was 
officially,  I  believe,  communicated  to  Go- 
vernor Eyre.  General  Nelson  and  Lieu- 
tenant Brand  were,  without  doubt,  officers 
obeying  the  command  of  a  superior  officer; 
and  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Government 
that  it  would  be  their  duty  to  defend  any 
officer  in  that  position  if  his  conduct  were 
attacked,  and  if  he  were  subjected  to  a 
prosecution.  But  the  case  of  Governor 
Eyre  appeared  to  be  quite  of  a  different 
character  ;  and  without  going,  on  a  ques- 
tion like  this,  unnecessarily  into  detail. 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  were  of  opinion 
that  it  was  not  part  of  their  duty  to  under- 
take the  defence  of  Governor  Eyre  ;  but 
that  it  was  their  duty  to  watch  tho  pro- 
ceedings at  the  trial,  to  make  themselves 
acquainted  with  the  evidence  brought 
against  Governor  Eyre,  and  otherwise 
produced  ;  to  form  their  opinion  when  in 
possession  of  that  evidence  ;  and  if  they 
thought,  after  the  trial,  that  it  was 
their  duty  to  make  a  proposition  to  Parlia- 
ment to  support  Governor  Eyre  in  the  de- 
fence he  had  made,  they  would  not  shrink 
from  performing  their  duty  in  those  cir- 
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cum8tancG8.      In   the  present  case,  they) 


intend  to  take  the  same  course,  reserving 
to  themselves  the  right,  when  the  trial  is 
concluded,  of  forming  an  opinion  as  to  the 
coarse  they  will  take. 

CoLOiiEL  STUART  KNOX  said,  that 
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on  Friday  evening  he  rose  to  put  a  Question  j        committee.     [Progress  ISth  May,] 

to  the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  which  i      Qrder  for  Committee  read. 

the  rules  of  the  House  prevented  him  from  I      -ir  .•  j  i    rv      4*  i 

doing,  of  which,  no  doubt,  tho  hon.  Member !  „  ^[^^^xi  ""«**  1      ?""*"*  propoBe«l. 

(Mr.  Staart  Mill)  was  very  glad.     He  now '  "  ^l"'*.  "'•    SP*"'''^'-  ^°  "O"  '**'«  "'« 

wished  to  ask  the  Government  whether  their  I       ^l*^' 

attention  had  been  called  to  a  letter  in  The "      ^'»"  considered  in  Committee. 

Times  of  today  signed  **  Charles  Buxton  ;"  j  (In  the  Committee.) 

and  whether  in  their  opinion  the  statements  ■      Clause   3    (Occupation    Franchise    for 

in  that  letter  were  justifiable?  The  following   Voters  in  Burghs). 

passage  occurred  in  it : — *'It  would  be  very  m  -^  o  «  ^  o  r  «  n  •**  i 
'^  '  e  t  I  4  *i    1  *u  Clause  3,  page  2,  lines  5 — 11  omitted, 

painful  to  nie  to  suppose  that  these  pro-  i  j  i 

ceedings  would  entail  pecuniary  ruin  upon  i      Amendment   proposed  to  insert  in  lieu 

Mr.  Eyre's  family."     No  doubt  it  would. !  *^«''««'  ^^^  words— 

•*  Happily  it  is  notorious  that  sums  vastly  i      "  !■  *°d  has  been  for  a  period  of  not  less  than 

beyond  all  possible  costs  are  at  his  disposal,    ^'^^l^?  "??J**V  "*'''*  P"^«^»°«  *J^^"^  ^5  ^^ i"'^' 
rn  *        ^«(n  ^     f'*1  '  '^^  inhnbitxint  occupier,  as  a  lodger,  of  part  of 

H^rtes  V     J^^'^^r*    J  j  any  dwelling-house,  such  part  being  of  the  annual 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  So  far  as  I  under-  value  of  ten  pounds  or  upwards."— {Jfr.SwivmV.) 
stand,  the  Question  proposed  by  the  hon.  I  Question  proposed.  ••  That  those  words 
Member  is  a  Question  addressed  to  a  Mem-    \^q  there  inserted." 

berof  the  Government,  whether  they  have  „,  T/^Drk  kr\Trr\r^  Ami?  -j  t.  u 
formed  an  opinion  of  a  letter  written  by  a  \      The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  he  would 

Gentleman  on  a  subject  not  connected  with  «".?«^»^  S^  }l^  '^^'^  ^"^N-.u^r^V'' 
anything  before  this  House?  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie)  that  the  best 

Colonel  STUART  KNOX :  My  object  ^^"^««  ''^^^i^^,*^  P?f  P^  ^'  ^T"i 

is  that  the  people  of  this  countf^   shall  [V«"^  ""^»^  the  Committee  had  considered 

know   that  a   Gentleman    called   Charles  the  proposed  add^ions  to  the  clause.  ^  T^^ 

Buiton,-["Order!"l-I  believe  a  Member  T^^  /?  ^^^^^^^  i^*'  '^J^  *^*i  of  the  lodger 

of  this  House,  has  written  such  letter-  (j*°?.^ri,.n  ^T  '"V"?  ""•  wi  '°*\-^^! 
p.  Order  order  »"1  i  Enghsh  Bill,  was  by  making  it  the  subject 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  There  is  a  Motion  '  ^^.„^«TT? ''^''""'' '  and  he  was  perfecilj 
before  the  House  upon  which  it  is  com-  willing  to  bring  up  a  clause,  in  exa^^^^^^  the 
potent  for  any  Member  to  address  the  jame  form  as  that  of  the  English  BiU.  eon. 
House ;  but  I  pointed  out  that  to  address  a!  [^'•""«  *'^®  ^^^S^"*  franchise  in  Scotch 
Question  upon  such  a  subject  to  the  Go-!      i?     tjattttwdtw     'j  u  ..  *  j 

vernment  is  not  pertinent  to  the  argument !     .  ^\  BOUVERIE  said,  he  was  satisfied 
of  any  Question  before  the  House,  and  I ,  ^^^'^  **'**  undertaking, 
think  it  ought  not  to  be  introduced.  :      Amendment,  by  leave,  toUkdraum. 

Colonel  STUART  KNOX :  My  object !  Mr.  CRAUFURD  moved,  in  page  2, 
18  that  the  country  shoald  know  that  the  j  Hno  4,  after  the  word  •*  and,"  to  insert  th« 
Jamaica  Committee  wish  to  have  it  sup- '  ^^ords 

posed  that  there  are  large  sums  at  the  dis- '     ., ,      j  u    u      j    •      ^i.  ^  *•         ^     3 

^^\    e  n  -D  1  au  A  (      "  Is  and  has  been  during  that  time  eDtersd  oi 

posal  of  Governor  Eyre,  and  that  no  money  t^e  valuation  roll  for  such  burgh  as  the inhaUtast 
IS  required  for  his  defence.  In  that  respect  I  occupier  of  such  dwelling-house  or  part  of  a  dwell- 
the  letter  was  most  unfair   to   Governor  j  ing-house." 

Eyre,  and  I  trust  it  will  be  reported  to  tho  ;  His  object  was  that  the  Taluation  roll 
whole  country  that  the  statement  is  not  I  should  continue,  as  now,  to  be  the  basis  of 
correct.  the  registration. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he  wtf 


Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 


Mr.  Disraeli 


sorry  he  could  not  agree  to  the  AmeDdment 
proposed.  Its  effect  wonid  be  to  limit,  aad 
that  in  a  most  objectionable  meooer,  the 
franchise  conferred  bj  ibe  Bill.  Tbo 
Valuation  Act  provided  that  there  ohoaM 
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way: — It  is  provided  titat  no  mnn  bIiqU 
under  this  Beetion  be  entitled  to  be  regis- 
tered as  a  yotefy 

**  Who  shall  haTO  been  exempted  from  assess- 
ment or  payment  of  poor  rates  on  the  ground  of 
inability  to  pay." 


bo  put  upon  the  valuation  roll  the  names 
of  all  holders  of  tenements,  including  dwell- 
ing-houses, within  the  borough;  but  the 
2nd  clause  of  that  Act  concludes  with  the 
proviso — 

**  Provided  always  that  it  shall  be  in  the  power 
of  such  Commissioners  or  Magistrates,  if  thoy 
deem  fit,  not  to  insert  in  any  Valuation  Roll  under 
this  Act  the  names  or  residences  of  the  tenants  of 
any  lands  or  heritages  on  rentals  not  amounting 
to  £1  per  annum." 

So  that  this  Amendment  would  give  the 
magistrates  power  to  limit  the  franchise  at 
their  option.  He  thought  that  was  not  a 
proposition  which  would  receive  the  ap- 
proval of  the  House. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  he  had  no  in- 
tention or  desire  to  limit  the  franchise,  and 
he  believed  that  his  Amendment  would  not 
have  that  effect ;  because  the  Valuation 
Act  did  not  give  the  magistrates  the  option 
of  removing  persons  from  the  roll,  but  onljf 
empowered  them  to  remove  the  names  of 
those  who  claimed  eiemption  on  the  ground 
of  inability  to  pay.  The  Amendment,  taken 
in  connection  with  other  Amendments  which 
he  should  propose  in  a  subsequent  clause, 
would  not  interfere  with  those  of  which  the 
Lord  Advocate  had  given  notice. 

Mr.  MONCRBIFF  said,  he  hoped  the 
lion,  and  learned  Member  would  not  press 
his  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wiihdravon, 

Thb  lord  advocate  :  Sir,  I  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  proposing  tho  Amend- 
ments in  this  3rd  clause  that  stand  in  my 
name.  On  Monday  last  the  Committee 
struck  out  the  3rd  and  4th  sub  divisions  of 
the  clause.  The  3rd  sub-division  is  not  of 
much  consequence  to  the  Scotch  Bill,  for 
there  is  no  system  of  compounding  in  Scot- 
land. In  Scotland  the  inhabitants  of  all 
dwelling-houses  are  liable  to  be  put  on  the 
parish  rate  book,  and  therefore  it  is  not 
material  to  go  back  on  that  decision  of  the 
Committee ;  but  I  think  that  the  change 
effected  in  the  Bill  by  striking  out  the 
4th  sub-division  is  one  of  material  import- 
ance to  the  principle  on  which  this  Bill  is 
founded.  The  Bill  is  founded  on  the  same 
principle  as  the  English  Bill.  In  Scotland 
there  is  a  power  of  exempting  persons  from 
payment  of  the  poor  rate  upon  the  ground 
of  their  poverty  or  inability  to  pay;  and  in 
order  to  bring  the  Scotch  Bill  into  harmony 
with  tho  provisions  of  the  English  Act,  we 
propose  a  proviso  which  is  to  be  found  in 
the  Notice  Paper.  This  proviso  contains 
three  branches.     The  first  runs  in  this 


The  second  runs  thus— 

"  Or  who  shall  have  failed  to  pay,  on  or  before 
the  first  day  of  August  in  tho  present  or  tho 
twentieth  day  of  July  in  any  subsequent  year,  all 
poor  rates  (if  any)  that  hare  become  payable  by 
bira,  in  respect  of  said  dwelling-house,  or  as  an 
inhabitant  of  said  burgh,  up  to  the  preceding 
fifteenth  day  of  May." 

The  third  is— 

"  Or  who  shall  have  been  in  the  receipt  of  pa- 
rochial relief  within  the  twelve  calendar  months 
next  preceding  the  said  last  day  of  July." 

The  first  and  third  branches  of  this  proviso 
received  the  assent  of  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, who  were  of  opinion  that  such  a 
provision  would  be  right  and  proper;  and 
therefore  I  apprehend  that  I  need  not  ad- 
dress the  Committee  at  any  length  in  sup- 
port of  these  propositions — namely,  that  a 
man  excused  from  payment  of  rates  in  re- 
spect of  his  being  n  pauper  is  not  a  pro- 
per person  to  exercise  the  franchise,  and, 
in  like  manner,  that  a  person  in  receipt  of 
parochial  relief  is  not  a  proper  person  to 
exercise  the  franchise.  But  respecting  tho 
middle  proposition — namely,  that  any  per- 
son who  shall  fail  to  pay  his  rates  shall 
not  be  entitled  to  vote — there  occurred  somo 
doubt.  Thinking  that  the  person  who  fails 
to  pay  is  as  little  to  be  trusted  as  the  man 
unable  to  pny,  I  see  no  ground  for  making 
any  distinction  between  the  two.  By  the 
Scotch  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act;  Sec- 
tion 24,  passed  in  1845,  it  is  expressly 
provided,  in  respect  to  the  election  of  Poor 
Law  Guardians,  that  any  person  exempted 
from  payment  of  rates  or  assessments  for 
the  relief  of  the  poor,  on  account  of  in- 
ability to  pay,  or  who  shall  not  have  paid 
his  rates  and  assessments,  shall  not  be 
entitled  to  vote.  This  is  therefore  not 
altogether  a  novel  principle  in  our  law  ; 
and  when  we  are  establishing  a  new  fran- 
chise for  Scotland,  wo  should  make  no  dis- 
tinction bctween]|tho  two  countries,  and 
should  endeavour,  as  much  as  possible,  to 
make  the  legislation  for  the  two  countries 
conformable.  It  is  not  necessary  for  me 
to  trouble  the  Committee  further,  for  I 
have  reason  to  think  that  this  Amendment 
will  receive  the  support  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  I  shall  not  therefore  trespass 
further  on  the  attention  of  the  Committee* 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  Clause  3, 
line  13,  after  "  voter,"  insert — 

"  Who  shall  have  been  exempted  from  assess- 
ment or  payment  of  poor  rates  on  the  ground  of 
inability  to  pay  ;  or  who  shall  hare  failed  to  pay, 
on  or  before  the  first  day  of  Augnst  in  the  present 
or  the  twentieth  diiy  of  July  in  any  subsequent 
year,  all  poor  rates  (if  any)  that  have  become 
.payable  by  him,  in  respect  of  said  dwelling-house 
or  as  an  inhabitant  of  said  burgh,  up  to  the  pre- 
ceding fifteenth  day  of  May ;  or  who  shall  have 
been  in  the  receipt  of  parochial  relief  within  the 
twelve  calendar  months  next  preceding  the  said 
last  day  of  July  :  Provided  also,  That  no  man 
shall  under  this  section  be  entitled  to  be  registered 
AS  a  voter." — ( The  Lord  Advocate.) 

Mr.  J.  B.  SMITH  said,  that  in  Eng. 
land  every  householder  was  assessed  to  the 
poor  rates,  and  he  understood  that  to  be 
the  case  in  Scotland.  [**No,  no!"]  Then 
how  could  the  law  in  England  and  Scot- 
land be  the  same?  Ho  wished  to  know 
whether  OTery  householder  in  a  burgh  in 
Scotland  was  not  entitled  to  be  placed  upon 
the  rate  book  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  that 
such  was  his  understanding  of  the  law. 
Under  the  40th  section  of  the  Poor  Law 
Act  tenants  of  all  lands  and  tenements 
without  limitation  were  directed  to  be 
placed  upon  the  poor  rate  book,  and  he 
knew  of  nothing  in  the  law  of  Scotland 
which  prevented  the  operation  of  that  sec- 
tion in  that  country. 

Mr.  MONCaEIFF  said,  ho  thought  it 
only  reasonable  that  he  should  explain  what 
appeared  to  him  to  be  the  position  of  the 
Bill  with  regard  to  the  Amendment  now 
proposed,  and  of  the  Scotch  Members  with 
regard  to  it.  The  other  night  the  House 
came  to  a  very  important  vote,  after  a  full 
discussion,  and  in  a  remarkably  full  House. 
That  vote  was  taken  upon  the  3rd  and  4th 
Bub-divisions  of  the  burgh  enfranchising 
clause,  which  made  payment  of  poor  rates 
a  condition  of  the  possession  of  a  vote. 
The  House  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
those  two  sub-divisions  ought  not  to  remain 
in  the  Bill.  The  Amendment  under  which 
this  Resolution  was  come  to  had  been 
placed  on  the  Paper  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr. 
Bouverie),  and  had  stood  there  for  a  con- 
siderable time  along  with  other  Amend- 
ments. Now,  it  seemed  to  be  suggested 
the  other  day  that  tho  Scotch  Members 
had  some  design  in  this,  and  that  their  ob- 
ject was  to  put  the  Government  in  an  em- 
barrassment. He  could  only  say  that 
nothing  could  be  further  from  their  inten- 
tions. Ho  did  not  mean  to  say  that  if 
they  had  supposed  the  GoTcrnment  would 
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take  this  seriously  to  heart,  that  would 
actually  have  made  any  difference  in  our 
course.  But  ho  did  say  it  had  never  en- 
tered into  their  minds  for  a  moment  that 
upon  a  subject  of  detail  of  this  kind  such  a 
course  should  have  been  adopted  by  the 
Government — first,  in  consequence  of  the 
experience  of  last  Session ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  in  consequence  of  the  state- 
ment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when 
the  Bill  was  introduced.  They  looked  upon 
this  as  a  matter  of  detail  only.  They 
thought  they  were  at  liberty  to  deal  with 
details,  and  accordingly  that  Motion  was 
put  upon  the  Paper  simply  as  part  of  the 
Amendments  we  thought  necessary  in  order 
to  make  the  Bill  acceptable  in  Scotland. 
Ho  was  anxious  that  it  should  be  clearly 
understood  what  were  the  matters  that 
appeared  in  their  opinion  to  be  very  ob- 
jectionable in  these  two  sub-divisions,  and 
they  were  two  separate  elementa  of  the 
franchise.  One  was,  that  the  rating  of  an 
occupier  should  be  essential  to  his  pos< 
session  of  the  franchise;  and  the  other, 
that  he  should  have  paid  his  rates  before 
the  20th  of  July.  In  regard  to  the  first  of 
those,  the  Scotch  Members  held  a  very 
strong  opinion.  Looking  at  the  subject  in 
connection  with  the  provision  of  the  Bill, 
their  view  was  this,  that,  by  making 
the  fact  of  being  rated  the  principle  of 
the  franchise,  and  by  the  subsequent 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  you  introduced  the 
rating  principle  into  Scotland,  and  that  an 
interference  with  the  free  action  of  the 
parish  authorities  was  thereby  occasioned 
which  could  not  fail  to  create  much  incon- 
venience. That  was  altogether  apart  from 
the  principle  of  the  personal  payment  of 
rates.  That  was  another,  and  an  important 
matter;  but  what  they  were  anxious  for  was 
that  there  should  be  no  interference  in  this 
Bill  with  the  action  of  the  parish  authorities 
in  matters  of  rating.  In  England  a  very 
different  state  of  things  existed.  In  Eng- 
land there  was,  he  believed,  no  other  general 
valuation  of  the  property  of  the  country 
but  that  which  was  used  for  the  imposition 
of  the  poor  rate  ;  and  accordingly  in  1832, 
under  the  Reform  Bill,  the  overseers  of  the 
poor  were  made  those  who  were  to  work 
the  machinery  of  the  Reform  Act;  not  that 
there  was  the  slightest  connection  between 
the  working  of  the  franchise  and  the  poor 
rate,  but  because  the  machinery  of  the  one 
happened  to  bo  convenient  machinery  for 
the  other.  But  in  Scotland  the  thing  was 
entirely  different.  In  1854  the  Valuation 
Act  was  passedi  and  in  that  measure  it 
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was  declared  that  the  assessment  should  he 
levied  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
that  Act.  He  had  always  regretted  that 
on  that  occasion  they  did  not  take  the  op- 
portunity of  doing  away  with  the  provisions 
in  the  Poor  Law  Act  of  1845  in  regard  to 
making  deductions  from  gross  revenue.  In 
1856,  as  a  complement  of  the  Valuation 
Act,  the  Burgh  Registration  Act  was 
passed  ;  and  in  1861  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Lanarkshire  (Sir  Edward 
Colebrooke)  carried  the  County  Represen- 
tation Act,  also  based  upon  valuation  ;  so 
that  the  result  was  that  up  to  the  present 
time  the  Rating  Act  and  the  Franchise 
Acts  in  Scotland  were  totally  different. 
The  proposed  plan  of  registration  certainly 
afforded  a  great  deal  of  convenience,  as 
the  assessor  had  only  to  take  the  valuation 
roll  and  select  those  who  were  entitled  to 
the  franchise.  The  best  thing  they  found 
in  the  Bill  was  that  the  parishes  were  only 
bound  to  rate  every  person  appearing  on 
the  valuation  roll,  and  to  exercise  a  cer- 
tain power  of  exemption  when  they  con- 
sidered it  necessary.  It  had  been  the 
practice  in  Scotland,  up  to  the  present 
time,  to  exempt  in  the  different  parishes, 
according  to  the  views  of  the  Parochial 
Board,  all  persons  assessed  under  £4, 
aometimcs  under  £3,  and  sometimes  lower. 
There  was,  in  his  opinion,  no  necessity 
for  dealing  with  that  matter  in  this  Bill. 
It  could  only  produce  confusion.  The 
original  provisions  in  the  Bill,  objectionable 
as  they  were  with  regard  to  burghs,  were 
still  more  objectionable  with  regard  to 
counties.  There  were  a  great  many 
parishes  where  there  was  no  poor  rate  at 
all  ;  and  not  only  that,  but  there  was  no 
general  valuation  of  what  was  called  rate- 
able valuo,and  so  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  (the  Lord  Advocate)  was  obliged  to 
resort  to  the  invention  of  a  rating  solely  for 
the  purposes  of  this  Bill.  However,  he  had 
no  doubt  that  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  were  it  not  for  the  symmetry  he 
intended  to  produce,  would  agree  with  him 
in  repudiating  it.  What  was  proposed  to 
be  done  under  these  circumstances  ?  The 
Scotch  Members  placed  the  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  objecting  to  the  principle 
upon  which  these  sub-divisions  were  bssdo. 
There  was  a  second  matter — he  meant  the 
payment  or  non-payment  of  rates  imposed, 
which  was  totally  different  from  making 
the  rating  the  basis  of  the  franchise.  A 
"hard  and  fast  line"  might  have  been 
drawn  at  £5,  jS4,  or  £3,  and  they  might 
•till  have  objected  to  it ;  but  if  any  man 


had  not  paid  his  rates,  he  should  not  bo 
allowed  to  appear  on  the  roll  or  vote,  and 
in  the  same  way  in  the  Reform  Act,  as 
there  was  no  general  poor  rate  in  Scot- 
land, non-payment  of  assessed  taxes  was 
considered  the  first  and  proper  disqualifi- 
cation from  coming  under  the  Bill.  How- 
ever, he  believed  that  from  the  time  the 
Bill  passed  till  now  that  had  not  been 
effected.  He  had  no  respect  for  the 
opinion  that,  if  a  man  did  not  pay  the 
poor  rates,  he  should  not  be  placed  on 
the  roll.  The  payment  of  the  poor  rates, 
it  was  said,  was  the  test  of  his  fitness. 
Why,  he  might  not  have  paid  his  police 
rates,  his  rent,  his  Christmas  bills,  and 
he  might  be  in  arrears  to  everybody 
around  him  ;  and  yet  he  might  have  paid 
the  poor  rate.  He  thought  that  part  was 
entirely  nugatory.  Since  the  vote  of  the 
other  night,  there  had  been  a  general  feel- 
ing upon  his  side  of  the  House,  not  only  on 
the  part  of  Scotch  Members,  but  among 
their  English  friends,  that  they  might  as 
well  avoid  having  a  crisis  on  this  matter. 
They  certainly  did  not  expect  thnt  tho 
armour  against  which  all  tho  ordinary 
missiles  of  tho  Opposition  had  been  directed 
in  vain  was  to  be  penetrated  by  a  dart  from 
the  Scotch  Members.  That  being  the 
feeling  of  the  House,  it  was  thought  de- 
sirable to  see  whether  they  could  not  como 
to  an  arrangement,  and  obtain  some  conces- 
sion at  the  hands  of  tho  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate.  They  accordingly 
communicated  with  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  and  ho  was  happy  to  say 
he  received  their  propositions  in  a  spirit  of 
tho  greatest  fairness,  and  tho  result  of 
their  negotiations  was  this — that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  on  the  one 
hand  would  give  up  the  end  of  the  16th 
clause  by  which  he  compelled  the  parishes 
to  rate  every  one  upon  the  roll,  and  that 
he  would  also  give  up  the  18th  clause, 
which  provided  regulations  as  to  the  rating 
of  persons  omitted  from  the  roll  of  assess- 
ments ;  and  he  proposed  to  bring  up  a 
clause  providing  for  the  recti6cation  of 
errors  in  the  case  of  persons  improperly 
exempted.  So  much  for  the  burgh  fran- 
chise. Well,  with  regard  to  counties,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  undertook  to  abandon 
the  rating,  and  to  adopt  the  rental  qualifi- 
cation— a  very  proper  concession — for  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood  were 
utterly  impracticable.  At  the  meeting  of 
the  Scotch  Members  to-day,  they  unani- 
mously resolved  to  agree  to  those  terms. 
He  thought  he  had  satisfied  the  Committee 
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that  tho  Scotch  Memhers  had  solid  grounds 
for  the  objections  they  had  made,  and, 
later,  for  the  arrangement  they  had  come 
to  with  the  GoTernment.  They  had  been 
met  by  the  Lord  Ad?ocate  in  the  fairest 
spirit,  and  he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
ratify  the  understanding  which  had  been 
arriTed  at. 

Mr.  HODGKINSON  said,  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  was 
a  considerable  variation  in  the  Scotch  and 
English  Reform  Bills  in  the  time  allowed 
for  tho  payment  of  rates.  He  could  see  no 
reason  why  the  15th  of  May  should  be 
fixed  as  the  time  up  to  which  rates  must 
be  paid  in  Scotland,  while  in  England  it 
was  the  5th  of  January.  lie  could  not  un- 
derstand why  the  rein  should  bo  drawn 
tighter  in  the  case  of  one  country  than  it 
was  in  the  case  of  the  other,  and  he  there- 
fore trusted  that  the  dates  would  be  made 
in  both  cases  the  same. 

Mr.  G.  young  said,  that  his  learned 
Friend|(Tho  Lord  Advocate)  had  stated  that 
by  the  law  as  it  at  present  existed  every 
householder  was  to  be  put  upon  the  register 
and  would  then  be  qualified  to  vote  provided 
he  paid  his  rates.  He  could  only  say  that  he 
did  not  so  interpret  the  existing  lavr,  how- 
ever it  might  be  altered  by  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill.  It  was  true  that  by  the  Poor 
Law  Act  of  1845  the  assessor  for  the  poor 
rate  was  required  to  make  up  the  roll  of 
all  ratepayers  including  the  occupiers  of 
all  kinds  of  houses  ;  but  by  tho  Valuation 
Act  of  1854  it  was  provided  that  the 
names  of  all  occupiers,  being  mere  tenants 
of  lands  and  tenements  let  at  a  rent  not 
amounting  to  £4.  should  not  bo  inserted 
in  the  valuation  roll,  and  that  in  all  cases 
whore  any  lands  or  heritages  should  be  let 
at  a  rent  not  amounting  to  £4  per  annum, 
and  the  names  of  the  occupiers  thereof 
should  not  have  been  iuscrted  in  the  volu- 
ation  roll,  the  proprietors  of  such  lands  or 
heritages  should  be  charged  with  and  have 
to  pay  the  whole  of  the  assessment  on  such 
lands  and  heritages,  but  should  have  relief 
against  the  tenant  for  payment  thereof. 
It  was  analogous  to  the  law  of  the  com- 
pound-householder, there  being  a  provision 
in  Clause  31  to  the  effect  that  where  the 
rent  was  under  £4  the  landlord  should  pay 
the  whole  of  the  assessment,  including  the 
assessment  for  poor  rate,  not  only  his  own 
half  as  landlord,  but  also  the  tenant's 
half.  The  landlord  had  a  statutory  right 
to  recover  from  the  tenant.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  these  tenants  would  be  re- 
garded as  tenants  paying  their  rates,  or 
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would  a  tenant  so  situated  be  denied  the 
franchise  ?  He  also  asked  whether  a  change 
in  the  law  of  rating  was  intended.  The 
requisition  that  the  names  of  all  the  small 
tenants  should  be  placed  on  the  valuation 
roll  seemed  to  imply  that  this  was  so,  and 
that  in  future  the  rates  would  bo  assessed 
one-half  on  the  landlord  and  one-half  on 
the  tenant.  But  if  this  were  done  the 
landlord  would  pay  his  part,  and  the 
tenant's  half  would  be  lost  to  the  parish 
except  where  political  strife  induced  agents 
to  manufacture  voters.  He  noticed  that 
the  proposed  Amendment  disfranchised 
those  who  had  been  **  exempted  from  as- 
sessment or  payment  of  poor  rates.  **  Ex- 
emption from  assessment"  was  scarcely 
grammatical.  Besides,  the  exemption  was 
not  from  the  imposition.  The  assessment 
was  made,  and  the  person  was  afterwards 
exempted  from  payment.  The  clause 
seemed  to  require  amendment  in  another 
respect.  As  it  now  stood  it  might  be  held 
to  disfranchise  for  ever  every  householder 
who  had  at  any  time  been  exempted  from 
paying  poor  rates.  He  presumed  that  that 
was  not  the  meaning  of  his  right  lion,  and 
learned  Friend ;  but  that  the  exclusion  was 
intended  to  apply  only  to  the  year  in  which 
such  exemption  took  place.  Ujs  last  ques- 
tion was  as  to  whether  those  who  were 
partially  exempted  from  payment  of  rates 
would  be  disfranchised  }  The  common  mode 
of  exemption  was  not  total  but  partial 
exemption,  and  it  would  be  unjust  that 
such  partial  exemption  should  work  dis- 
franchisement, because  a  very  large  number 
of  householders  paid  a  reduced  rate  on 
their  holdings,  which,  however,  amounted 
in  actual  cash  to  a  great  deal  more  than 
the  full  rate  of  msny  another  householder. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  thought  that 
the  word  *'  assessment "  should  be  omitted. 
He  assumed  that  a  person  who  was  relieved 
from  paying  a  part  of  his  rates  would  be 
disfranchised,  and  very  properly. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  he  would  propose 
to  leave  out  the  words  "  assessment  or." 
The  Amendment  would  then  read  smoothly, 
and  the  grammatical  criticisms  would  no 
longer  apply.  Now  that  they  had  taken 
the  Land  Valuations  Act  they  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  Poor  Law  assessment,  and 
anything  which  related  to  that  should  be 
left  out  altogether.  Then,  as  to  the  sug- 
gestion which  had  been  made  that  the 
15ih  of  May  should  be  left  out,  and  the 
5th  of  January  substituted,  as  in  the 
English  Act,  he  thought  it  was  of  no 
great  importance ;   but  still  it  would  be 
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an  iroprofement  if  tlio  words  were  as  in 
the  English  Act,  because  in  Scotland  the 
practice  in  the  boroughs  was  to  lay  on  the 
poor  rato  for  twelve  months,  from  the  15th 
of  May  in  one  year  to  the  15th  of  May  in 
the  succeeding  year ;  so  that  if  the  rate 
were  to  be  laid  on  exactly  on  the  15th  of 
May  everybody  would  be  disfranchised,  be- 
cause nobody  could  have  paid  that  rate.  He 
did  not  think  the  thing  had  ever  occurred, 
or  was  ever  likely  to  occur.  But  no  possible 
inconvenience  could  arise  if  the  5th  of 
January  was  substituted  for  the  15th  of 
May.  Practically,  the  rates  were  collected 
Jong  before  the  15th  of  May  ;  but  if  the 
5th  of  Jsnuary  was  put  in  it  would  be  no 
disadvantage,  and  there  would  be  no  danger 
of  the  rate  being  laid  on  in  May,  and 
thereby  disfranchising  a  whole  constitu- 
ency. Then,  in  reference  to  the  criticism 
that  parties  might  be  exempted  partially 
from  the  poor  rates.  He  had  never  met 
with  anyone  who  was  partially  exempted 
from  poor's  rale.  He  believed  such  cases 
very  rarely  arose  ;  but  if  a  person  were 
exempted  from  even  a  tenth  of  his  rate 
he  would  properly  bo  disfranchised.  He 
hoped  the  learned  Lord  Advocate  might 
leave  out  the  words  "assessment  or,"  and 
put  in  the  5th  of  January  iustead  of  the 
15th  of  May,  and  then  all  possible  objec- 
tions would  be  removed. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
that  the  practice  as  to  assessment  was  di- 
verse, in  some  cases  the  assessment  being 
from  May,  in  others  from  November.  In 
the  one  case  the  time  was  too  short ;  in 
the  other  much  too  long.  He  thought  it 
desirable  that  the  Government  should  con- 
sider whether  there  should  not  be  some  fixed 
date — say  the  5lh  of  January  ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  dispense 
altogether  with  a  clause  which  would  ope- 
rate with  such  inequality  as  that  under 
discussion. 

Colonel  STKES  said,  the  object  of 
the  Government  was  to  assimilate  this  Bill 
to  the  English  Bill  so  far  as  regarded  the 
ratepaying  clauses.  The  most  direct  way 
of  accomplishing  that  object,  as  there 
were  places  in  Scotland  not  assessed  to  the 
poor,  would  be  not  to  specify  poor  rates, 
but  to  make  the  franchise  depend  upon 
the  payment  of  any  burgh  rates  whatever. 
In  the  city  which  he  represented,  besides 
4.236  £10  householders,  in  1867  there 
were  265  at  £9.  332  at  £8,  415  at  £7. 
324  at  £6,  912  at  £5,  1,428  at  £4,  the 
total  assessed  to  taxes  for  municipal  pur- 
poses at  and  under  £10  being  9,323.     Of 


these  1,121  were  rated  under  £4.  The 
payment  of  any  other  rate  would  be  just 
as  good  as  a  poor  rate  for  a  test  of  the 
qualification  to  vote.  All  that  ought  to  be 
required  was  that  a  tenant  should  be  rated 
and  pay  his  rates  by  a  certain  day.  If  ho 
did  not,  let  him  by  all  means  be  disfran- 
chised. He  ought  not,  however,  to  be 
disfranchised  permanently,  but  only  for 
that  year.  A  certain  time — say  five  or 
six  months — should  be  allowed,  during 
which  he  might  be  at  liberty  to  pay  his 
rates  and  re-claim  the  franchise.  He 
thought  the  5th  of  January  would  be  the 
most  convenient  date  to  adopt. 

Mr.  ELLICE  said,  he  must  express 
his  regret  that  the  settlement  existing 
under  the  2nd  and  3l8t  clauses  of  the 
Valuation  Act  was  to  be  disturbed.  He 
did  not  think  the  Parochial  Board  was  the 
best  body  to  determine  what  exemptions 
should  take  place.  He  preferred  leaving 
that  duty  to  the  Commissioners  of  Supply 
in  counties,  and  to  the  magistrates  in 
boroughs,  who  were  popularly  elected,  and 
were  not  such  exclusive  bodies  as  the  Paro- 
chial Board.  The  Valuation  Act,  which 
had  been  in  existence  for  fourteen  years, 
bad  worked  most  satisfactorily.  In  the 
Scotch  burghs  there  were  large  numbers 
of  tenements  which  could  scarcely  bo  dig- 
nified with  the  name  of  houses.  He 
thought  the  clause  would  require  some 
further  revision,  and  ho  earnestly  hoped 
the  Lord  Advocate  would  take  the  matter 
into  bis  consideration,  and  accede  to  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  Notice, 
after  the  words  **  inability  to  pay,"  in  lino 
3  of  the  Lord  Advocate's  Amendment,  to 
insert  the  words  "  or  whose  names  shall  not 
have  been  inserted  on  the  valuation  roll."  ^ 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he  re- 
gretted  that  he  could  not  accede  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Andrews  (Mr.  Ellicc],  which  was  not  con- 
sistent with  the  spirit  either  of  this  or  of 
the  English  Bill.  Its  object  was  to  go 
back  upon  the  decision  of  the  House,  that 
it  should  not  be  in  the  power  of  magis- 
trates to  disqualify.  It  would,  in  fact, 
make  that  compulsory  which  was  at  pre- 
sent optional,  and  would  draw  a  fixed  lino 
at  £4.  It  would  be  still  more  objection- 
able if  it  were  not  a  fixed  line.  However, 
that  Amendment  was  not  at  present  before 
the  Committee,  and  he  had  only  mentioned 
it  because  it  had  been  just  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  Some  criticisms  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  theWigton  burghs  (Mr.  G.  Young), 
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Now,  he  woi  not  Kiraro  whelher  tho  lion. 
Geatlcman  liad  been  prcacnt  at  llio  meet- 
ing held  [hot  afternoon.  [Mr.  G.  Yocnq  : 
No!]  He  'SI  gbJ  to  hear  thnt,  and  he 
must  confess  that  the  hnn.  Member  did 
not  ftppenr  to  be  actuated  bj  the  spirit  of 
the  meeting.  At  the  auggeBtion  of  a  boo. 
Member  opposite  he  bad  assented  to  the 
introduction  of  the  words  "  nsseisment  of;" 
but  finding  that  objections  had  been  raised 
against  ihem,  he  should  noir  offer  no 
opposition  to  their  omission.  With  refer- 
ence (0  another  suggestion  made  by 
tUo  lion.  Member  for  the  Wigton  burghs, 
he  might  remark  that  he  had  no  ob- 
jeetion  lo  its  adoption.  He  referred  to 
the  propoicd  insertion  after  llie  word 
"who,"  of  tlio  words  "at  ony  lime 
during  the  said  period  of  tnelre  calendar 
montba."  That  would  effect  an  improve- 
mont,  and  mako  the  meaning  of  the  clause 
more  clear.  According  to  the  custom  in 
Scotland,  poor  rates  were  laid  on  at  Whit- 
suntide. They  were  collected  after  Mar- 
tinmas, and  if  thej  were  not  paid  before 
February  diligence  or  execution  issued  ; 
BO  lliat  by  Whitsuntide  it  was  ascertained 
who  were  the  defoulters  from  whom  pay-  j 
ment  oould  not  he  obtained.     There  was 
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perty  Dot  preTionsly  exempt,  or  liable  to 
assessment."  Tho  31st  clause  did  not 
apply  to  poor  rates,  especially  when  taken 
in  connection  with  the  41it.  Ho  therefore 
begged  to  submit  that  n  correct  tlcv  hnd 
been  taken  of  this  matter,  and  th.it  the 
clause,  with  the  Amondnienta  he  was  ready 
to  accept,  would  give  effect  to  the  views  of 
the  House. 

Hb.  MONCREIFF  said,  that  questions 
of  mere  phraseology  were  neccasorily  left 
open,  and  his  impression  waa  lliat  the 
clause  would  require  some  reiiiiou  to  make 
it  work  satisfactorily. 

Mb.  G.  young  asked,  whether  the 
Amendment  was  intended  to  include  par- 
tial as  well  as  toUl  exemption  ? 

Tub  lord  ADVOCATE  :  Yea  ;  it  is 
intended  lo  apply  to  partial  as  well  as 
total  exemption. 

Clanie,  as  amended,  agretd  lo. 

Clause  4  (Ownership  Francliiae  for  Voters 
in  Coonties). 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  moTed. 
in  line  21,  to  omit  the  word  "and,"  and 
insert  the  words — 

"3.  Uu  had  a  reiideDcs  within  the  OonDtf  in 


3  further  nsiessment  until  October,  when  ^"  "■■'  ocoupatioa  daring  tl«  twrit e  months  aait 
the  valuation  rolls  were  made  up.  There-  i  P"'»^"'8  "■«  '»•'  ^"J  "^  J"'?-" 
fore,  no  persons  would  he  affected  by  his  |  The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  pre- 
Amendment  except  those  who  were  in  Tent  the  creation  of  fnggot  Totet  which 
arrcar,  against  whom  execution  had  been  had  been  resorted  to  in  some  of  tha  Scotch 
issued,  and  who  were  relumed  as  default-  counties,  nnd  in  one  instance  to  such  an 
ors.     He   had    been   asked    hy   the   hon.    extent  that  the  resident  voters   could  he 


Member  for   Wigton  whether  the  £i  lii 

did,  or  did  not,  apply  to  the  poor  rate.    In    resident. 

Scotland,  it  ffas  optional  to  exclude  from      '   ' 

tho  valuation  roll  tenants  under  £i 

there  were  very  few  burgh 

lix-serentha  of  the  whole  - 

tliemsches  of  the  option,  and  he  held  that  |  one  which  was  quiie  as  important 

where  this  was  done,  collectors  for  the  pa-  ^  iog  Scotland  as  England  ;  becai 

rochial  authorities  were  bound  by  tho  4C)lh    former  country, 

section  of  the  Poor  Law  Act  to  ph 


ily  swamped  by  those  who  were  i 

ould  bo  in  the  recollection 

hon.    Members  that  a  similar  Amend- 

it  was  rejected  on  the  English  Bill  of 

probably  not  .  last  year,  chiefly  because  it  would  have  a 

iled    disfranchising  effect.      The  question  nas 

affcet- 

in  the 

the  latter,  power  was 

holly  unconnected  with 


I  held  by  persons 


the  rate  books  all  the  tenants  without  ex-  .  the  counties,  but  who,  through  manufae- 
ecpiion.     It  was  quite  true  that  the  lit  |  turing  interests  and  general  influence  oier 


seotion  of  the  3lBt  clause  of  the  Valaaii 
Act  had  this  effect— that  where  the  option 
bad  been  exercised  of  excluding  frou)  the 
valuation  roll  those  under  £4,  then  the 
proprietors  should  be  required  to  pay  the 
whole  of  the  assessment  on  such  lands  or 
tenements.  But  the  poor  rate  was  really 
a  personal  lax.  The  value  of  the  tene- 
ment was  merely  the  measure  of  the  lia- 
bility of  tho   person    to   pay.      Tho  41st 


the  burghs,  could  affect  an  election  i  and 
this  gave  great  umbrage  to  those  who  took 
part,  naturally  took  part,  in  county  elec- 
tions. Now,  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  induce 
the  Committee  to  give  a  favourahlo  conii- 
deration  to  bis  Amendment.  In  the  first 
place,  hit  proposal  did  not  require,  as  that 
of  last  year  did,  that  a  qualifying  residence 
should  form  a  part  of  the  occupation  ;  and 
next,  it  applied  to  the  property  qualifiea- 


clau'se   contained   this   protision — "  That    tlon,  and  not  to  the  ocou|>ation.     The  Rc- 
Dothing  should  exempt  any  persga  or  pro-  form  Aet  of  1832  was  full  of  aboseB  like 
n»  Lord  Advocata  ' 
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tbiB,  and  thej  had  aocomulated  with  respect 
to  pocket  or  rotten  burghs  in  such  a  way 
that,  bj  the  influence  of  these  burghs, 
county  elections  were  often  carried.  He 
(hou£:ht  his  Amendment  would  recommend 
itself  to  the  Committee,  and  he  therefore 
begged  to  move  it. 

Mr.  BAXTER  said,  there  was  consi- 
derable force  in  what  had  fallen  from  his 
lion.  Friend,  and  he  sympathized  very 
much  with  the  objection  he  had  taken  to 
the  clause  as  it  stood,  because  there  could 
bo  no  doubt  that  in  former  times  in  Scot- 
land advantage  was  taken  to  create  faggot 
votes  to  A  great  extent ;  but  he  had  a 
strong  feeling  that  with  the  enlarged  con- 
stituencies, and  the  new  franchise,  those 
faggot  votes  would  not  be  created  nearly 
to  the  same  extent.  Besides,  he  could  not 
help  feeling  it  would  be  rather  ungracious, 
without  strong  reasons,  to  adopt  for  Scot- 
land a  different  principle  to  that  laid  down 
in  the  English  Act.  He  wished  also  to 
keep  to  the  old  lines  of  the  Constitution  — 
that  the  votes  for  counties  should  be  based 
on  ownership.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  not  divide  the  Committee  on 
the  question. 

Mb.  M'LABEN  said,  he  was  sorry  he 
could  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter).  There  was  nothing 
BO  common  as  for  men  to  begin  by  praising 
something,  and  ending  by  giving  their 
Totes  against  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  said  that  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
a  capital  case,  and  yet  he  was  going  to  vote 
against  him.  If  the  Committee  would  take 
into  account  the  smallness  of  the  Scotch 
counties— [Mr.  Baxter  :  Some  of  them.] 
If  you  will  allow  me,  there  were  seve- 
ral of  these  small  counties  that  could  be 
overpowered  by  the  extraneous  voters  of 
Edinburgh  and  Glasgow — that  is,  the  elec- 
tors of  these  counties  might  be  overpowered 
by  them.  Why,  there  were  many  counties 
in  Scotland  which  might  be  much  more 
appropriately  called  parishes.  No  doubt, 
it  was  quite  true  that  in  the  great  English 
counties  of  four  or  ten  times  the  magni- 
tude of  the  small  Scotch  counties,  there 
was  a  foreign  element  introduced  ;  men 
living  in  London  had  votes  in  Lancashire, 
Leicestershire,  and  other  counties.  It  did 
not  follow  that  that  element  could  be  safely 
imported  into  the  small  Scotch  counties. 
It  certainly  did  deteriorate,  and  in  certain 
cases  orerpower,  the  resident  electors.  He 
could  mention  a  case  where  a  considerable 
majority  voted  for  a  candidate,  but  the 
people  of  the  oonnty  were  overpowered  hy 


voters  from  the  city  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent.  Now,  he  thought  that  was  a 
bad  state  of  things,  and  should  not  bo 
allowed  to  exist. 

Mr.  H.  BAILLIE  said,  he  trusted  that 
the  Committee  would  not  agree  to  a  pro- 
posal for  di^ranchising  a  large  portion  of 
the  proprietors  of  land  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  AYTOUN  said,  he 
would  give  his  vote  to  any  Amendment 
which  would  prevent  the  creation  of  faggot 
votes.  Surely  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman who  sat  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
could  draw  up  such  a  clause.  But  he 
could  not  admit  that,  because  faggot  votes 
had  been  created  in  Scotland  in  a  few 
cases,  an  enormous  number  of  bond  Jide 
voters  should  therefore  be  disfranchised. 
There  were,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh had  truly  observed,  counties  in  Scot- 
land which  might  more  properly  be  called 
parishes  from  their  extreme  smallness. 
Again,  if  the  Amendment  were  adopted 
the  anomalies  between  the  county  fran- 
chise in  England  and  Scotland  would  be 
such  as  ought  not  to  exist. 

Mb.  CUMMING-BRUCE  hoped  that 
the  Amendment  would  not  be  accepted  by 
the  Committee.  There  were  no  electors 
more  independent  than  those  of  the  small 
counties. 

Mr.  MONCREIFE  said,  he  had  a  very 
strong  opinion  upon  the  question  raised  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lanark- 
shire (Sir  Edward  Colebrooke);  but  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  practice  of  creating 
faggot  votes  had  not  been  carried  to  so 
great  an  extent  as  was  thought.  So  much 
difference  of  opinion  existed,  even  among 
hon.  Members  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House  upon  the  question  of  resi- 
dence, that  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
would  exercise  a  wise  discretion  in  with- 
drawing the  Amendment.  It  was  desirable 
that  they  should  be  as  unanimous  as  pos- 
sible, in  order  to  complete  the  work  which 
was  before  them. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
he  did  not  concur  in  the  objections  urged 
against  the  Amendment,  and  therefore  he 
would  not  withdraw  it.  He  would  prefer 
to  have  it  negatived  rather  than  take  that 
course.  This  was  a  subject  which  would 
crop  up  again. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  CRAUFURD  moved,  in  line  25, 
to  leave  out  the  word  "  clear,"  so  that  it 
should  remain  "yearly  value"  simply. 
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The  lord  ADVOCATE  oppoBed  tlio  Sm  JAMES  FERGUSSON  contended 

proposition  on  tho  ground  tbat  the  clause  that  tliej  would  not  establish  a  beneficial 

as  it  stood  was  in  accordance  with  the  pro-  franchise  if  thej  ga?e  facilities  for  making 

vision  of  the  English  Act  of  last  year,  improper  Totes,  and  therefore  he  hoped  tho 

However,  as  he  did  not  think  it  a  matter  Amendment  would  be  rejected, 

of  much  consequence,  he  would  agree  to  Mr.  CRAUFURD  declared  that  if  the 

the  proposition.  ]           :f  words  proposed  to  be  omitted  were  left  in, 

Amendment  agreed  to.  ^^%  would  disfrancUi.e  practically  a  largo 

^  portion  of  J&IO  holders. 

Mr.   M'LAREN    moved    to    omit  the  .         .       ^           -^ 

words   "  five   pounds  "  and  to  substitute  Amendment  agreed  to. 

''forty  shillings.''     As  they  had  to  submit  Clause,   as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 

to  pay  poor  rates  as  in  England,  they  had  part  of  the  Bill. 

a  right  to  claim  the  40».  franchise  as  in  f,^^^^  5    (Occupation    Franchise    for 

tJ^"  lord  advocate    said,  the  ^'1"";"  S?in Lr  r.T,on..^.         . 

Amendment  would  not  hare  the  effect  of  ?«  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  moTcd 

extending  the  English  franchise  to  Scot-  '/•«»'«  ?»*  *'»«  ^''^^  ••rateable,     in  l.no 

land,  for  the  40».  English  franchise  re-  *3,  and  insert  ••  jcarlj. '     Do  hoped  the 

ferred  only  to  freehold   property.      Tho  Government  was  disposed  to  make  some 

difference  proposed  to  bo  made  would  add  concession  on  this  point, 

some  thirty  Toters  only  in  the  whole  of  ^  T™    ^^^^   ADVOCATE    said,   the 

Scotland.  uovernment    were    wilnng  to  assent,  in 

substance,    to     the    alteration    proposed, 

Amendment  ne^a(ivtf(i.  which,  it   was    alleged,    would    have  the 

o,„  T^nwAiJTk  nATwuDrvrviru          j  effect  of    removing    some    inconvenicnco 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKB  moved  j,,^^  ,„  apprehended.    In  at  least  100 

0  omit  tho  following  words  at  the  end  of  ^^,^^,  J  g^^^j^^^  ^^^^^  ,^^^  „^ 

the  clause  :-•' As  also  of  the  interest  of  '^^^      ,„j  „„  ^^^^^^^  assessment.      The 

any  heritable  debt  affecting  the  said  lands  Bill  proposed  to  secure  a  uniform  asses.- 

and  heritages.         t  very  frequently  hap-  ^^J   ^^^    ^^       j,       ^^j,    ,,,„^ 

poned  that  small  houses  were  built  with  ,^^„,j  y^    j^^^  ^^  ^„                 ^j^,,  ^  ^^^^ 

borrowed     nioney.    and     the    clause,    as  a„essment  also,  between  £12  and  £50. 

drawn  would  deprive  the  owners  of  such  ^    ^^^^^^^^  -^  ^^^^^  ^^.^  t,,^^  ^^„,j  y^ 

houses  of  the  frandiisc.  ^    ^         ,     Government  had  thought 

Mu.  M«LAREN  said   th«     a  creation  j^  J;  ^^  ,^  ^,^          ,„j  ,,^  4^^^^^^^^   8^. 

of  faggot  votes  took  place  last  year  in  J^  ,^  substitute  for  the  word.  "  wte- 

Renfrewshiro,  which  could  not  have  taken  ^^^^  ,,,„^    ^  ^^2  "  the  word,  -annual 

plajie  If  the  interest  of  the  borrowed  money  ^^,„^  ^^  ^^^  ^^       „^^j    ^^  appearing  on 

liad  had  to  be  deducted.  ^        ,      j          jj*"  ^        ,,    J^     .. » ,,j 

Mb.  BAZLEY  thought  the  clause,  as  It  ^  j        ^    equivalent  for  a  £12 

stood,  would   be   the  only  preventive  of  .•               *            ' 

faggot  vote-making.     It  was  a  fact  that  ^"»'  EDWARD  COLEBROOKB  iritli- 

the  mortgages  of  small  properties  were  m  j        i  •    a        j       a 

the  hand,  of  the  dislriot^anker.  who  bad  ^"^  •""  Amendment. 

entire  command  of  the  votes.  Amendment  of  The  Lord  Astocate 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  thought  the  agreed  to. 

clause  as  it  stood  would  prevent  the  crea-  jj^,  BOUVERIE,  who  had  given  Notice 

*'"«*'    te^r^.l'iS"''?'  ?  '•*  "•l"*"'*  M  of  a  Motion  to  leave  out  sub-difisions  3  and 

Mn.  MONCRLIFb  asked  if  it  would  4  of  the  Clause  7,  said,  that  ho  should  not 

be  desirable  for  the  assessor  nnder  this  ^  understanding  that  the  Lord  Ad- 

dause  to   go  rummaging  through  every  ^^^^^^^  ^^^    ^,,„„j  to   bring   forward   an 

person  s  property.     In  the  case  of  persons  Amendment  011  the  same  subject, 

who  had  borrowed  money  the  factor  or  The  LORD   ADVOCATE    moved  an 

local  agent  might  put  a  claimant  for  the  Amendment  to  leave  out  from  "3.  Has  "  to 

franchise  into   the  witness-box.  and  call  ..         ..  j„  ,i„g  j  ^„^  i„,ert— 

upon  bim  to  state  the  amount  of  burdens  ' 

..t.»n    1.:.    .^••n.xo.t-     <l....    >•■•.:«»    ..■«>•>  "  Providea,  That  no  man  shall  under  thi»  sec- 

upon    his    property,    thus    causing   great  ^on  be  entitUd  to  be  registered  who  sh.-Ul  hare 

expense  and  annoyance.    Ue  entreoted  his  ^^^  exempted  from  asseasment  or  payment  of 

right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  not  to  insist  poor  rates  on  the  ground  of  inability  to  pay ;  or 

upon  this  provision.  who  shall  havo  fiilled  to  pay,  on  or  before  the  first 

Mr,  Crau/urd 
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day  of  August  in  the  preient  or  the  twentieth  Mr.  BAXTER  said,  these  disquallfica- 

day  of  July  in  any  subsequent  year,  all  poor  rates  ^j^Qg  ^^re  decided  upon  in  the  case  of  the 

(if  any)  that  haire  ^"^^  V^ll^^^^^^^f'^^^  English  Bill,  after  full  discussion. 

speot  of  said  lands  and  heritages  up  to  tne  pre-  »      ti/vtwtstt       -j  l    u       j  »i.            i- 

ceding  fifteenth  day  of  May  Tor  who  shaU  hafe  Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  hoped  the  words 

been  in  the  receipt  of  parochial  relief  within  would  be  omitted. 

twelfe  calendar  months  next  preceding  the  said  Mr.   BERESFOED    HOPE    said,    he 

last  day  of  July."  trusted  the  words  would  he  retained. 

Amendment  agreed  to.  Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  CR  AUFURD  said,  that  with  a  view  Clause  agreed  to. 

to  prevent  the  creation  of  faggot  rotes,  Clause  8  (Universities  to  return  Two 

he  begged  to  move  to  add  at  the  end  of  the  Members), 

clause  the  following  words :—  Mil.   J*  LOWTHER  said,  the  clause 

*'  Provided,  that  no  man  shall,  under  this  sec-  raised  the  important  question  of  distribu- 
tion, be  entitled  to  be  registered  as  a  voter  by  ^j^^  ^^  g^^^     ^j^j^jj  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^  properly 
reason  of  his  being  a  lomt  owner  or  lomt  occu-  ,.            j  i  Vii.     tj-                xl     n          -x* 
pier  of  any  lands  or  heritages."  discussed  bj  the  House  or  the  Committee. 

Sn.  JAMBS  FBRGUSSON  ..id   thU  ?:,rnSfttL"tpU^^^^^^^^^           t 

matter  stood  on  a  tomewliat  different  foot-  j,^^,  ^^j^^  ^^      propoeed  to  disfrancl.ise 

ing  from  those  fiolitious  properties  wh.ch  \^^^^^  jj,      ^^^^^^  ^       the  question  of 

had  just  been  considered.    There  could  be  ^^^  .Hotment  of  the  seats.    They  ought, 

no  more  legitimate  title  to  the  franchise  ;„  j^^j    j^  ^^^^  tj,^,^  ,,^^^  ^^^^^  ^^ 

than  the  joint  occupancy  of  a  farm.    A  ^^^^^.^^   The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 

farmer  very  often  wished   that  his    son  (Mr.  Baxter)  had  made  a  very  objectionable 

should  be  associated  with  him,  and,  in  fajst,  ^3^,  ;„  ^        j  ^^  ^^^  distribution  of 

family  arrangement^  were  frequently  de-  ^^^^^     ^  ^„„„*^^    ^^    ^^j  „,  ^  ,45,1  ^^.^ 

pendent  upon  it.     The  question  was  alto-  objectionable  character  had  been  made  by 

gether  apart  from  faggot  votes,  and  ho  y^^^  ,,^„    p^^j^j  (gi^  R^i„^,j  Rniglitley). 

could  not  consent  to  the  Amendment.  Another  proposal,  which  stood  in  the  Bill 

Me.  DALGLISH  said,  that  fron»   his  ^  ^  ^^s  originally  framed,  was  more  oh- 

iwn  personal  experience  he  thought  it  de-  jeoiionable  than  either  of  the  others.    In 

sirable  that  the  Amendment  should  not  be  \^^^  „pj„i„„  (^^  p,„p„„,  ^f  t,,^  g„,„„. 

pressed.  ment  to  increase  the  number  of  Members 
Mb.  MONCREIFF  said,  there  would  be  ^f  t^at  House  was  one  of  the  most  daiiger- 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  question  ,,„,  ^^^^  submitted  to  a  Legislative  As- 
more  at  large  upon  the  clauses  to  be  .^^y  ^  f^^^th  proposal,  with  which  he 
brought  up  at  a  later  stage,  and  recom-  ,  ,  concurred,  and  of  which  the  hon. 
mended  his  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his  Member  for  Devonshire  (Sir  Lawrence 
Amendment  for  the  present.  p^U^^  h^j  gj,g„  SiiWeQ,  had  not  yet  been 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdravm.  brought  before  the  Committee.     He  ob- 

^,                        ,  ,             , ,  jected  to  any  and  every  proposition  which 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to.  j,^^  ^1,^^^  f^^  H,  XmmB^mtB  or  ultimate 

Clause  6   (Restriction  on  Number  of  object  to  make  any  addition  to  the  mono- 
Votes  in' City  of  Glasgow).  tonous  and  one-sided  character  of  the  re- 
Ma.  J.  LOWTHBR  suggested  that  the  presentation  of    Scotland.     He   appeared 
clause  should  be  so  worded  as  to  apply  to  before  the  Committee  in  this  respect  as 
any  three-cornered  constituency,  since  it  the  Scotchman's  friend.  In  the  first  place, 
was  possible  that  Glasgow  might  not  be  the  he  would  submit  that  the  claims  of  Scot- 
only  one  in  that  position.  land  to  representation  at  the  expense  of 
Clause  »(Mt|>on«d.  England  could  not  be  made  out  when  the 
„,         _  ,_•                  ,       1  .    T.         ,  representation  of  certain  parts  of  the  king- 
. 91'"  o.  ^  (Electors  employed  for  Reward  j„^  ^^^  considered.     The  West  Riding  of 
within  Six  Months  of  an  Election  not  to  Yorkshire  had  claims  to  a  considerable  «d- 
^^''e).  dition  to  its  representation.    Its  population 
Sir    ANDREW  AGNEW    suggested  amounted  to  about  half  the  population  of 
the  omission  of  the  word  "agent."    It  Scotland. 

was  desirable  that  an  agent  should  be  a  Mr.  CANDLISH  rose  to  Order.     The 

gentleman  of  social  position.    He  usually  hon.  Member  was  not  confining  himself  to 

was  so.  and  he  ought  not  to  lose  bis  vote  the  clause  now  before  the  Committee, 

through  aetiog  in  the  capacity  of  agent.  The  CHAIRMAN :    The  clause   was 
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ealled  on,  and  the  hon.  Member  proposed 
to  make  some  obserTations  on  it.  I  as- 
sume that  he  is  going  to  conclude  with 
a  Motion. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  contended  that  his 
remarks  were  germane  to  the  question 
whether  there  should  be  two  Members  for 
the  Scotch  Universities.  His  objection 
was  to  any  proposition  the  object  of  which 
was  immediately  to  make  an  addition  to  the 
representation  of  Scotland  at  the  expense 
either  of  England  or  Ireland.  The  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  with  half  the  popula- 
tion of  Scotland,  had  twentj-two  Members, 
while  Scotland  had  fifty-three  ;  and  four 
Members  at  least  were  due  to  the  West 
Riding  before  it  could  be  placed  on  an 
equality  with  Scotland.  And  yet  it  was 
proposed  to  take  a  seat  from  Northallerton, 
which  was  in  the  county  of  Yorkshire,  and 
to  givo  it  to  Scotland.  E?er  since  the 
time  of  the  Picts  and  the  Scots  there  had 
been  nothing  more  unjustifiable.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  made  a  raid  on  the 
northern  counties;  but  he  (Mr.  Lowther) 
could  not  assent  to  a  Motion  for  taking  a 
seat  from  so  populous  a  district  and  giving 
it  to  Scotland.  He  might  also  cite  the 
case  of  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster, 
the  population  of  which  was  about  five- 
sixths  of  that  of  Scotland,  and  the  repre- 
sentation of  which  was  miserably  inade- 
quate. According  to  the  standard  set  up 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  a 
balance  of  eleven  Members  ought  to  be 
given  to  Lancashire  to  bring  that  county  up 
to  the  representation  of  Scotland.  Repre- 
sentation and  voting  power  were  two  very 
distinct  things.  The  numerical  force  of 
Scotland  in  iho  divisions  of  that  House  was 
a  very  different  thing  from  the  fair  and 
adequate  representation  of  all  classes  and 
sections  of  the  community.  For  a  very  long 
time  the  Executive  of  Scotland  had  been 
actually  unrepresented  in  that  House,  and 
very  great  inconvenience  had  been  caused 
to  the  Government  thereby;  and  had  it  not 
been  for  the  volunteered  good  offices  of  the 
hon.  Members  for  Ayrshire  and  Peebles- 
shire, the  inconvenience  would  have  been 
still  more  serious.  After  a  very  consider- 
able interval  the  Scottish  Executive  was 
represented  in  that  House ;  but  the  Lord 
Advocate  found  a  seat  for  one  of  those  very 
English  boroughs  (Thctford)  which  had 
fallen  within  the  devouring  grasp  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose.  He  main- 
tained that  a  fair  and  complete  representa- 
tion of  Scotland  was  not  to  be  expected 
from  tho  scheme  of  the  hon.  Member. 

The  Chairman 


The  chairman  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  had  not  yet  applied  his 
remarks  to  the  olaase. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  intended  to 
propose  that  the  clause  be  postponed,  in 
order  that  the  Committee  might  receive 
information  from  the  Government  as  to  the 
constituencies  that  were  required.  He 
protested  against  any  attempt  to  diminish 
the  English  or  Irish  representation  for  the 
sake  of  Scotland. 

Moved  *'  That  the  Clause  be  postponed." 
{Mr,  J,  Lowther.) 

Mr.  BAXTER  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  not  listen  to  tho  propo- 
sal of  the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther).  The  Scotch  Reform  Bill  had 
been  brought  in  in  the  second  week  of  the 
Session,  and  the  Scotch  Members  had  been 
kept  week  after  week  in  expectation  that 
progress  would  be  made  with  their  Bill. 
Yet  now,  in  the  fourth  week  of  May,  the 
hon.  Member  made  a  proposal  which  was 
equivalent  to  asking  the  Government  to 
drop  the  Bill  for  the  present  Session.  The 
hon.  Member  had,  in  fact,  delivered  that 
night  the  speech  ho  ought  to  have  made 
last  Monday.  The  hon.  Member  was  now 
too  late.  He  trusted  that  if  they  did  not 
finish  the  clauses  that  evening,  they  would 
get  through  the  Committee  on  an  early 
night. 

Sir  LAWRENCE  PALK  said,  he 
wished  to  treat  Scotland  with  perfect  fair- 
ness in  this  matter.  The  question  de- 
cided the  other  night  was  merely  this, 
that  certain  boroughs  in  England  should 
be  disfranchised.  Scotland,  from  some 
source  or  other,  was  to  receive  seven  addi- 
tional Members,  and  he  should  be  prepared 
to  assist  in  giving  Scotland  that  number. 
But  he  protested  against  the  assumption 
that  the  decision  come  to  the  other  night 
was  that  seats  should  be  taken  from  Eng- 
land and  given  to  Scotland. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  that 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  were  tantamount  to  a  confession 
of  the  weakness  of  his  cause,  or  else  he 
would  not  have  been  in  such  a  hurry  to 
pledge  the  House  beforehand  to  a  general 
Resolution,  before  they  had  considered  the 
details  upon  which  it  ought  to  have  been 
based.  The  disfranchisement  of  the  seven 
boroughs,  which  had  been  affirmed  so 
hastily  the  other  night,  was  the  aban- 
donment of  one  more  of  the  principles  of 
the  Reform  Bill,  formally  acquiesced  in  by 
the  Government,  although  directly  in  face 
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of  the   deolarailons  from    tbe  Treasury 
Bench  last  year,  that  no  centre  of  repre- 
sentation was  to  be  taken  away.    If  they 
wished  to  carry  Beform  to  a  suceessful 
issue,  they  would  harei  in  cold  blood,  to 
re-consider  the  hasty  and  unwise  decision 
to  which  they  had  arrived  the  other  even- 
ing a  little  before  eight  o'clock,  at  the 
summons  of  empty  stomachs,  when,  rather 
than    let    their    dinners  spoil,   they   had 
wiped  out  seven  English  seats.     This  was 
not  so  inconsequential  a  proceeding  as  it 
might  at  first  sight  appear,  for  it  ought 
not  to  be  forgotten  that,  excepting  in  the 
case  of  penal    disfranchisement   for  cor- 
rupt practices,  no  precedent  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  boroughs  could  be  found,  except  in 
the  one  great  settlement  of  1832.     Still, 
all  that  had  been  done  on  that  night  was 
to  pass  a  Resolution,  which  the  House 
might  or  might  not  embody  in  a  clause  ; 
and  accordingly  it  would  be  only  decent 
to  wait  till  it  could  be  proved  that  there 
were  other  constituencies  ready  and  fit  to 
be  put  in  the  place  of  those  which  had  been 
condemned,  before  settling  the  terms  of  that 
clause.  It  was  disgraceful  to  Parliament  to 
proceed  in  the  haphazard  way  they  were 
duing,  and  with  reference  to  the  Motion 
before  them,  ho  was  of  opinion  that  they 
ought  to  have  the  special  seats  to  allot, 
beK>re  allotting  them.     As  it  was,   they 
were  acting  the  part  of  the   spendthrift 
who   made  his    engagements    before    he 
had  calculated    his   assets.     They   ought 
to  learn  a  little  homely  prudence,  and  be 
sure  that  they  had  a  balance  at   their 
bankers'  before  proceeding,  as  they  were 
doing,  to  draw  cheques.     There  was  one 
point  on  which  he  differed  toto  coelo  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  York.     His  hon.  Friend 
characterised  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  increase    the    Members   of  the 
House,  as  one  of  the  most  dangerous  in 
its  nature  which  he  had  ever  heard  of.    He 
(Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  was  unable  to  re- 
gard the  proposal  in  that  light,  and  he 
regretted  the  want  of  courage  with  which 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  allowed 
his  own  bantling  to  bo  bolstered  without  say- 
ing a  word  for  it.    It  had  never  been  fairly 
brought  forward;  it  had  never  been  argued 
in  the  House;  and  the  objection  to  a  mode- 
rate increase  stood,  in  the  absence  of  any 
reason  in  its  behalf,    a   mere  relic  of  an 
outworn  superstition.     There  was  nothing 
hallowed  in   the  present  number  of  658 
which  had  come  about  by  pure  haphazard. 
At  the  beginning   of   this    centnrv   the 
House  was  increased  by  100,  as  it  had 


been  at  the  beginning  of  the  18th  by 
forty-five ;  again,  to  go  no  further  back 
than  the  17th  century,  James  I.  had 
created  the  constituency  which  he  had 
the  honour  of  representing,  together  with 
that  of  the  sister  University;  while  it 
was  not  till  after  the  Restoration  that  in 
the  reign  of  Charles  II.  the  County  Pala* 
tine,  and  the  city  of  Durham  respectively, 
acquired  the  right  to  return  Members.  It 
was  a  mere  figment  of  the  imagination  to 
suppose  there  was  anything  sacred  or  im- 
mutable in  the  actnal  number  of  Members ; 
and  the  Qovernment  was  much  to  blame 
for  not  having  fairly  challenged  the  con- 
sideration  of  the  question. 

Mb.  HAYTER  concurred  with  tho  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  in 
thinking  it  impossible  that  they  could 
enter  upon  the  question  of  the  distribution 
of  the  seats  before  they  had  the  seats  to 
distribute.  Their  present  position  re- 
minded him  of  the  old  adage,  *'  £x  nihilo 
nihil  Jit.**  He  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment, whether  they  now  went  on  with  that 
question,  or  postponed  it  to  a  future  day, 
would  take  into  their  consideration  the  fact 
that  the  vote  of  last  Monday  broke  up  the 
arrangement  relating  to  the  re-distribution 
of  seats  arrived  at  by  the  Reform  Bill  of 
last  year,  and  converted  into  waste  paper 
certain  of  its  clauses  and  schedules. 

Mb.  SMOLLETT  said,  ho  should  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
York  (Mr.  J.  Lowthcr).  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  time  had  come  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress. The  concessions  made  by  Gentle- 
men on  the  opposite  side  had  enabled  the 
franchise  clauses  of  the  Bill  to  be  dis- 
cussed, and  they  had  now  arrived  at  the 
re-distribution  of  clauses,  which  he  consi- 
dered by  far  the  moi^  important  part  of 
this  measure.  As  it  now  stood,  seven  seats 
had  been  allocated,  ho  must  say,  in  a  very 
unsatisfactory  manner.  But  the  time  was 
come  when  the  Lord  Advocate  ought  to 
rise  and  tell  them  how  he  meant  to  allo- 
cate the  ten  seats  apparently  placed  at  his 
disposal  by  the  vote  of  the  other  night. 
He  suggested  that  the  whole  of  the  re- 
distribution clauses  should  be  withdrawn, 
and  others,  embodying  a  new  and  im- 
proved scheme,  should  be  substituted  ; 
otherwise,  he  believed  the  re-distributiou 
would  be  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Ministers,  and  transferred  to  Gentlemen 
oppposite.  With  a  little  more  concession 
on  both  sides,  it  was  his  belief  that  a  moro 
satisfactory  measure  might  be  framed.  If 
the  Lord  Advocate  would  give  more  atten- 
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lion  to  the  great  towns  of  Scotland— such 
as  Glasgow  and  Dundee — a  great  improve- 
ment  might  be  effected.  He  must  re-model 
altogether  the  groups  of  burghs  as  thej 
now  stood,  for  the  present  groups  were  a 
disgrace  to  the  Scottish  representation. 
Thej  contained  numerous  small  villages 
nod  hamlets  which  had  no  right  whatever 
to  urban  representation.  These  should  be 
eliminated  from  the  groups  as  thej  now 
stood,  and  new  life  infused  bj  adding  large 
towns  which  had  grown  up  within  the  last 
thirty  years.  Unless  some  such  arrange- 
ment were  made,  in  his  opinion,  the  Bill 
would  never  give  satisfaction ;  but,  by 
making  these  changes,  it  might  be  brought 
into  a  state  which  would  be  accepted  as 
creditable  in  Scotland  both  by  the  agricul- 
tural and  tho  manufacturing  districts.  He 
trusted  that  tho  Lord  Advocate  would 
withdraw  these  clauses  and  bring  forward 
a  new  scheme  giving  to  Scotland  ten 
Members  instead  of  seven. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  that  if  ten 
Members  were  to  be  taken  from  small 
English  boroughs,  he  saw  no  reason  why 
they  should  not  be  given  to  large  unrepre- 
sented towns  in  England  instead  of  being 
transferred  to  Scotland.  lie  thought  the 
claim  of  Ireland  to  increased  representa- 
tion was  greater  than  that  of  Scotland. 
Ireland,  from  her  population  and  taxation, 
was  entitled  to  twenty  -  seven  additional 
Members.  There  were  towns  in  Scotland 
which  had  not  1,000  voters  each.  The 
number  of  voters  in  the  Scotch  coun- 
ties was  particularly  small  ;  and  he  had 
himself  given  notice  of  a  Motion  that  no 
county  which  had  less  than  1,000  electors 
should  be  entitled  to  send  Members  to  this 
House.  If  boroughs  with  only  a  few 
voters  were  disfraachised,  why  not  coun- 
ties also  ?  Peeblesshire  and  Selkirkshire 
had  only  500  voters  each,  and  there  was  the 
nomination  county  of  Sutherland  with  only 
180  electors.  The  number  of  county  electors 
which  would  be  added  to  the  constituency 
of  Sutherlandshire  under  the  present  Bill 
would  not  amount  to  300,  three- fourths 
of  whom  were  on  the  property  of  the  Duke 
of  Sutherland,  to  obligo  whom  tho  Leaders 
on  both  sides  had  coalesced  to  support  this 
scandalous  blot  in  the  Scottish  representa- 
tion. He  therefore  asked  whether  English 
towns  would  tolerate  the  transference  of 
their  representation  to  Scotland.  He  con- 
sidered the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  York  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  a  very  reason 
able  one,  and  he  should  therefore  support 
it. 

Mr.  SmoUeti 


Mr.  CUMMING-BRUCE  said,  he  had 
witnessed  with  regret  the  success  of  tho 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
(Mr.  Baxter).  It  might  have  been  a  good 
party  move ;  but  he  thought  at  the  time 
I  that  it  was  likely  to  end  in  Scotland  re* 
:  ceiving  no  additional  representation  at  all. 
He  was  present  in  the  House  when  the 
present  Prime  Minister,  then  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  stated  that  it  was  bis  de- 
termination to  avoid  any  measure  proposing 
a  diminution  of  Members  for  England,  and 
that  declaration  was  received  widi  universal 
acclamations  of  approval  bj  English  Mem- 
bers, which  iuduced  one  to  think  that  the 
determination  would  be  maintained.  It 
would  be  an  act  of  the  greatest  possible 
injustice  to  disfranchise  ten  small  constitu- 
encies unconvicted  of  any  crime  whatever. 
He  was  unwilling  to  get  rid  of  small  con- 
stituencies, because  he  considered  that 
they  sent  most  valuable  representatives  to 
that  House  ;  and  he  had  not  forgotten  the 
eloquent  defence  of  them  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone).  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridgo  University  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) 
that  the  objection  that  had  been  made  to 
the  increase  of  the  numbers  of  tho  House 
was  a  mere  bugbear  ;  and  whether  the  in- 
crease should  be  seven  or  ten  did  not 
greatly  signify.  He  should  be  extremely 
sorry  if  the  Committee  did  not  affirm  the 
proposition  to  give  two  Members  to  the 
Universities  of  Scotland.  England  had 
four  or  five  University  Members  ;  Ireland 
had  two ;  and  why  should  not  Scotland, 
with  her  four  Universities,  have  two  Mem- 
bers also  ?  He  was  sure  the  Scotch  Uni- 
versities would  return  most  valuable  Mem- 
bers in  connection  with  education,  literature, 
and  science.  But  while  ho  thought  they 
should  insist  on  having  two  Members  for 
the  Scotch  Universities,  he  did  not  wish  to 
get  them  at  the  expense  of  the  small  bo- 
roughs of  England.  They  must  eventually 
increase  the  numbers  of  the  House  ;  and 
he  hoped  English  Members  would  not  do 
Scotland  the  injustice  of  limiting  her  repre- 
sentatives to  the  present  number.  Every- 
thing pointed  towards  an  increase  in  the 
numbers  of  the  House.  He  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  would  disagree  from  that 
proposition.  Looking  to  the  increase  of 
the  population  and  the  wealth  of  the  coun- 
try, as  well  as  of  the  private  business  of 
the  House,  he  thought  that  ten  additional 
Members  were  scarcely  adequate  to  the 
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necessities  of  the  ease.  The  Scotch  Mem- 
bers were  often  congratulated  on  their 
being  able  to  forno  a  snug  little  Parliament 
of  their  own  ;  but  that  certainlj  could  not 
opply  to  the  present  case,  as  they  had 
great  reason  to  complain  that  they  had  not 
been  consulted  regarding  the  arrangement 
of  seats  proposed  by  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Until  about  an 
hour  ago,  when  the  Member  for  the  Uiii- 
Tersity  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) 
rose,  I  was  under  the  impression — the 
happy  impression — that  there  was  a  gene- 
ral conviction  in  the  Committee,  as  in  the 
House,  that  we  ought,  if  possible,  to  go  on 
and  make  progress  with  this  Bill.  A  Mo- 
tion more  disappointing  than  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  J.  Lowther), 
and  supported  by  speeches  more  disap- 
pointing, I  can  hardly  conceive ;  because 
not  only  do  they  attempt  to  go  back  on 
propositions  deliberately  affirmed  by  the 
House,  but  they  attempt  that  in  the  way 
most  inconvenient — not  by  challenging  a 
direct  issue,  but  by  voting  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  clause  ;  and  why  ?  Because, 
snys  the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge,  the  conclusion  was  arrived  at 
before  dinner.  The  hon.  Member  thinks  it 
exceedingly  improper  to  arrive  at  any  con- 
clusion before  dinner.  His  speech  was 
founded  on  this  proposition — and  those 
which  followed  were  fuunded  on  the  same 
doctrine — that  the  number  of  the  Members 
of  this  House  ought  to  bo  increased,  ond 
that  that  is  the  proper  way  of  finding  addi- 
tional Members.  Now,  if  that  is  the  course 
to  be  adopted,  let  it  be  proposed  distinctly 
— not  under  the  form  of  a  proposition  that 
leaves  everything  completely  in  the  dark. 
But  if  that  question  is  to  be  raised  again, 
it  is  going  back  on  what  was  almost  unani- 
mously settled.  For  what  happened  last 
week  ?  Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  has  certainly 
done  all  in  his  power,  and  made  every  effort 
he  could  make  to  induce  the  House  to  find 
the  additional  Members  for  Scotland  by  in- 
creasing the  number  of  Members  in  the 
House,  but  ho  very  fairly  acknowledged 
Inst  week  that  he  found  that  to  be  imprac- 
ticable. He  conceded  in  the  most  express 
terms  the  point  in  dispute.  He  expressed 
a  rather  feeble  preference  for  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire (Sir  Raioald  Knightley)  over 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr. 
Baxter),  but  he  acquiesced  in  the  result. 
Under  these  circumstances,  when  the  dis- 
position to  increase  the  numbers  of  the 
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House,  entertained  and  promoted  by  the 
Government  so  far  as  conid  be  by  the  exer- 
cise of  their  fair  influence,  has  been  delibe- 
rately and  finally  abondoned,  with  a  frank 
admission,  on  account  of  their  discovery 
that  it  was  opposed  almost  universally  to 
the  feeling  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
likewise  to  the  feeling  and  opinion  of  a 
considerable  number  on  the  other  side,  I 
must  say,  if  we  are  really  to  satisfy  tho 
country,  by  making  progress  in  this  Bill, 
that  ought  to  be  regarded  as  a  settled 
question.  My  hon.  Friend  tho  Member 
for  Montrose,  at  all  events,  hos  done  all  ho 
could  to  bring  this  matter  to  a  straight  and 
speedy  issue  ;  and  I  think  we  may  fairly 
ask  that  we  should  be  allowed  to  go  for- 
ward, either  proceeding  on  the  power 
taken  by  my  hon.  Friend  in  the  Instruction 
granted  last  week,  or  in  some  direct  man- 
ner having  his  proposition  overthrown  and 
the  vote  of  the  House  lost  week  reversed. 

Ma.  R.  J.  HARVEY  said,  he  believed 
that,  although  Scotland  might  be  satisfied, 
England  would  never  consent  to  tho  tnking 
of  ten  Members  from  English  boroughs 
and  transferring  them  to  Scotland.  That 
would  be  a  great  breach  of  faith  so  far  as 
the  English  county  Members  were  con- 
cerned, who  had  been  induced  by  the  pro- 
mises held  out  in  regard  to  the  re-distribu- 
tion of  seats  to  consent  to  tho  Bill  of  last 
year.  In  his  county  two  Members  had 
been  taken  away  from  Great  Yarmouth 
and  one  from  Thetford,  and  now  it  was 
proposed  to  take  away  the  other  Member 
from  Thetford. 

Mr.  H.  BAILLIE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment  had  proposed  to  give  seven  addi- 
tional seats  to  Scotland,  and  what  the  Com- 
mittee desired  to  know  was  what  wng  to  bo 
done  with  the  remaining  three  seats  placed 
at  their  disposal  by  the  Motion  of  tho  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter).  A 
rumour  was  afloat  that  an  arrangement  had 
been  come  to  between  the  Scotch  Members 
and  the  Government,  by  which  the  whole 
ten  seats  were  to  be  given  to  Scotland, 
instead  of  some  of  them  being  allotted 
among  the  large  towns  of  this  country. 
He  wished  to  know  from  the  Government 
whether  that  report  was  correct  or  not? 
Perhaps  on  the  whole  it  would  bo  better 
that  the  question  should  be  postponed  in 
order  to  give  the  Government  an  oppor- 
tunity of  re-considering  the  matter. 

Mb.  MONCREIFF  said,  this  was  a 
Motion  to  delay  the  consideration  of  this 
clause  upon  a  matter  which  he  understood 
had  been  agreed  upon  by  both  sides  of  the 
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House.  If  the  rip;ht  bon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  onlj  get 
up  and  state  what  were  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  upon  the  question  there 
would  be  an  end  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  SANDFORD  said,  that  he  thought 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  York 
a  fair  and  consistent  Motion.  The  hon. 
Member  had  not  been  fairly  treated  by  the 
rit^ht  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
(Mr.  Gladstone).  Although  power  had 
been  given  to  the  Committee  to  deal  with 
the  ten  seats,  yet  the  boroughs  to  which 
they  belonged  hnd  not  yet  been  disfran- 
chised. It  had  been  distinctly  understood 
on  that  side  of  the  House  that  only  seven 
of  those  ten  Members  were  to  be  given  to 
Scotland,  and  it  yet  remained  to  be  decided 
what  was  to  be  done  with  the  remaining 
three  seats.  If  any  understanding  had 
been  come  to  between  certain  parties  in 
that  House  that  the  whole  of  the  ten  Mem- 
bers were  to  be  given  to  Scotland,  that  was 
no  reason  why  such  an  agreement  should 
be  binding  upon  the  whole  House.  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  of  the  House  had  happily 
not  yet  arrived  at  that  stage  of  subservi- 
ency. They  were  at  perfect  liberty  to  dis- 
cuss the  propriety  of  that  arrangement. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Moncreiff)  has 
blamed  me  for  not  addressing  the  Com- 
mittee before  upon  this  Question  ;  but  the 
fact  is  that  I  have  risen  two  or  three  times 
for  that  purpose,  and  on  one  of  those  occa- 
sions I  gave  way  to  the  eloquence  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  himself;  his  remark,  therefore, 
was  somewhat  superfluous.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  York  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  has  made  a 
Motion  to  which  I  cannot  assent.  I  thought 
to-night  was  to  be  an  eminently  practical 
night,  during  which  we  were  to  make  some 
oonsideroble  progress  in  passing  the  Scotch 
Reform  Bill,  and  securing  that  early  ap- 
peal to  the  country  on  another  question 
which  nobodv  in  this  House  is  more  anxious 
to  hasten  than  are  those  who  have  the 
honour  of  being  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
The  hon.  Member  for  York  said  he  did  not 
clearly  know  what  we  were  called  upon  to 
vote  for  with  regard  to  the  re-distribution 
of  Beats,  and  it  was  impossible  for  us  to 
go  on  with  the  discussion  of  re-distribution. 
It  was  upon  that  ground  that  ho  moved 
that  the  consideration  of  the  clause  should 
be  postponed — he  said  it  was  impossible  to 
go  on  without  a  plan.  But  the  hon.  Member 
has  a  plan  of  re-distribution  before  him — 
lie  has  the  Bill  upon  which  we  are  now 
in  Committee,  and  which  contains  many 

Mr,  Moncreiff 
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propositions   which  may  be  modified — as 
most  propositions  are — in  Committee,  but 
which  are  certainly  distinct  propositions. 
The  hon.  Member  says  we  are  not  justified 
in  apportioning  the  new  seats  in  Scotland 
until  we  have  determined  upon  the  means 
by  which  those  new  seats  are  to  be  secured. 
In  laying  down  that  proposition  the  hon. 
Member  assumes  that  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  the  Members  of  this  House  15 
impossible.    The  Bill,  however,  was  origin- 
ally framed  upon  a  contrary  assumption. 
There    is    something    very    contradictory 
in    the   speeches   and    opinions    of    hon. 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House,  who* 
seem  to  be  not  unfavourable  to  an  increase 
being  made  in  the  representation  of  Scot- 
land, while  at  the  same  time  they  tell  us 
that  we  must  not  in  any  way  infringe  npon 
the  amount  of  representation  at  present 
enjoyed  in  England,  nor  yet  increase  the 
number  of  the   Members   in  this  House. 
These  views  appear  to  me  to  involve  a  re- 
presentative problem  very  difficult  of  solu- 
tion.    I  am  anxious  to  induce  the  Com* 
mittee  to  arrive  at  such  a  frame  of  mind 
as  will  insure  that  if  we  do  not  to-night 
completely  settle  the  question  wo  may  at 
least  come  to  a  point  where  we  may  fairly 
see  before  us   a  speedy   settlement.     In 
that  hope  I  will  endeavour  to  lay  before 
the  Committee  the  views  which  I,  who  have 
naturally  considered  this   question   not  a 
little,  entertain  respecting  it.     In  the  first 
place,   I    must   say   that    I   know   of  no 
arrangement  existing  between   Her   Ma- 
jesty's  Government    and    the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  any  party  in  this  Honse ; 
and  therefore  the  indignation  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mnldon  (Mr.  Sandford)  upon 
that  head  was  altogether  unnecessary.  The 
Committee  will  recollect  that  when  I  first 
introduced  this  question  of  the  represen- 
tation of  Scotland,  with  the  view  to  make 
it  more  considerable  and  more  effective  I 
proposed  a  scheme  by  which  that  represen- 
tation   would    have    been    increased    by 
seven  Members,  and  these  Members  were 
to   be  divided  between    great  civic  com- 
munities, counties,  and  the  learned  bodies, 
and    certainly,    considering    the    limited 
means    at    our  disposal,   that    plan    pro- 
mised   to  be  an    effective   one.      Under 
that   plan,  however,  the  seven  additional 
Members  so  given  to  Scotland  were  not 
to  be  taken  from  Scotland  or  Ireland,  but 
were  to    be    provided   by   increasing  the 
number  of  the  Members  of  this  House  to 
that  extent.     I  have  nerer  heard  myself 
any  argument  against  that  plan  for  provid* 
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iDg  the  additional  Members ;  but  I  know 
there  are  manj  plana  not  successful  in 
this  world  against  which  no  arguments 
have  ever  been  offered.  I  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lan- 
cashire (Mr.  Gladstone)  that  there  is  no 
cabalistic  charm  in  the  number  658,  as  he 
told  us  a  few  years  ago.  I  agreed  with 
him  then  upon  that  point,  and  I  agree  with 
him  now  upon  it;  but  unfortunately  he  does 
not  now  agree  with  mo.  What  would  have 
been  the  effect  of  giving  seven  additional 
Members  to  Scotland  ?  Why,  it  would 
have  increased  the  representation  in  the 
country  of  the  great  towns  and  of  the  con- 
siderable counties,  and  it  would  havo  given 
for  the  first  time  representation  to  those 
learned  bodies  of  which  Scotland  is  justly 
proud.  By  carrying  into  effect  that  scheme 
the  balance  of  representation  between  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  would  have  been  changed, 
and  changed  to  the  advantage  of  Scotland 
in  no  inconsiderable  degree,  but  in  a  degree 
which  we  believed  justice  would  have  au- 
thorized us  in  proposing,  and  which  we 
thought  the  feeling  in  England  would  have 
tolerated  ond  perhaps  have  welcomed.  But 
when  you  change  the  process,  and  propose 
that  tho  seven  additional  Members  that  are 
to  be  given  to  Scotland  are  to  be  taken 
from  England,  you  are  in  fact  giving  four- 
teen Members  to  Scotland  as  far  as  the 
balance  of  influence  is  concerned.  I  do  not 
at  this  time  wish  to  enter  into  the  merits 
of  such  a  proposition  as  that  to  which  I 
have  referred  ;  but  I  do  wish  to  point  out 
to  the  Committee  the  very  essential  dif- 
ference between  the  two  propositions, 
which  the  Committee  should  calmly  con- 
sider before  arriving  at  a  decision  upon  the 
question.  I  say  this  because  I  have  ob- 
served in  the  discussion  upon  the  subject 
that  the  difference  between  the  two  propo- 
sitions has  not  been  recognized,  and  that 
the  question  has  been  looked  upon  as  ono 
merely  of  providing  tho  additional  repre- 
sentation for  Scotland,  either  by  adding  to 
the  general  representation  of  the  House,  or 
by  deducting  a  certain  number  of  seats 
from  the  aggregate  representation  of  Eng- 
land. There  being,  although  not  an  avowed, 
unqnestionably  a  general  feeling  in  this 
House  that  the  number  of  its  Members 
should  not  be  increased — I  may  state  that 
tho  number  of  Members  of  this  House  has 
been  repeatedly  increased,  and  that  it  has 
never  been  increased  without  our  repre- 
sentation being  rendered  more  efficient. 
We  had  to  re- consider  this  Bill  in  this  view : 
Was   il  jost  that  the  representation   of 


Scotland  should  remain  unaltered  ?  After 
so  large  a  settlement  as  that  which  has 
been  made  in  the  last  two  years  in  the 
electoral  system  of  this  country,  it  wouldt 
I  think,  have  been  a  mistake  not  to  have 
made  some  increose  in  the  rcprescntotion 
of  Scotland  ;  and,  in  spite  of  the  difficulties 
we  have  had  to  encounter  in  carrying  this 
into  effect,  I  still  adhere  to  that  opinion. 
Now,  upon  this  subject  two  proposals  have 
been  made— one  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter),  and  the  other  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire 
(Sir  Rainald  Knightley).  I  believed  both 
those  plans  to  be  unwise,  and  preferred 
the  original  plon  of  the  Government,  which 
was  well-matured  and  well-considered. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire  says  that,  though 
disapproving  both  these  plans,  the  Govern- 
ment expressed  their  willingness  to  adopt 
whichever  the  Committee  might  decide 
upon,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  misapprehended  what  I 
said.  What  I  stated  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment disopproved  both  those  plans  ;  but 
that  if  the  Committee  decided  in  favour  of 
one  of  them  we  would  consider  its  decision, 
and  endeavour  to  mako  such  a  proposal 
founded  upon  it  as,  in  our  opinion,  would 
probably  be  satisfactory.  These,  I  believe^ 
are  the  exact  words  I  used,  nnd  I  am  pre- 
pared to  act  upon  them.  Well,  what  is 
the  position  of  Scotland  at  tho  present  mo- 
ment with  regard  to  an  increase  in  its  re- 
presentation ?  I  am  sure  that  unless  the 
Scotch  Members  act  with  discretion  and 
caution — and  it  is,  perhaps,  superfluous  to 
suggest  to  Scotch  Members  that  they 
should  act  with  discretion  and  cnution-— 
we  shall  havo  some  difliculty  in  making 
that  increase  in  the  representation  of  Scot- 
land to  which  I,  for  one,  am  sincerely 
favourable.  Let  us  look  at  the  materials 
before  us.  Is  there  any  possibility  by  a 
re- arrangement  of  the  present  representa- 
tion of  Scotland  of  rendering  that  repre- 
sentation more  effective  ?  My  own  opinion 
is  that  that  is  not  altogether  a  result  of 
which  we  need  despair.  For  example,  I 
would  take  the  two  counties  of  Selkirk- 
shire and  Peeblesshire,  and  F  am  prepared 
to  unite  those  two  counties,  which  now 
send  one  Member  each,  and  give  the  re- 
maining Member  to  a  group  of  Border 
burghs,  as  has  been  proposed  this  even- 
ing. That  is  one  change  which,  though 
not  adding  to  the  representation  of  Scot- 
land, is  likely  to  moke  that  represen- 
tation more  effective.  But  we  now  come 
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to  tlie  number  of  Members  we  are  prepared 
to  add  to  the  representation  of^  Scotland. 
I  will  state  to  the  Committee  the  views 
•which  IlerMojesty's  Government  entertain 
on  this  subject,  and  I  shall  bo  very  happy 
if  those  views  are  accepted  by  the  Commit- 
tee. I  am  prepared  to  support  an  increase 
of  seven  Members  to  the  representation  of 
Scotland  ;  and  I  may  remark  that  adding 
seven  Members  according  to  the  original 
scheme  of  the  Government,  and  according 
to  tho  schemes  now  popular  in  the  House, 
are  two  thingsessentially  different,  because 
in  (he  one  case  the  addition  was  simply  an 
addition  of  seven  Members,  whereas  in  the 
other  it  is  really  an  addilion  of  fourteen. 
I  do  think  that,  after  what  has  occurred  on 
this  question,  as  practical  men,  we  ought 
to  overcome  any  prejudico  or  difficulties 
that  may  interfere  with  our  dealing  with 
this  subject,  and  not  to  hesitate  to  support 
an  addition  of  seven  Members  to  the  repre- 
sentation of  Scotland.  After  listening  to 
the  suggestions  which  have  been  made,  I 
would  myself  propose  that  these  seven 
Members  should  bo  apportioned  in  this  wise 
"^I  would  still  increase  the  representation 
of  tho  threo  great  counties  of  Lanarkshire, 
Ayrshire,  and  Aberdeenshire,  as  before 
suggested,  and  I  would  add  to  the  repre- 
sentation of  Glasgow  and  Dundee.  The 
claims  of  Dundee  are,  I  admit,  strong,  and 
may  bo  urged  with  a  force  which  it  is 
difficult  to  resist.  That  will  tako  five 
Members.  We  have  proposed  to  render 
the  existing  representation  in  one  direction 
more  efficient  by  adopting  the  suggested 
onion  of  Selkirkshire  and  Peeblesshire,  and 
bestowing  the  Member  so  obtained  upon  a 
group  of  Border  burghs  ;  and  I  am  still  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  wise  on  the  whole 
to  give  two  Members  to  the  Universities  of 
Scotland.  That  is  a  point  upon  which  the 
Gommitteo  can  clearly  give  its  opinion. 
Though  the  Government  think  it  better  to 
give  two  Members  to  the  Universities ;  of 
course  they  would  listen  and  give  attention 
to  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  on  such  a 
point.  We  would,  of  course,  prefer  to  give 
the  additional  representation  to  Scotland 
by  adding  to  the  numbers  of  the  House; 
but  as  I  cannot  flatter  myself  that  that 
could  be  done,  I  would  accept  the  principle 
laid  down  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
in  his  Instruction.  That  principle  I  would 
apply  to  tho  extent  I  have  indicated,  but 
not  further  ;  because  if  you  chose  to  proceed 
further  in  its  application,  I  say  the  claims  of 
England  are  too  great  for  me  to  disregard. 
But,  bearing  in  mind  how  much  we  have  to 
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do,  how  short  a  space  oftimo  we  have  to  do 
it  in,  and  what  great  issues  depend  upon 
our  completing  this  group  of  legislative 
measures  upon  the  electoral  system  of  the 
country,  I  recommend  the  Committee  not 
to  enter  upon  the  question  of  dealing  with 
the  representation  of  England.  You  may 
to  a  certain  extent  be  disturbing  the  settle- 
ment which  we  have  arrived  at  with  regard 
to  England  by  dealing  with  those  seven 
boroughs,  but  you  can  deal  with  them  in 
legislation  in  the  Scotch  Bill.  Tou  do  not 
disturb  the  English  Bill ;  but  if  you  appor- 
tion the  three  other  boroughs  which  you 
are  called  upon  to  disfranchise,  and  which 
I  SCO  no  reason  for  disfranchising,  to  meet 
tho  demands  for  representation  in  England, 
you  mast  disturb  the  English  Bill,  and  by 
so  doing  you  will  open  a  question  which  you 
will  find  it  very  difficult  to  close.  If  you 
desiro  to  act  in  a  practical  spirit  with  a 
view  to  bring  these  great  measures  to  a 
completion,  I  earnestly  recommend  you  to 
accept  the  views  which,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  I  now  express  for  tho  repre« 
sentation  of  Scotland.  We  will  give  you 
our  earnest  support  in  carrying  them 
into  effect,  and  if  you  accept  them  you 
will,  t  believe,  attain  your  great  objects 
—  increaeed  representation  to  your  great 
counties,  increased  representation  to  your 
great  towns  of  Glasgow  and  Dundee,  and 
ample  and  adequate  representation  of  your 
seats  of  learning.  You  will  attain  these 
great  results,  and  you  may  attain  them 
quickly.  I  trust,  therefore,  after  this 
declaration  of  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  the  Committee  will  proceed  to- 
night to  the  consideration  of  the  increase 
to  tho  two  Universities,  and  proceed  to  that 
consideration  with  spirit  and  with  effect. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  regarded  the 
proposals  now  submitted  to  the  Committee 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  tho  head 
of  tho  Government  as  a  totally  distinct  and 
new  set  of  proposals.  He  thought  it  neces- 
sary that  they  should  have  some  time  to 
consider  them ;  or,  if  the  Committee  pro- 
ceeded at  once  to  their  consideration,  it 
ought  to  be  on  the  understanding  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  submitted  the  scheme 
now  laid  before  tho  Committee  in  a  distinct 
shape  as  a  substitute  for  that  made  in  the 
Bill.  The  scheme  wa6,  no  doubt,  prefer- 
able to  the  one  submitted  by  the  Govern- 
ment last  year;  but  still  ho  trusted  the 
Committee  would  accept  the  proposal  made 
by  the  hon.  Xlember  for  Montrose,  which 
involved  a  very  small  addition  to  that  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Oentlemao  oppo- 
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BitOt  and  which  was  a  concession  that 
tho  Members  from  the  l^orth  thought  they 
were  entitled  to  ask  at  the  hands  of  the 
House. 

Sm  LAWRENCE  PALK  said,  he  was 
sorry  that  he  could  not  be  a  party  to  any 
Buch  compromise  as  that  which  had  been 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government.  He  strongly 
opposed  tho  principle  of  giving  one  single 
seat  from  the  representation  of  England, 
after  that  representation  had  been  settled 
in  a  measure  which  had  received  the  consent 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliamenti  which  had 
received  the  consent  of  the  Queen,  and 
which  was  now  the  law  of  the  land,  and 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  divide  the 
House  upon  the  proposal.  He  was  ready 
to  support  the  agreement  come  to  last  year 
to  add  to  Scotland's  Members,  but  only  by 
voting  fur  an  increase  of  the  House,  a  pro- 
position against  which  no  Talid  objection 
could  be  urged. 

Mil.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  could  quite 
understand  the  remark  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  behind  him  (Mr.  Bouverie)  that 
the  Government  had  made  a  proposal  in- 
volving points  new  to  them,  and  which 
might  require  further  time  for  considera- 
tion; but  he  was  in  no  difficalty  in  that 
respect  himself.  He  had  had  the  plan  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter) 
before  him  for  some  time,  and  being  quite 
satisfied  with  it  was  prepared  to  vote  for 
it.  Though  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  an  improvement  on  the  ori- 
ginal scheme  in  the  Bill,  ho  saw  one  funda- 
mental objection  to  it.  He  would  not  enter 
into  controversy  respecting  any  eulogy  he 
had  delivered  on  old  nomination  boroughs, 
which  served  a  purpose  very  different  from 
the  use  to  which  the  present  small  boroughs 
are  put.  But  he  was  quite  convinced  that 
the  general  judgment  of  the  country  having 
approved  the  vote  of  the  House  by  which 
the  extinction  of  ten  utterly  insignificant 
places  of  only  formal  representation  was 
decreed,  it  would  be  highly  unsatisfactory 
to  the  country  were  they  to  recede  from 
any  portion  of  that  vote.  If  they  came  to 
tho  conclusion  that  ten  seats  should  not  be 
given  to  Scotland,  it  would  be  hard  to 
restore  to  life  the  ten  burghs  that  had 
been  smitten.  But  he  thouglit  the  claim 
of  Scotland  to  ten  more  Members  had 
been  fairly  made  out,  and  he  was  afraid  a 
grievance  would  remain  behind  if  the  ten 
seats  were  cut  down  to  the  measure  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  With  regard  to  the 
arithmetical  calculation  of  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman,  he  could  not  admit  that  taking 
seven  seats  from  England  and  giving  them 
to  Scotland  would  be  tantamount  to  giving 
Scotland  fourteen  Members  ;  for  if  tho 
seven  Members  were  added  to  the  House, 
Scotland  would  have  60-665ths  of  the 
House,  while  if  the  seven  Members  were 
taken  from  England's,  Scotland  would  have 
60-658ths.  That  was  the  whole  difference. 
Mr.  J.  HARDY  said,  that  Dcvonshiro 
would  be  robbed  of  six  Members  if  tho 
Scotch  seats  were  to  be  supplied  from 
England  in  addition  to  the  disfrnnchise- 
roent  of  Totnes,  and  the  disappointment 
of  having  the  promised  representation  of 
Torquay  unfulfilled.  The  ri^^ht  lion.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
seemed  inclined  to  explain  away  his  ex- 
pression of  opinion  on  tlio  value  of  small 
boroughs ;  but  he  asked  the  Committee  to 
listen  to  his  words.  *'  Through  the  medium 
of  small  boroughs/*  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — 

"  You  introdaco  those  calm,  sagacious,  retired 
observers  wiio  are  averse  from  the  rough  contact 
necessary  in  canvassing  largo  bodies.  .  .  If 
that  one  ingress  is  to  bo  the  suffrages  of  a  Inrgo 
mass  of  voters,  the  consequence  is  a  dead  level  of 
mediocrities,  which  destroys  not  only  the  orna- 
ment but  Che  forco  of  this  House,  and  which,  as 
I  think,  tho  history  of  other  countries  will  show 
is  ultimately  fatal  to  the  liberties  of  tho  people." 

That  explicit  declaration  needed  no  com- 
ment. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  had  heard 
with  amazement  the  proposal  of  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  to  withdraw  the 
second  Member  promised  to  Aberdeen, 
with  its  90,000  inhabitants,  and,  as  ho 
had  shown,  nearly  9,000  prospective  elec- 
tors. The  assertion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that  giving  seven  of  England's 
Members  to  Scotland  would  be  equal  to 
parting  with  fourteen,  could  bo  supported 
only  on  the  presumption  that  Scotland  was 
hostile  to  England,  and  that  in  all  divisions 
its  Members  would  be  found  in  tho  Opposi- 
tion Lobby. 

Colonel  FRENCH  asked,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Prime  Minister's  proposal  to 
join  two  counties,  what  ho  intended  to 
do  with  Sutherlandshire  and  its  180 
Toters  ? 

Mr.  NEVILLE-GRENVILLE  said,  ho 
hoped  the  now  Scotch  Members  would  not 
be  taken  from  England  ;  but  if  it  must  be 
so,  he  thought  it  very  hard  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr. 
Baxter)  should  be  preferred  to  that  of  tho 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Rainald  Knightley), 
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The  chairman  said,  it  was  not  com- 
petent to  the  lion.  Member  to  discuss  the 
merits  of  any  plan  as  opposed  to  tho  lu- 
struction  p^ivcn  to  the  Committee. 

Mr.  NEVILLE-GRENVILLE  said,  ho 
hoped  that,  wh<itever  was  done  to  satisfy 
Scotlnnd's  claims,  the  representation  of 
the  Eastern  Division  of  Somersetshire, 
which  was  the  wealthiest  and  most  popii- 
loQs  portion  of  that  county,  would  not  be 
diminished. 

Mb.  bright  :  Sir,  I  am  not  quite 
sure  whether  the  hon.  Member  for  York 
persists  in  his  Motion  for  the  postponement 
of  the  clause.  I  heard  that  he  was  about 
to  withdraw  it. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  :  I  wish  to  consult 
the  convenience  of  the  Committee,  I  rather 
mistook  the  course  I  intended  to  take. 

Mb.  bright  :  That  is  not  a  very  defi. 
nite  answer.  I  was  rather  surprised  at  the 
language  of  the  rijG;ht  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  and  at  the 
language  of  some  Members  opposite,  on 
this  question.  They  seemed  to  mo  to 
forget  that  Scotland  is  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  ;  that,  in  point  of  fact,  Scotland 
is  only  a  name  which  we  give  to  the 
Northern  portion  of  this  island  ;  and  that 
if  3'ou  transfer  Members  to  places  north  of 
tho  Tweed  it  is  only  the  same  as  if  those 
places  were  north  of  the  Thames,  or  north 
of  tho  II umber.  Nothing  could  be  more 
unconstitutional  and  nothing  more  unfor- 
tunate than  to  deal  with  this  question  as 
if  we  were  giving  some  portion  of  our 
power  as  English  Members  to  another  and 
scarcely  a  friendly  power  which  d«vells  in 
the  Northern  part  of  the  island.  Now,  in  the 
Bill  of  last  year,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
following  the  advice  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, agreed  to  give  three  Members  to 
three  new  boroughs  in  the  county  of  Dur- 
ham— to  Darlington,  Stockton,  and,  I  think, 
the  Hartlepools.  Well,  but  suppose  that 
these  three  boroughs  had  been  north  of  tho 
Tweed,  what  would  have  been  the  differ- 
ence ?  In  point  of  fact,  you  are  discussing 
a  matter  which  does  not  exist,  and  you 
are  frightening  yourselves  with  a  phantom 
in  which  there  is  nothing  whatever  sub- 
stantial ;  and  I  protest,  in  the  name  of 
every  man  who  wishes  for  the  unity  of 
the  kingdom,  against  the  contention  in 
which. tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  in- 
dulged— and  I  am  sure  he  knows  a  great 
deal  better — that  in  taking  seven  or  ten 
Members  from  England  and  putting  them 
to  the  north  of  the  Tweed,  you  are  aggran- 
dizing Scotland  at  the  expense  of  England. 

Mr,  Neville-  Grenville 


The  hon.  Gentleman  who  represents  Dum- 
bartonshire (Mr.  Smollett) — I  think  there 
is  a  dispute  about  the  county  he  represents 
— laments,   I  know,  very  much  that  tho 
boroughs  of  Scotland  have  passed  into  tho 
hands  of  the  Liberal  party,  and  he  knows 
also  that  gradually  the  counties  in  Scotland 
are  also  passing  into   the   hands  of   the 
same  party.     That  is  literally  what  yea 
fear,  but  it  is  really  a  very  foolish  fear ; 
for,  after  all,  the  Scotch  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House  are  merely  going  a 
little  in  advance  of  you,  and  you,  uuder 
the  Leadership  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
make  progress  which  to  us  is  highly  satis- 
factory.     Therefore  there   is   nothing  in 
this  terrible  spectre  which  you  are  raising 
up.      The  hon.  Member  for  Roscommou 
(Colonel  French)  has  got  some  notion  very 
likely  that  some  harm   is   being   done  to 
Ireland.     But  even  if  the  taking  of  a  few 
Members  from  England  and  giving  them 
to  Scotland  were  a  harm  to  England,  that 
could  not  at  all  injure  Ireland.     I  do  not 
know  anyone  more  disposed  to  do  justice 
to  Ireland   than  the  Scotch  Members  in 
this  House.     I  hope  the  Committee  will 
take  my  advice  in  the  matter,  and  give  up 
all  idea  that  they  are  about  to  engage  in  a 
transference  of   power    when    they    take 
Members  from  boroughs  which,  wherever 
situated,  are  no  true  representation,  and 
give  them  to  any  real  constituencies  in  any 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom.     Now,  as  to 
these  ten  boroughs  which  are  in  question, 
and  the  disturbance  of  which  appals  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devonshire  (Sir  Lawrence 
Palk),  I  will  give  you  an  illustration.    The 
borough  which  I  am  permitted  to  repre- 
sent contains,  I  believe,  somewhere  about 
57,000  householders.     If  you  will  take  all 
the  householders  that  exist  in  these   bo- 
roughs, you  will  find  that,  adding  them  all 
together,  they  amount  to  no  more  than 
7,()00.    And  what  I  have  said  of  Birming- 
ham, of  course,  applies   to   Manchester, 
Liverpool,  and  Glasgow.     In  point  of  fact, 
each  of  thoso  great  towns  has  a  number 
of  householders  equal  to  50,000  more  than 
the  whole  of  these  small  boroughs  which 
it  is  proposed  to  disfranchise.     Now,  on 
that  fact  I  wish  to  make  one  appeal  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  One  of  the  great 
arguuents  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
asking  you  to  agree  to  an  extensive  mea- 
sure of  household  suffrage  last  year,  and 
the  argument  which    prevailed  with  you 
was,  that  it  was  better  to  settle  the  ques- 
tion, in  the  hope  that  there  would  be  no 
further    disturbance.     Now,  I  ask  joO| 
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when  you  are  about  to  pats  a  Scotcli  Bill, 
18  it  not  wise  that  you  Bhoold  make  a  re- 
distribution of  seats  that  to  the  people  of 
Scotland  would  appear  in  some  fair  degree 
satisfactory,  so  that  you  may  not,  the  mo- 
ment the  new  Parliament  meets,  have  the 
whole  question  re-opened  ?  If  I  were  a 
Member  of  that  side  of  the  House  —  of 
course  it  is  difficult  for  me  to  imagine  that 
— but  if  I  were  a  Member  of  that  side  of 
the  Ilouse,  and  were  afraid  of  progress, 
of  that  terrible  thing' which  is  called  de- 
mocracy—  which  means,  I  believe,  geuo- 
rally  equal  representation — what  I  should 
do  would  be  this :  I  should  support  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  making  the  most 
comprehensive  settlement  of  this  question 
which  is  possible  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion ;  because  thero  cannot  be  the  smallest 
doubt  that  the  people  of  England — unless 
they  have  degenerated  from  their  fore- 
fathers, unless  they  have  no  regard  for 
fairness  or  freedom — will  never  consent  that 
there  should  be  the  enormous  discrepancies 
which  now  exist  between  the  representation 
of  these  great  constituencies  and  these 
very  small  ones,  which  really  are  no  repre- 
sentation at  all.  And  really  I  argue  that, 
if  you  knew  your  own  business  and  worked 
your  own  principles,  and  maintained  your 
own  views,  you  would  agree  to  a  measure 
which  the  people  of  Scotland  generally, 
and  their  representatives  in  this  House, 
are  willing  to  accept,  rother  than  pass  so 
small  a  measure  that  it  will  satisfy  nobody, 
and  will  involve  a  re-opening  of  the  whole 
question  in  the  very  next  Parliament.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  a  difficulty 
which  we  can  all  see.  I  presume  that,  if 
all  the  Gentlemen  who  sit  behind  him 
would  fairly  trust  in  his  sagacity  on  this 
question,  he  would  agree  to  the  proposition 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mont- 
rose. Ho  knows  that  it  is  a  very  reason- 
able proposition,  and  that  it  is  more  likely 
to  close  this  question  than  any  smaller  plan 
will  be.  Therefore,  if  you  will  not  make  a 
disturbance  about  it,  I  have  not  the  small- 
est doubt  that  he  would  agree  to  that  pro* 
position.  Now,  after  having  last  year  done 
60  much,  after  the  House  has  shown  so 
great  a  difsposition  to  support  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  why  should  you,  on  a 
matter  like  this,  make  a  settlement  which 
will  bo  no  settlement,  and  by  agreeing  to 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  York, 
prevent  the  further  progress  of  this  Bill  at 
the  present  time.  I  think  the  proposition  of 
my  hon.  Friend  is  moderate  and  reasonable, 
and  I  hope  the  Commillce  will  agree  to  it. 


Mr.  WALPOLB  :  Sir,  I  quite  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Bright)  that  it  is  not  desirable  that 
the  Chairman  should  report  Progress.  We 
ought  to  endeavour  to  arrive,  if  possible, 
at  a  fair  and  reasonable  settlement  of  the 
question  of  the  representation  of  Scotland. 
But  with  the  other  observations  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  1  cannot  at  all  agree.  One  of 
the  arguments  which  he  has  brought  for- 
ward is  the  disproportion  of  large  boroughs 
like  Birmingham  and  the  small  boroughs 
which  it  is  sought  to  disfranchise,  and  the 
hon.  Member  says,  "  Surely,  it  is  unreason- 
able that  you  should  refuso  to  make  a 
settlement  of  the  question  by  getting  rid  of 
these  small  boroughs."  Now,  if  tliis 
argument  is  good  for  anything,  we  ought 
to  reconsider  the  whole  platform  of  our  re- 
presentation. One  of  the  principles  of  the 
Bill  of  last  year  was  that  no  borough  was 
to  be  disfranchised.  The  more  niateriol 
argument,  however,  which  the  hon.  Member 
addressed  to  us  is  the  great  importance  of 
settling  this  question  in  a  manner  which 
shall  be  fair  and  just  towards  Scotland. 
Now,  1  entirely  concur  in  the  remark  which 
has  been  made  by  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
in  the  course  of  this  debate,  that  Scotland 
has  a  fair  clnini  to  additional  representa- 
tion. I  should  be  very  glad  to  see  that 
claim  fully  satis6cd ;  but  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  reasons  that  we 
are  to  como  now  to  a  settlement  of  the 
question,  allow  me  to  remind  him  that  this 
question  must  now  be  considered  as  part  of 
and  a  continuation  of  the  argument  which 
we  had  last  year  with  regard  to  the  scheme 
for  a  complete  reform  of  the  representation 
in  every  part  of  the  kingdom.  I  agreo 
with  him  that  Scotland  is  as  much  a  part 
of  the  kingdom  as  any  county  in  England, 
and  that  therefore  we  ought  to  entertain 
no  jealousy  about  transferring,  if  it  be 
reasonable,  the  representation  from  ono 
portion  of  the  kingdom  to  tho  other,  even 
though  it  goes  beyond  tho  Tweed.  But  the 
question  before  us  is  really  this — When 
you  had  your  Reform  Bills  before  you  last 
year,  including  the  Scotch  Bill,  which  con- 
templated an  addition  of  seven  Members  to 
this  House,  you  did  not  pause  for  ono 
moment  in  settling  the  question  of  re-dis- 
tribution for  England;  but  you  went  on  the 
supposition  that  that  re-distribuiion  was  a 
settlement  of  tho  question  as  far  as  this 
portion  of  the  kingdom  is  concerned.  I 
think  we  are  quite  as  much  bound  to 
maintain  that  settlement  as  to  extend 
additional  representation  to  that  part  of 
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tho  kingdom  which  is  north  of  the  Tweed. 
How,  then,  are  we  to  reconcile  these 
differences?  Unfortunatelj  in  consequence 
of  the  Motion  brought  forward  on  Monday 
evening,  a  change  was  made  with  regard 
to  the  re-distrihution  of  seats,  without  any 
determination  being  come  to  as  to  what 
the  re-distribution  should  be.  The  conse- 
quence is  that  you  have  had  in  tho  earlier 
part  of  the  evening  to  roverse  the  vote 
which  was  come  to  on  Monday,  because  it 
was  contrary  to  the  principle  on  which  you 
proceeded  last  year  with  reference  to  rating, 
and  you  are  now  going  to  adhere  to  a  vote 
which  reversed  the  principle  you  ogrced 
upon  last  year  that  there  should  be  no  dis- 
franchisement. However  anxious  I  mny 
be  to  give  additional  representation  to 
Scotlond,  I  think  I  am  quite  as  much 
bound  to  adhere  to  the  settlement  we  de- 
liberately came  to  last  year,  and  I  there- 
fore cannot  vote  for  reversing  if. 

Mr.  WALROND  hoped  this  would  be 
treated  as  an  Imperial  question.  He  was 
ready  to  admit  that  they  ought  to  legislate 
upon  the  same  principles  for  all  portions 
of  the  United  Kingdom ;  and  therefore  he 
should  support  the  Motion  of  thehon.  Mem- 
ber for  Devonshire  (Sir  Lawrence  Palk). 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  thought 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Disraeli)  a  most  judicious  one,  and  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
place  the  substance  of  it  in  a  distinct  form 
before  the  Committee.  He  thought  the 
proposal  to  give  ten  seats  to  Scotland  would 
never  become  law. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTIIER  said,  he  had  no  wish 
to  postpone  the  clauses,  although  the  more 
he  looked  at  them  the  less  he  liked  them. 
His  only  object  having  been  to  elicit  the 
opinion  of  the  Government,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Motion  and  support  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Devonshire  (Sir 
Lawrence  Palk.) 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn, 

Mr.  BAXTER  said,  he  would  now 
move  an  Amendment  to  insert  in  line  10, 
after  tho  word  '*  shall,"  the  words  having 
reference  to  the  Scotch  University  consti- 
tuencies— 

"  Return  one  Momlier  to  serve  in  Pnrliament ; 
from  nnd  nfier  the  end  of  tlio  present  Pnrliament 
tfie  City  of  Glasgow  shall  be  divided  into  two 
divisions  in  the  manner  specified  in  Schedule  (  ) 
hereto  annexed,  and  each  division  shall  return 
two  Members ;  the  City  of  Edinburgh  shall  re- 
turn three  Members ;  and  the  Town  of  Dundee, 
the  City  of  Aberdeen,  and  the  Counties  of  Lanark, 
Ayr,  Aberdeen,  and  Perth  shall  each  return  two 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament." 

ifr.  WalpoU 


He  said  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  had  placed  the 
Scotch  Members  somewhat  at  a  disadvan- 
tnge  by  making  an  entirely  new  proposal 
for  the  re-distribution  of  the  seats  for  Scot- 
land. He  was  glad  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  up  one  part  of  his 
former  plan — namely,  that  of  eliminating 
small  places  from  the  counties  with  a  view 
of  making  the  counties  purely  agricultural, 
lie  (Mr.  Baxter)  was  entirely  opposed  to 
a  "  hard  and  fast  line"  between  the  consti- 
tuencies. He  entirely  differed  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement — that  to 
take  seven  Members  from  England  in 
order  to  add  them  to  Scotland  gave  aa 
additional  representation  of  fourteen  Mem- 
bers to  Scotland.  Even  if  that  were  so, 
Scotland  with  only  sixty  Members  would 
still  be  greatly  under-represented.  There 
was  a  vast  disproportion  between  the 
representation  of  England  and  Scotland  ; 
and  the  Scotch  Members  would  be  wantino: 
in  their  duty  if  they  did  not  appeal  to  the 
sense  of  justice  of  the  House  of  Commons 
upon  tho  matter.  The  Government  pro- 
posed to  give  two  Members  to  tho  Scotch 
Universities.  He  believed  the  ronjority 
of  Members  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  tho  House,  were  opposed  in  principle  to 
University  representation  altogether;  be- 
cause they  believed  it  to  be  indefensible, 
and  because  they  had  not  seen  much  to 
admire  in  its  practical  operation,  either  io 
England  or  Ireland.  The  Members  of 
tho  Scottish  Universities  objected  very 
much  to  the  proposal  to  divide  the  Uni- 
versities into  two  constituencies.  He  had 
heard  from  an  eminent  gentleman  con- 
nected with  the  Universities  that,  rather 
than  have  two  Members  on  the  plan  pro- 
posed by  the  Government,  they  would  pre- 
fer to  be  represented  by  only  one  Member. 
He  (Mr.  Baxter)  proposed  a  single  Men.ber 
as  a  compromise.  With  regard  to  the 
Amendment  he  now  moved,  lie  had  endea- 
voured to  discard  party  considerations 
altogether,  and  his  proposal  was  based  on 
^population,  wealth,  and  the  number  of 
electors.  There  were  four  large  cities  and 
four  large  counties  in  Scotland  ;  and  what 
he  proposed  was  to  give  them  an  adequate 
representation.  He  would  divide  Glasgow, 
which  contained  one-seventh  of  the  popu- 
lation of  Scotland,  into  two  districts,  with 
two  Members  for  each,  and  to  give  an 
additional  Member  to  each  of  the  follow- 
ing places  :  —  The  towns  of  Edinburgh, 
Dundee,  and  Aberdeen,  and  the  oouniies 
of  Lanark,  Ayr,  Aberdeen,  and  the  agri- 
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r&l  coantjr  of  Perth.    This  plan  would 

rid  of  the   Boundary  Commisfttoners, 

expedite  the  passing  of  the  Bill.     He 

;lit  the  Government  had   met  them 

fairly,  and  he  had  nothing  to  com- 

of  in  tlieir  conduct.    The  only  differ- 

hetwccn  them   was  that,   while  the 

irnment    proposed   to   give    Scotland 

I  ndilitional  Members,  he  proposed  to 

her  ten.     The  more  the  right  hon. 

leman  looked   into  the  question,  the 

)  he  would  Agree  with  the  lion.  Mem- 

for    Birmingimm    (Mr.    Bright)    that 

and  was  entitled  to  larger  representa- 

nendment  moved,  in  Clause  8,  lino  19, 
••shall,*' insert— 

eturn  one  Member  to  servo  ia  ParliAment ; 
ind  afcer  the  end  of  the  present  Parliamenc 
tj  of  GliiPgow  shall  be  divided  into  two  di- 
B  in  tlie  manner  specified  in  Sohedale  (  ) 
»  annexed,  and  each  division  shall  retarn 
[embers ;  the  Citj  of  Edinburgh  shall  return 
Members  ;  and  the  town  of  Dundee,  the 
f  Aberdeen,  and  the  Counties  of  loinark, 
Aberdeen,  and  Perth  shall  each  return  two 
ers  to  serve  in  Parliament." — (Mr,  Baxter,) 

RD  ELCIIO  said,  he  thought  his  hon. 
d  the  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr. 
cr)  was  wrong  in  saying  that  the 
ersities  would  prefer  one  Member  to 

I.  BAXTER  explained  that  tho  Gen- 
in  he  had  referred  to  said  the  Univer- 

would,  of  course,  prefer  two  Mem- 
;  but,  ratlior  than  have  them  in  the 
proposed    by   the  Government,  they 
1  prefer  only  one, 

RD  ELCIIO  said,  tliere  could  be  no 
t  that  those  interested  in  the  Scottish 
ersities  were  strongly  in  favour  of  two 
bers,  on  the  ground  that  when  they 
odding  so  much  to  the  democratic 
mt  in  that  House,  it  was  desirable,  as 
recti ve  to  the  preponderance  of  mere 
lers,  that  they  should  give  weight  to 
3rt  of  men  who  would  be  likely  to  bo 
ned  from  those  seats  of  learning.  He 
lisposed  to  agree  with  what  had  fallen 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
y  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Wolpole),  that, 
Icring  what  was  done  last  year,  it 
a  strong  measure  to  re-open  the 
ion  of  re-disiribution.  Between  the 
m  of  tlie  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Raioakl 
litley)  and  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
Baxter),  the  House  had  bad  a  choice 
rils,   and  ho   hod  voted  against  the 

Motion.     In  hia  opinion,  they  bad 
^one  too  far  to  retract;  and  thereforei 


although  in  principle  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  right  in  standing  by  the  English  Bill, 
still,  the  House  being  now  in  a  false  posi- 
tion, he  thought  a  fair  compromise  was 
offered  by  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mk.  VANCE  said,  that  a  too  ready  as* 
sent  had  been  given  to  the  principle  of 
giving  additional  Members  to  Scotland. 
He  did  not  think  that  country  was  entitled 
to  any  additional  representation  at  all.  By 
the  Eeform  Act  of  1832  Scotland  obtained 
more  than  its  fair  proportion  of  representa- 
tives.  According  to  the  Census  of  1861 
Scotland  had  a  population  of  3,066,000, 
and  Ireland  5,800,000,  or  nearly  double. 
Scotland  had  53  Members,  and  Ireland 
105,  so  that  upon  the  ground  of  popula- 
tion Scotland  was  abundantly  represented 
already.  Again,  if  taxation  were  taken  as 
a  basis  of  representation,  the  metropolitan 
districts,  whose  wealth  was  greater  than 
that  of  all  Scotland,  must  be  entitled  to 
more  Members  than  Scotland  possessed. 
Ho  thought  the  Amendment  involved  a 
breach  of  faith  with  those  Members  who 
had  voted  for  the  English  Reform  Bill  of 
last  year.  But  if  the  House  decided  on 
giving  seven  additional  Members  to  Scot- 
land, he  protested  against  their  being  taken 
from  England.  The  vote  for  disfranchising 
the  ten  English  boroughs  was  a  purely 
accidental  one,  and  the  claim  of  Scotland 
for  ten  additional  Members  was  perfectly 
ridiculous.  The  Whig  Government,  in 
their  Reform  Bill  of  1866,  proposed  seven 
additional  Members  for  Scotland,  and  that 
proposal  was  adopted  by  the  present  Go* 
vernment  without  doe  foundation. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  the 
question  before  the  Committee  was,  whe- 
ther the  Scotch  Universities  should  have 
two  Members  or  only  one.  There  was  a 
general  concurrence  of  opinion  that  Scot-* 
land  was  entitled  to  some  additional  repre- 
sentation. The  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  that  the  Universities  should  bo 
divided — Edinburgh  and  St.  Andrews  re- 
turning one  Member,  and  Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  the  other.  He  should  much 
wish  to  know  the  name  of  the  person  who 
made  that  singular  communication  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter). 
He  concluded  that  he  must  be  an  English 
student  attending  one  of  their  Universities. 
That  proposed  division  was  opproved  by 
tlie  Senalue  Aeademici  ond  the  Councils; 
and  the  only  question  was,  whether  the 
Universities  should  have  two  representa- 
tives or  one.     Now,  the  constituency  of 
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Cambridge  University  was  5,000;  tbat  of 
Oxford.  3,786;  Dublin,  1.702.  Ettcli  of 
these  Universities  returned  two  Members  ; 
and  London,  with  a  constituency  of  ]  ,000, 
was  to  return  one.  Now,  the  constituency 
of  Edinburgh  and  St.  Andrews  would  be 
5,000,  and  that  of  Glas/i^ow  and  Aberdeen 
4.000,  each  with  one  Member.  Having 
regard,  therefore,  to  the  number  of  voters, 
the  proposal  that  the  Scotch  Universities 
should  between  them  have  two  Members 
was  a  very  moderate  one.  As  to  the  pro- 
posed division,  it  was  thouglit  tliat  some 
jealousy  might  probably  eiist  between 
Edinburgh  and  Glasgow;  and  it  was  there- 
fore much  better  that  the  interest  of  each 
of  these  Universities  should  be  attended 
to  by  a  separate  Member. 

Mr.  LaING  said,  he  was  entirely  in 
favour  of  the  general  principles  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hen.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose (Mr.  Baxter)  giving  ten  more  Mem- 
bers to  Scotland.  He  thonght  that  the 
large  towns  had  an  incontestable  right  to 
increased  representation,  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  had  a  strong  feeling  in  fa- 
vour of  giving  two  Members  to  the  Scotch 
Universities.  Now,  he  thought  that  there 
was  a  mode  of  reconciling  the  claims  of 
both  these  interests.  When  the  Commit- 
tee remembered  that  the  county  of  Suther- 
land contained  only  181  voters,  might  they 
not  with  perfect  propriety  group  it  with 
the  adjoining  county  of  Ross,  which  was 
not  a  large  county  ?  He  thought  the  re- 
presentatives of  Scotland  would  not  be 
doing  their  duty  if  they  allowed  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  Scotch  Universities  to  be 
cut  down  from  two  to  one,  leaving  a  se* 
parato  representation  to  such  a  county  as 
Sutherland  ? 

Mr.  grant  duff  suggested  that 
the  hen.  Member  (Mr.  Baxter)  should  ac- 
cept the  proposal  of  the  Government  to 
give  two  Members  to  the  Universities,  and 
should  omit  that  part  of  his  Motion  which 
claimed  an  additional  Member  for  the 
county  of  Perth. 

Mr.  DALGLISH  said,  as  far  as  he  was 
able  to  understand,  the  people  of  Scotland 
objected  to  the  Scotch  Universities  having 
one- thirtieth  of  the  representation  of  Scot- 
land. As  the  English  Universities  had 
only  one-hundredth  of  the  English  repre- 
sentation, and  the  Irish  Universities  only 
one  fifty-fifth  of  the  Irish  representation, 
he  thought  that  the  Government  proposed 
too  largo  a  representation  relatively  for  the 
Scotch  Universities. 

Mb.  BAXTER  said,  he  had  not  intended 

Th9  Lord  Advocate 


to  raise  the  issue  as  to  whether  the  Uni- 
versities should  have  two  Members  or  only 
one  Member.  He  should  therefore  omit  the 
words  of  his  Amendment  which  related  to 
the  Universities,  and  also  adopt  the  sug- 
gestion of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Elgin  burghs  (Mr.  Grant  Duff),  and 
leave  out  Perth  from  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdraicn, 

Mr.  BAXTER  then  moved  an  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  20, 
after  the  word  ••  Parliament,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

**  The  City  of  Glasgow  shall  be  divided  into  two 
divisions  in  the  manner  specified  in  Schedule  (  ] 
hereto  annexed,  and  each  division  shall  retarn 
two  Members ;  the  City  of  Edinburgh  shall  return 
three  Members  ;  and  the  Town  of  Dundee,  tbo 
City  of  Aberdeen,  and  the  Counties  of  Lanark, 
Ayr,  and  Aberdeen  shall  each  return  two  Mem- 
bers to  serve  in  Parliament.'' — (Mr.  Baxter.) 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  proposed  Amendment  di- 
vided itself  into  several  distinct  proposi- 
tions, which  ho  submitted  ought  to  be  put 
separately. 

The  chairman  said,  there  was  no 
necessity  for  putting  each  of  the  proposi- 
tions separately,  inasmuch  as  they  had  all 
been  moved  as  one  Amendment,  and  it 
was  open  to  any  hon.  Member  to  move  to 
amend  the  proposed  Amendment. 

Mr.  WALPOLE  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  advisable  to  have  the  question 
relating  to  the  representation  of  the  Scotch 
Universities  —  the  question  raised  by  the 
clause  itself — disposed  of  in  the  first  in- 
stance 

Mr.'  MONCREIFF  said,  that  the 
Amendment  just  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter)  was  easentialiy 
a  redistribution  scheme ;  and  therefore  be 
thouglit  it  would  be  better  to  have  it  put 
as  a  whole. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  suggested 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Montroae  should 
allow  the  latter  part  of  the  clause  to  be 
carried  before  he  added  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  BAXTER  said,  he  did  not  wish  to 
prejudge  the  question  of  the  representation 
to  be  given  to  the  Universities.  His  ob- 
ject was  to  have  a  decision  on  the  question 
whether  Scotland  was  to  have  seven  or  ten 
additional  Members. 

Mr.  rOWELL  asked  the  Chairman 
whether,  if  the  proposition  regarding  the 
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r  of  Members  for  the  counties  and 
named  in  the  Amendment  were  ne- 
I,  there  would  be  anj  difficulty  in 
I  subsequently  that  the  towns  and 
!8  should  have  additional  Members  ? 

JAMBS  FERGUSSON  said,  he 
t  think  it  would  be  convenient  to 

tho  case  of  all  those  counties  and 
en  hloc.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the 
)n  relating  to  the  Universities  should 
)oaed  of  in  the  first  instance. 
:  CHAIRMAN,  in  reply  to  Mr. 
jj,  said,  that  if  a  given  proposition 
egatived  that  same  proposition  could 

raised  again. 

GATHORNE  HARDY  asked 
T,  if  tho  Committee  decided  against 
oposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
ise  as  a  whole,  a  proposition  to  gife 
nd  Member  each  to  Lanarkshire, 
re,  Aberdeenshire,  and  the  town  of 
e,  could  be  a^ain  raised  ? 

CHAIRMAN  said,  that  would  dc- 
[1  whether  the  subsequent  proposition 
r  another  scheme  of  re-distribution, 
ear,  in  the  Committee  on  the  Eng- 
eform  Bill,  a  Motion  was  made  to 
third  Member  to  each  of  six  large 
Tho   Committee  negatived  that 

;  but  afterwards,  by  a  subsequent 

the  Committee  decided  on  giving  a 
(ember  each  to  four  of  those  towns, 
as  held  to  be  a  different  proposition 
le  previous  ono. 

GATHORNE  HARDY  proposed, 
Lmendment  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
ember  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter),  to 
•ut  the  words  *'be  divided  into  two 
IS  in  the  manner  specified  in  Sche- 

)  hereto  annexed,*'  in  order  to  insert 
rds  "return  three  Members  to  serve 
iament."  He  wished  to  explain  his 
Iment,  which  was,  that  instead   of 

four  Menibers  to  Glasgow,  which 
t  been  done  in  tho  case  of  any  of  the 
0'.vns  of  England,  they  should  give 
e  Members,  in  tho  same  way  as 
3ol,  Manchester,  and  Birmingham. 

mdment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
Amendment,   by   leaving  out    the 

Jivided  into  two  divisions  in  tbe  manner 

in  Schedule  (    )  hereto  annexed/'  in 

insert  the  words  "  return  three  Members 

in  Parliament."  —  {Mr,  Secretary  Om- 

lardy.) 

CARD  WELL :  It  is  quite  true  that 
lat  towns  in  England  did  not  get  four 
irs ;  but  if  you  will  take  Liverpool, 


associated  with  the  town  of  Birkenhead  ;  if 
you  will  take  Manchester  together  with 
Salford,  which  forms  part  of  it ;  you  will 
find  that  Manchester  and  Liverpool  have 
five  Members. 

Question  put, ''  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment." 

The  Committee  dioidedl :  — Ayet  222 ; 
Noes  261  :  Majority  39. 


AYES. 


Acland,  T.  D. 
Adam,  W.  P. 
Agnew,  Sir  A. 
Allen,  W.  S. 
Amberlej,  Visoount 
Anstrather,  Sir  R. 
Ayrton,  A.  S. 
Ajtonn,  R.  S. 
Bagwell,  J. 
Baines,  E. 
Barclay,  A.  C. 
Barnes,  T. 
Barry,  C.  E. 
Bass,  A. 
Baxley,  T. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Biddulph,  Col.  R.  M. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blennerhassett,  Sir  R. 
Bonham-Carter,  J. 
Bouverie,  rt.  hon.  £.  P. 
Brady,  J. 
Brand,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Bright,  J .  ( Birmingham) 
Bright,  J.  (Mancheiter) 
BuUer,  Sir  A.  W. 
Duller,  Sir  E.  M. 
Buxton,  C. 
Buxton,  Sir  T.  F. 
Calcraft,  J.  H.  M. 
Candlish,  J. 
Cardwell,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Carnegie,  hon.  C. 
Carter,  S. 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Cavendish,  Lord  F.  C. 
Cavendish,  Lord  6. 
Chambers,  M. 
Choetham,  J. 
Childers,  U.  C.  £. 
Clay,  J. 
Clement,  W.  J. 
Clinton,  Lord  E.  P. 
Cogan,rt.  bn.  W.  U.  F. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  £. 
Collier,  Sir  R.  P.. 
Coltburat,  Sir  G.  C. 
Co  wen,  J. 

Cowper,  hon.  II.  F. 
Cowper,  rt.  hon.  W.  F. 
Craufurd,  E.  H.  J. 
Crawford,  R.  W. 
Cremome,  Lord 


Crossley,  Sir  F. 
Dalglish,  R. 
Davey,  R. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
De  La  Poor,  E. 
Deuman,  hon.  6. 
Dent,  J.  D. 
Dering,  Sir  E.  C. 
Dilke,  Sir  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dixon, G. 
Duff,  M.  E.  G. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Dundas,  F. 
Edwards,  C. 
Edwards,  H. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Ellicc,  E. 
Endeld,  Visoount 
Erskine,  Vioe-Ad.  J.  E. 
Esmonde,  J. 
Evans.  T.  W. 
Eykyn,  R. 
Fawcett,  U. 
Fildes,  J. 
FitzGerald,  rt.  ho.  Lord 

O.  A. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  S. 
Forster,  C. 
Forster,  W.  E. 
Fortescue,  rt.  hn.  C.  P. 
Fortesoue,  hon.  D.  F. 
Gavin,  Major 
Gilpin,  C. 

Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Glyn,  G.  G. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  F.  U. 
Goschon,  rt.  hn.  G.  J. 
Gower,  hon.  F.  L. 
Gower,  Lord  R. 
Gray,  Sir  J. 
Gregory.  W.  II. 
Grenfell,  II.  R. 
Greville-Nugcnt,A.W.F 
Greville-Nugent,  Col. 
Grey,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Grove.  T.  F. 
Hadfield,  G. 
Ilardoastle,  J.  A. 
Harris,  J.  D. 
Hartington,  Marquis  of 
Hay,  I/)rd  J. 
Hay,  Lord  W.  M. 
ITcadlam,  rt.  bn.  T.  E« 
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Heneage,  £. 
Henley,  Lord 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Jlodgkinson,  G. 
Hodgson,  K.  D. 
Holdcn,  I. 
Holland,  E. 
Horsman,  rt.  hn.  E. 
Howard,  hn.  C.  W.  G. 
Hughes.  W.  B. 
Uurst,  R.  H. 
Hutt,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W. 
Jervoise,  Sir  J.  C. 
Kennedy,  T. 
Kinglake,  A.  W. 
Kingscote,  Colonel 
Kinnaird,  Hon.  A.  F. 
KnatchbulMIugesseDfE 
Labouchore,  11. 
Laing,  S. 
Lament,  J. 
Lawrence,  W. 
Lawson,  rt.  hn.  J.  A. 
Layard,  A.  U. 
Leatbam,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Leeman,  G. 
i^terre,  G.  J.  S. 
Lewis,  U. 
Locke,  J. 
Lome,  Marquess  of 
Lusk,  A. 
M'Larcn,  D. 
Maguire,  J.  F. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Matheson,  A. 
Matheson,  Sir  J. 
Melly,  G. 
Merry,  J, 
Milbank,  F.  A. 
Mill,  J.  S. 
Mills,  J.  R. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Honcreiff,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Monsell,rt.  hn.  W. 
Moore,  C. 
More,  [I.  J. 
Morris,  W. 
Morrison,  W. 
Murphy,  N.  D. 
Neate,  0. 
Nicholson,  W. 
Nicol,  J.  D. 
Norwood,  C.  M. 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
Ogilvy,  Sir  J. 
O'Ughlen,  Sir  C.  M. 
Onslow,  G. 


O'Reilly,  M.  W. 
Owen,  Sir  H.  0. 
Padmore,  R. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Palmer,  Sir  R. 
Parry,  T. 
Pease,  J ;  W. 
Peel,  A.  W. 
Pel  ham,  Lord 
Philips,  R.  N. 
Pollard-Urquhart,  W. 
Potter,  E. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Rawlinson,  Sir  H. 
Rebow,  J.  G. 
Robartep,  T.  J.  A. 
Robertson,  D. 
Rasscll,  A. 
St.  Aubyn,  J. 
Samuda,  J.  D'A. 
Samuelson,  B. 
Saunderson,  E. 
Scott,  Sir  W. 
Seely,  C. 
Shat'to,  [I.  D. 
Sheridan,  U.  B. 
Sherriff,  A.  C. 
Simeon,  Sir  J. 
Smith,  J. 
Smollett,  P.  B. 
Speirs,  A.  A. 
Stansfeld,  J. 
Stone,  W.  H. 
Stuart,  Colonel  C.« 
Sullivan,  E. 
S)kes,  Colonel  W.  H. 
Taylor.  P.  A. 
Tite,  W. 
Trevelyan,  G.  0. 
Vanderbyl,  P. 
Villiers,  rt.  hn.  0.  P. 
Waldegrave-LoiliOy  hon. 

G. 
Warner,  E. 
Western,  Sir  T.  B. 
Whalley,  G.  H. 
Whitbroad,  S. 
White,  J. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wintcrbotham,  H.  S.  P. 
Woods,  H. 
Young,  G. 
Young,  R.         [221] 

TBLLIBS. 

Baxter,  W.  E. 
Graham,  W. 


Adderloy,  rt.  hn,  0. 
Akroyd,  E. 
Anneslcy,  hon.  Col. 
Aotrobus,  E. 
Arkwright,  R. 
Bagge,  Sir  W. 
Bagnall,  C. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baring,  U.  B. 
Baling,  T. 


NOES. 

B.      Harnett.  U. 

Barringtonf  Visconnt 
H.      Barttelot,  Colonel 

Buteson,  Sir  T. 

Bathurst,  A.  A. 

Beach,  Sir  M.  H. 

Beach,  W.  W.  B. 

Bcctive,  Earl  of 

Beocrolt,  G.  S. 

Bentinok,  G.  0. 


Benyon,  R. 
Bereiford,  Capt  D.  W. 

Pack- 
Bernard,  hn.  Col.  H.  B. 
Bingham,  Lord 
Bourne.  Colonel 
Brett,  Sir  W.  B. 
Brooks,  R. 
Brown,  J. 
Browne,  T^ord  J.  T. 
Brace,  Major  C. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Bruen, H. 
Buckley,  E. 
Bulkeley.  Sir  R. 
Burke.  Viscount 
Burrell,  Sir  P. 
Butler-Johnstone,  U.  A. 
Capper.  C. 

Carington,hn.  W.  H.  P. 
Cartwright,  Colonel 
Cave,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Cave  T. 

Cecil,'  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G. 
Clive,  Lt.-Col.  hn.  G.  W. 
Cobbold,  J.  0. 
Cole,  lion.  H. 
Cole,  hon.  J.  L. 
Connolly.  T. 
Cooper,  £.  H. 
Corranoe,  F.  S. 
Corry.  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Cox,  W.  T. 
Cubitt,  G. 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Davenport,  W,  B. 
Dawson,  R.  P. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Dimsdale,  R. 
Disraeli,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Doulton,  F. 
Dowdeswell,W.  E. 
Du  Cane,  C. 
Duncombe,  hon.  Adm. 
Duncombe,  hon.  Colonel 
Dunne,  rt.  hn.  General 
Du  Pre.  C.  G. 
Dyke,  W.  H. 
Dyott,  Colonel  R. 
Eaton,  U.  W. 
Edwards,  Sir  H. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  F. 
Egerton,  E.  C. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
Eloho,  Lord 
Fane,  Colonel  J.  W. 
FcUden.  J. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
FiUwiUiam.hon.  C.  W. 

W. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forde,  Colonel 
Fordyce,  W.  D. 
Forester,  rt.  hon.  Gen. 
French,  rt.  hon.  Colonel 
Fresbfleld,  C.  K. 
Galway,  Viscount 
Garth,  R. 
Gaskell,J.  M. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Goldney,  G. 
Gordon,  rt.  hon.  E.  S. 


Gore,  J.  R.  0. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Gorst,  J.  E. 
Graves,  S.  R. 
Grecnall,  G. 
Grey,  hon.  Thomas  de 
Griffith.  C.  D. 
Grosvenor,  Earl 
Gurney,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hamilton,  liord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  Viscount 
Hankey,  T. 
Hardy,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hartley  J. 
Hartopp,  E.  B. 
Harvey,  R.  B. 
Harvey,  R.  J.  H. 
Hay,  Sir  J.  C.  D. 
Hayter,  A.  D. 
Hcnnikor-Major.    hon. 

J.  M. 
Herbert,  rt.hn.  gen.  P. 
Hervey,  Lord  A.  BL  C. 
Heygate.  Sir  F.  W. 
Hildyard.  T.  B.  T. 
Hogg,  Lieut- Col.  J.  U- 
Holford,  li.  S. 
Hood,  Sir  A.  A. 
Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Horshill,  T.  B. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howard,  Lord  £. 
Howos,  E. 
Huddleston,  J.  W. 
Hunt,  rt.  hon.  G.  W. 
Ingestre,  Viscount 
Jardine,  R. 
Jolliffe,  hon.  H.  D. 
Jones,  D. 
Karalake,  £.  K. 
Karslake,  Sir  J.  B. 
Kavanagb,  A. 
Kekewich,  S.  T. 
Kelk,  J. 
Kennard,  R.  W. 
Keown,  W. 
King,  J.  G. 
King,  J.  K. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Knox,  Colonel 
Knox,  hon.  Colonel  S. 
Laird,  J. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
Lanyon,  Sir  C. 
Lascelles,  hon.  E.  W. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Legh,  Major  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  G.  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  II.  G. 
Liddell,  hon.  U.  G. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col.  C. 
Lindsay,  Col.  R.  I.. 
Long,  R.  P. 
Lopes,  H.  G. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  J. 
Lowther,  W. 
M'Keoius  Sir  J.  N. 
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tight  Ion.  GentlflmRO  to  oak  us  to  go  on 
to-night. 

H11.OATHORNE  HARDY:  TheriKM 
hon.  Member  opposite,  I  understand,  wisliea 
Di  to  report  ProgreH.  But  I  trust,  at  all 
OTenta,  tliot  notliing  will  bo  done  till  tlie 
words  ore  ioierted  upon  which  th«  Com- 
mitleo  has  just  diiided. 

Ur.  GLADSTONE:  Tliat  it  a  most 
proper  proposal.  But  I  am  sure  tlie  riglit 
bon.  Gentleman  will  remember  that  tlio 
plan  of  tbe  Gorernment  hat  never  beea 
put  upon  tbe  Paper,  Jt  wbi  staled  ver- 
bftll;  to-ntglit ;  but  we  bore  had  no  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  it.  I  think  it  is  quite 
plain  that  the  Committee,  bj  the  vole  nt 
which  the;  have  juit  arrived,  have  mnde  it 
useless  for  the  lion.  Member  for  Montrose 
(Ur.  Baiter)  to  propose  the  next  portion  of 
Ilia  Amendmont,  relating  to  Edinburgh, 
But  we  ought  to  have  tlie  plan  of  the  Qo- 
rernment  before  us  in  en  intelligible  ahnpe. 

Un.  DISRABLl:  The  proposal  of  ihs 
Government  is  no  new  plan,  and  it  i*  per- 
recll/  intelligible.  I  must  aaf  I  think  this 
ia  a  farourable  opportunity  for  making 
progreaa  with  the  Bill,  and  ihot  we  ought 
not  (0  report  Progress  at  audi  an  cnrlj 
hour.  Unexpected  businens  came  on  at 
the  commencement  of  the  evening,  and 
prevented  our  entering  at  once  upon  the 
discussion  of  this  mensure  ;  it  is  now  only 
twelve  o'clock,  and  I  reollj  do  not  think 
the  opportunity  ought  to  bo  wasted.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  that  the  plan 
of  the  Government,  which  involves  only  a 
few  and  simple  alierationa  of  an  original 
proposal,'  requires  to  be  better  undGrstnod, 
there  ean  be  no  objection  to  that.  But  allow 
me  to  aay  that  there  is  a  great  den)  to  be 
done  before  those  provisions  are  reached. 
Let  us,  having  begun  with  it,  at  least  dia- 
poae  of  the  scheme  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Unntroaet  so  that  when  we  do  meet  again, 
if  it  be  thought  necessary  to  devote  another 
evening  to  the  subject,  the  opinion  of  the 
Committee  may  be  finally  taken  upon  lhoa« 
points  only  wJiicb  it  is  thought  necessary  to 
I  reaerre,  I  cannot  consent  to  report  Pro- 
'  gross  at  twelve  o'clock. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  ha  should  in  any 
ease  divide  the  Houae  npon  the  proposition 
relating  to  Aberdeen. 

Hn.  BOUVERIE:  Sir,  I  thought  thu 
right  hon.  Oentlenian's  proposal  a  reason- 
able one  in  itself,  that  ofter  this  division  wo 
should  consider  whether  we  could  not  adopt 
hia  scheme.  The  right  hon.  Gentlenian 
no  doaitt  wishes  to  be  very  fair  in  Lis  ded- 
inga  with  Iho  Scotch  Uflmb«ri ;  but  it  is  a 


Mackinnon,  Cipl.  t..  B.  Sereme,  J.E.  I 

Mnokinnon,  W.  A .  SejmMr,  6.  H. 

M'ljigan.  P.  Simonda,  W.  B. 

Mahon,  Viteonnt  Smith,  A. 

Mninwaring.  T.  Smith,  S.  6. 

Malcolm,  J.  W.  Bomeraat,  Colonel 

Nannen.rt.  hn.  Lord  J.  Somenet,  E.  A. 

Martin.  P.  .W  SUnhope,  J.  B. 

Wajo,  Earl  of  Stania;,  hon.  F. 

Mailer,  Colonel  Stanlsf,  Lord 

Milca,  J.  W.  Stirling-HaxweII,SirW. 

Miller,  W,  Stoplbrd,  S.  O. 

Mo^tt,  G.  Stuart,  Lleut-Col.  W. 

Monk,  C.J.  Slaele;,  Sir  G.  S. 

MantngD.  rt.  hn.  Ld.  R.  Start,  Q.  G. 

Manljomerj.  Sir  0.  Start,  LiemE.-Col.  N. 

MorJaunt,  Sir  C.  Surteca.  C,  F. 

Morgan,  hon.  Major  Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 

Morpin,  0.  Thompaon,  A.  G. 

UowbrnT,  rt.  hon,  J.  B.  Thompaon,  M.  W. 

NmM,  Sir  3.  Thorotd,  Sir  J.  H. 

NevLlle-GrcnTille,  R,  Thynna,  l.«rd  B.  F. 

Nswiiegaie,  C.  N.  Tomiine,  G. 

Newport,  Viacount  Tottenham,   Lient.-Col. 
KorEh,  Colonel  C  G. 

Ncrthcota,  rt.  bon.  Sir  Trechir,  J.  W. 

S.  n.  Trover,  Lord  A.  E.  H. 

O'Neill,  bon.  E.  Tomer,  0. 

Paset,  R.  U.  Tarnor,  E. 

Pukinglon,  rt.  hs.  Sir  J.  Vanee.  J. 

Palk,  Sir  L.  Vandeleor,  Golmiel 

Parker,  Major  W,  Verner,  E.  W. 

Patten,  rt.hon.  Col.  W,  Walker,  Major  G.  G. 

Paull,  n.  Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S.  H. 

Pcmberton,  B.  L.  Walrond,  J.  W. 

Pennaat,  hon.  Q.  D.  Walsh,  hon.  A. 

Pirn,  J.  Warren,  rt.  hon.  R.  B. 

Powell.  P.  S.  Waierhouse.  S. 

Price,  W.  P.  Welbf,  W.  E- 

Pngh,  D.  Williami,  F.  U. 

Rr>d,C.  8.  Wi»,  U.C. 

Rcanlen,  D.  J.  Woodd.  B.  T. 

KobertiOD.  P.  F.  Wjld,  J. 

Rojilon,  Vitconat  Wjndhnm.hon.  U. 

Bauell,  Sir  C.  Wynn,  SirW.  W, 

Sniomoas,  Mr.  Aldrmn.  Wynne,  W.  R,  H. 

S.in'irord.  G.  H.  W.  Wjiilt,  M. 

Sehrieber,  C.  Yorka,  J.  J. 
S«laler-Boath,  O. 

Scott,  Ijinl  H.  Tatitaa. 

Scourfieltl,  J.  U.  1'aylor,  Colonel 

Selwin-Ihbet»>n,  U.J.  Noel,  boo.  G.  T. 

Ub.  DISRAELI  laid:  I  would  express 
K  hope  that  after  thia  decision  the  Com- 
mittee may  be  indueed  to  adopt  the  plan  of 
the  Government.  I  trust,  upon  reflection, 
they  will  find  it  the  best  way  to  expedite 
business,  and  that  which,  upon  the  whole, 
will  best  meet  the  opinions  and  feelings  of 
the  majority  of  the  llembcra. 

On  Question,  "That  those  words  bo 
there  inserted," 

Kr.  UONCRBIFF:  I  would  suggest 
that  the  best  course  is  to  report  Progress, 
1  think  it  ii  a  very  fair  subject  for  eonii- 
deration  what  course  we  ought  to  Uke, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  la  reaaonable  in  the 
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Httle  bard  on  us  that  we  should  be  requested 
at  once  to  adopt  a  scheme  which  we  never 
heard  of  till  this  evening,  and  which  is  not 
upon  the  Notice  Paper.  A  great  part  of  this 
Bcheme  was  to  found  a  new  group  of  Border 
boroughs,  and  to  unite  two  of  the  smaller 
counties  in  the  South  of  Scotland  ;  but  the 
names  of  the  boroughs  have  not  yet  been 
stated.  The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
(Mr.  Baxter)  may  be  unwilling  to  press 
his  Motion  further,  if  time  be  allowed  him 
for  consideration  ;  and  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  it  would  be  but  fair 
to  give  us  time  to  consider  his  proposals. 
If  these  be  put  upon  the  Paper,  when  we 
meet  on  Thursday  I  hope  there  will  be  a 
good  chance  of  despatching  the  business  in 
the  course  of  the  evening. 

Ma.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  Sir,  it 
is  true  that  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  stated  this  evening  are  not  formally 
upon  the  Paper  ;  but  everything  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  stated  is  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose. If  therefore  you  leave  out  every- 
thing relating  to  Edinburgh  and  Aberdeen, 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  will  carry  everything  that  has 
been  proposed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend.  I 
do  trust,  therefore,  the  Committee  will 
resolve  to  finish  that  portion  of  the  business. 

Mr.  ELLICE,  with  a  view  of  carrying 
matters  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion,  hoped' 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  would  accede 
to  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  and  allow  those  points  to  bo 
inserted  as  to  which  there  was  no  dispute. 

Mr.  pease  said,  that  according  to 
the  Instruction  moved  by  tho  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose,  the  Committee  had  power  to 
deal  with  ten  seats.  Only  seven  of  these 
were  provided  for  by  the  plan  of  the  Go- 
vernment. Were  the  remaining  three  seats 
to  be  left  in  aboyance,  or  what  was  to  be- 
come of  them  ?  An  answer  to  that  question 
would  probably  affect  the  votes  of  some 
hon.  Members  sitting  near  him. 

Mr.  BAXTER  regretted  very  much  the 
decision  at  which  the  Committee  had  just 
arrived ;  but  felt  it  his  duty  to  defer  to  such 
a  plain  expression  of  opinion.  It  would 
not  bo,  ho  thought,  consulting  the  interests 
of  Scotland  nud  of  the  Liberal  party,  or 
taking  a  proper  course,  if  he  were  to  pot 
the  House  to  the  trouble  of  dividing  again 
with  regard  to  Edinburgh  and  Aberdeen. 
He  still  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  re-consider  his  determination  to  give 
only  seven  representatives  to  Scotland. 

Amendments  made  ;  words  inserted. 

Mr.  Bouvme 


Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  rtoTed  to 
omit  from  the  Amendment  the  words 
*'  tho  City  of  Edinburgh  shall  return  three 
Members." 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  re-consider  this  point. 
Three  Members  had  been  given  to  Leeds, 
which  had  a  population  not  much  larger 
than  Edinburgh,  while  its  wealth  and  tax- 
ation were  very  much  smaller.  Edinburgh 
also  contributed  more  to  the  taxation  of 
tho  country  than  Birmingham  and  than 
Dublin,  which  wero  to  have  three  Mem- 
bers, and  as  the  capital  of  Scotland  its 
claims  ought  to  be  considered. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  am  quite  ready 
to  consider  the  case  of  Edinburgh  without 
any  prejudice,  and  without  being  in  the 
least  influenced  by  the  late  division.  Every- 
body admires  Edinburgh,  and  everybody 
respects  the  representatives  of  Edinburgh, 
even  though  they  may  not  sit  on  our  side 
of  the  House.  I  do  not  think  these 
questions  ought  to  bo  decided  entirely  by 
population  ;  but  I  cannot  agree  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  population  of 
Edinburgh  is  equal  to  that  of  Leeds,  since, 
according  to  the  last  Returns,  Edinburgh 
has  168.000,  while  Leeds  has  207,000. 
[Mr.  M*Larex  :  I  said  it  was  not  much 
larger.]  Then,  I  do  not  exactly  un- 
derstand why  the  namo  of  Leeds  was  intro- 
duced. We  are  virtually  giving  an  ad- 
ditional Member  to  Edinburgh  by  giving  a 
representative  to  its  University,  and  Edin- 
burgh is  also  indirectly  represented  by  the 
port  of  Leith.  Therefore  the  |H>pu1ation 
of  Edinburgh  will  be  represented  under 
our  new  system  by  no  less  than  four  Mem- 
bers. Under  these  circumstances,  I  can- 
not accede  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  sngges* 
tion. 

Mr.  BEECROFT  said,  be  wished  it  to 
be  understood  that  Leeds  had  a  much 
larger  population  than  Edinburgh. 

Amendment  agreed  to* 

Moved  to  omit  the  words  "  tho  City  of 
Aberdeen. '* 

Colonel  STKES  :  Sir,  at  this  time  of 
night,  or  rather  morning,  and  with  Mem* 
bcrs  long  wearied,  I  cannot  expect  any 
arguments  of  mine  to  bo  listened  to  ;  if 
they  were  gospcl-trnths  they  would  bo 
unheeded  ;  but  a  grievous  injustice  is 
about  to  be  inflicted.  Here  is  Aberdeen, 
with  its  90,000  inhabitants,  its  progress 
in  wealth,  its  great  intelligence,  the  seat 
of  a  celebrated  University,  and  the  seat  of 
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Ketire  ibipbiiildiiig  >nil  mnnafacturing  in- 
dnitrj  ;  and  yat  it  ii  propoied  to  ttrike  it 
ont  of  th«  Amendment  that  would  gire  it 
an  additional  Member.  When  the  riglit  I 
hoD.  Qeutlemaa  ths  Member  for  Sonth 
Laaeaibin  propoied  bi>  meaiore  of  Ra-  | 
form,  AbeideM  WM  pat  dovn  for  an  eitra 
MembaT  in  an  offleial  Return  deliTored  iu 
tba  morniBg ;  bit  befora  the  daj  was  ont 
Aberdeen  diaaMWared  from  a  lecond  official 
Return,  and  Edinborgh  waa  Bubstituted. 
Voder  ihmn  Mrenrnttances  I  hope  aud 
trnat  thai  tb*  right  hon.  Oentleman,  if  he 
will  not  permit  the  qiiealion  of  Aberdeen 
to  be  (MMiponed,  nill  consider  iti  olaims  to 
one  of  the  three  ipare  seals  which  nill  be 
kTailablB.  One  word  more— the  ten  bo- 
roDght  that  have  been  diifraneluBed  contain 
2,300  elector*,  while  Aberdeen  ha*  4,236  ; 
to  call  tbia  a  joat  ajstem  of  repreaenla- 
tion  i*  ab*oIutolj  a  mwkerjr. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed  after    the    word 
"  Parliament,"  to  inaert  the  words — 


Tbb  lord  ADVOCA.TB  propoted  the 
inaertion  of  words  providiag  that  a  Member 
ahonld  be  retnriied  jointly  bj  tlie  Univer- 
aitieaof  Edinbnrgh  aud  St.  Andrews,  and 
the  other  jointly  bjr  (lie  UNl*crBllies  of 
QIasgow  and  Atierdeen. 

ICotioD  offresd  to. 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  mored  to  add 
to  the  8lb  clause  the  following  words  from 
the  end  of  Ibe  9ih  clause : — 

"  And  IliB  Citf  of  GIujiow,  antil  otharwiia 


Mb.  BLLICE  moredthat  the  Chainnen 
report  Progress, 

Mn.  DISRAELI  thought  it  would  be 
desirable  to  finish  the  clause,. 

Sia  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
that  the  queslioD  before  the  House  was 
without  a  precedcDt  in  the  English  Bill, 
and  demanded  the  serious  considerstion  of 
the  House. 

Ma.  BAXTER  said,  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment of  tho  Lord  Advocate  was  persisted 
in  they  would  hare  to  consider  iho  vote  to 
which  thejr  had  recently  come.  Be  ob- 
jected to  taking  the  small  towns  out  of  the 
conntj  of  Ijanark. 


Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  that  he  should 
ha*e  been  content  to  leave  tho  matter  to 
the  Boundary  Commissioners,  onlj  it  was 
impoBsible  for  them  to  deal  with  it.  The 
better  plan  would  be  to  deal  with  the  mat- 
ter bj  a  separate  clause, 

Mh.  DALOLISH  said,  tliatif  any  altera- 
tions were  made  in  the  boundary  of  the 
suburbs  of  Ulnsgow  he  should  more  that 
they  have  a  Member  totally  independent 
of  the  eity  of  Olasgow,  as  part  of  tho 
lower  ward  of  Lanarkshire. 

Motion,  to  report  Progress,  witkdrawn, 

Aniendmeut,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  LAWRENCE  PALK,  in  rising  to 
moTO  the  proviso  of  whiDli  lie  had  given 
Notice,  Bsid,  that  by  reason  of  tho  vote 
srriTcd  at  the  other  night,  as  he  thought 
upon  unfair  grounds,  ten  English  bnroughs 
had  been  d  is f ranch ised.  The  right  hon. 
Oenlleman  at  ihe  head  of  the  Government 
had  since  proposed  to  give  seven  of  these 
ten  seats  to  Sooloh  burghs.  When  ence 
a  bargaia  bad  been  arrived  at  in  that 
House  it  ought  to  be  maintained  with 
honour  on  both  sides,  and  last  year  an 
honourable  bargain  was  thus  made  that 
the  additional  seats  for  Scotland  ahoutd  be 
obtained  by  a  small  addition  to  the  nnmber 
of  Members  of  that  House,  and  should  not 
be  taken  either  from  Englisli  or  Irish 
boroughs.  To  support  this  asscriion  ho 
would  read  an  extract  from  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wick  (Mr,  Lsing), 
who  aaid  he  assumed  that  the  demand  of 
Scotland  for  additional  scats  would  be  mot 
by  making  a  small  addition  to  the  number 
of  Members  of  ihst  House.  On  the  faith 
of  that  understanding  he  and  others  had 
voted  for  the  Government  ;  but  if  ho  had 
been  told  lliat  the  additional  Members  for 
Scotland  would  have  been  taken  from  Eng- 
land, )io,  for  one,  would  hare  strongly  op- 
posed ihe  Reform  Bill  of  last  year.  He 
did  not  wish  to  have  the  vole  of  the  other 
night  rescinded  ;  but  so  long  as  many  im- 
portant districts  of  England  were  not  fairly 
represented,  he  oould  not  conaeiit  to  give 
those  BcalB  to  Scotland.  I4e  could  not 
suppose  there  was  any  difficulty  in  increas- 
ing (lie  number  of  Members  of  that  House. 
The  House  was  already  too  small,  and  a 
plan  had  been  proposed  for  largely  increas- 
ing its  accommodation,  so  that  he  could  not 
suppose  an  addition  of  seven  voles  furnished 
a  reason  why  o  pledge  given  on  boili  side* 
of  the  House  should  not  be  kept.  Tlie  Re< 
form  Bill  of  last  year  was  treated  on  both 
side*  w  a  final  measure,  and,  a*  sucli,  was 
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agreed  to  by  both  Houses,  and  received 
the  assent  of  the  Crown.  If,  however, 
before  its  provisions  come  into  operation 
an  attempt  was  made  to  upset  it  by  a  vote 
on  another  Bill,  what  hope  could  there  bo 
that  the  settlement  could  possibly  stand  ? 
Conceding,  as  he  did,  that  seven  additional 
scats  should  be  given  to  Scotland,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  agree  to  accept  the  alter- 
native proposed  by  the  Government  last 
year,  that  these  seats  should  be  found  by 
an  addition  to  the  seats  of  that  House.  In 
that  case  the  ten  boroughs  disfranchised 
by  tho  recent  vote  of  the  House  might  be 
given  either  to  English  counties  or  to  some 
of  the  largest  English  towns. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 
Clause  as  amended,  to  adJ  the  words 
''  Provided  the  representation  of  England 
and  Ireland  be  not  thereby  diminished. '^ — 
{Sir  Lawrence  Palk,) 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  am  not  at  all 
surprised  that  my  hon.  Friend  should  call 
attention  to  the  peculiar  condition  in  which 
the  Committee  are  placed  with  respect  to 
the  settlement  made  last  year.  But  I 
must  remind  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Devonshire  (Sir  Lawrence  Palk)  that  if 
he  accepts,  as  he  seems  disposed  to  do,  the 
vote  of  the  House  the  other  night,  by  this 
proposal  to  apportion  these  representatives 
to  other  parts  of  England,  he  really  re- 
opens the  whole  question,  and  disturbs  the 
settlement  of  last  year.  Now,  although 
I  regret  that  the  basis  on  which  our  pre* 
sent  Bill  for  Scotland  was  founded  was 
not  agreed  to,  yet  by  taking  a  certain 
number  of  scats  from  England  and  giving 
theni  to  Scotland  you  do  not  re-open  the 
English  Bill;  whereas,  if  you  follow  tho 
scheme  of  my  hon.  Friend  you  do  re-open 
the  whole  question  of  tho  English  Reform 
Bill,  chaos  will  come  again,  and  instead  of 
arriving  at  the  settlement  which  has  been 
promised  we  should  embark  on  "  a  sea  of 
troubles,'*  and  our  course  might  end  in 
disaster.  I  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  in 
his  general  vietvs  and  feelings  ou  this  sub- 
ject. I  should  bo  glad  if  I  could  have 
obtained  that  advantage  of  increasing  tho 
representation  of  Scotland  by  adding  to 
the  Members  of  this  Hoqse;  but  I  found 
that  this  was  not  possible.  We  have  been 
engaged  on  this  work  for  two  years.  It 
has  been  a  very  severe  and  difficult  labour, 
and  I  think  that,  on  the  whole,  wo  have 
arrived  at  a  conclusion  which  will  be  satis- 
factory to  the  country.  Both  sides  of  this 
House  acting  with  considerable  unanimity. 
Sir  Lawrence  Palk 


we  felt  that,  with  regard  to  this  question 
of  tho  increase  of  Members  for  Scotland, 
it  was  impossible  strictly  to  adhere  to  tbe 
proposal  of  last  Session.      But  wc  must 
look  at  the  whole   question   as  practicfti 
men,  and  see  whether,  by  mutual  conces- 
sion and  compromise,  we  can  bring  about 
a  satisfactory  result.    Well,  I  do  not  tliiiik 
my  hon.  Friend  need  feel  dissatisfied  on 
the  whole  with  what  has  occurred.    There 
has  been  shown  on  both  sides  a  very  fair 
anxiety  to  bring  matters  to  a  conclusion. 
The  conclusion    is   a   temperate    and  a 
moderate  one.      It  really  satisfies  all  the 
just  claims  of  Scotland,  and  satisfies  them 
in   a  way   which   peculiarly   recommends 
itself  to  me — although,  of  course,  I  should 
have  preferred  my  own  suggestion— upon 
this  ground,  that  it  does  not  re-open  the 
English    Bill.      I  hope  this  will  be  well 
weighed  by  my  hon.  Friend  the   Meniber 
for  Devonshire  ;  and  I  trust,  if  he  gives 
his  consideration  to  it,  with  that  mature 
judgment  which  I  have  seen  him  display 
in  many  instances,  that,  having  asserted 
his    principle,  in   which    I  entirely  sjni- 
pathizo,  he  will  not,  after  what  has  oc- 
curred this  evening,  place  tho  Committee 
under  the  necessity  of  dividing,  but  will 
feel  that  we  have  brought  this  matter  to  a 
settlement  which  the  country  will  recogniie 
as  adequate  to  the  occasion. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Devon- 
shire (Sir  Lawrence  Palk)  would  divide. 
The  Amendment,  in  fact,  raised  an  im- 
portant question  of  principle — that  of  the 
number  of  the  House  of  Commons — which 
they  hod  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  of 
discussing. 

Mil.  GOLDSMID  said,  he  regarded  tho 
proviso  as  only  rendering  still  more  bitter 
the  pill  which  the  Members  for  the  small 
English  boroughs,  of  whom  he -was  one, 
had  to  swallow. 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
thero  added.'' 

Tho  Committee  divided  : —  Ayes  95  ; 
Noes  262 :  Majority  167. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thursday, 
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LOCAL  OFFICEBS'  SUFEBANITUATIOK  (iBELAITD) 

BltX. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Gouuh  O'LooHuif,  Bill  to 
enable  Corporate  and  other  Pablio  Bodies  in  Ire- 
land to  grant  Superannuation  Allowances  to  Offi- 
oert  in  their  serrioe  in  certain  cases,  ordertd  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  Coucan  O'Loohlxv,  Sir 
Jomi  Gbjlt,  and  Mr.  Pm . 
Bill  p'VMfiteci,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  137.] 

House  adjourned  at  half 
after  One  o'oIocIl. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Iksiday,  May  26,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  Sblbct  CoMMmsa— On  New 
Forest  Deer  Remoral,  dro.  Aot»  1861,  nomi' 
noted. 

FvBLio  Biujt^FirH  Reading — Local  Govern- 
ment Supplemental  (No.  3)*  (119);  Pier  and 
Barbonr  Orders  Confirmation^  Ac.  *  (120)  ; 
Unclaimed  Prise  Money  (IndU)*  (121);  Re- 
formatory Schools  (Ireland)*  (l22) ;  Divorce 
and  Matrimonial  Causes  Court*  (123). 

Secfmd  Reading — ^Artizans' and  Labourers' Dwell- 
ings (98);  Stockbrokers  (Ireland)*  (105). 

Referred  to  Select  Committee — Artisans'  and  La- 
bourmrs' Dwellings  (93). 

C^mmttttftf— Religious,  dro.  Buildings  Sites  *  (77) ; 
Consecration  of  Chnrchjards  Act  (1867) 
Amendment  (16) ;  Sea  Fisheries  (96-125) ; 
Cotton  Stotistios  (102-126);  Documentary 
ETidenoe*(88). 

JSopori— Religious,  Ao,  Buildings  (Sites)*  (77) ; 
Conseeration  of  Churchyards  Act  (1867) 
Amendment  (16-124). 

Third  Reading  ^(£17,000,000)  Consolidated 
Fund*;  Alkali  Act,  1863,  Perpetuation  •  (114), 
mad  pateed. 

ABYSSINIA— THANKS  TO  THE  ARMY. 

Thb  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  :  My 
Lords,  I  wish  to  inform  your  Lordships 
that  the  GoTemment  think  it  better  to 
postpone  the  Yote  of  Thanks  to  the  army 
in  Ahyssinia  till  after  Whitsuntide,  incon- 
sequence  of  our  still  remaining  without  an 
official  despatch  from  Sir  Eobert  Napier. 

CONSECRATION  OF  CHURCHYARDS  ACT 

(1867)  AMENDMENT  BILL.—(No.  16.) 

( The  Bishop  of  Oxford.) 

COMHITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order.) 

Clause  1  (Giver  of  Land  may  reserve  ex- 
clusive Right  to  the  extent  of  One-Tenth). 

Lord  STAl^LEY  of  ALDERLEY 
moved  an  Amendment,  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice,  to  assimilate  the  law  to  that 
existing  in  Ireland,  where  the  burials  of 
Roman  Catholics  and  others  objecting  to 
the  rites  of  the  Church  of  England  might 
be  performed  in  Church  of  England  burial- 
grounds  (on  notice  being   given  to  the 
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minister)  according  to  the  form  of  the  re- 
ligion to  which  such  person  had  belonged. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  he  could 
not  acquiesce  in  the  Amendment  of  his 
noble  Friend,  which  would  introduce  a 
change  into  the  general  law  of  England. 
He  could  not  agree  with  the  noble  Lord 
that  allowing  ministers  of  dififerent  deno- 
minations to  come  into  churchyards,  and  to 
perform  therein  different  and  various  ser- 
vices, would  tend  to  peace-* he  believed  it 
would  have  a  very  di£ferent  result,  and 
would,  moreover,  be  subversive  of  the 
very  principle  of  an  Established  Church. 
The  noble  Lord,  moreover,  was  mistaken 
as  to  the  state  of  the  law  in  Ireland.  It 
was  necessary  to  obtain  the  permission  in 
writing  of  the  clergymen  in  Ireland  before 
any  service  other  than  that  of  the  Church 
of  England  could  be  performed  in  the 
churchyard ;  but  the  Amendment  of  his 
noble  Friend  proposed  that  the  right  to 
come  in  should  be  absolute,  subject  only 
to  a  time  to  be  fixed  by  the  clergyman. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  his  noble  Friend 
was  exceedingly  desirable.  If  adopted,  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  putting  an  end 
to  some  very  scandalous  exhibitions  which 
now  occurred  when  clergymen  happened 
to  possess  more  zeal  than  discretion. 

LoED  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY,  in 
reply,  was  understood  to  express  a  hope 
that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of 
Oxford),  upon  reflection,  would  be  able 
to  look  favourably  upon  the  principle  em- 
bodied in  the  Amendment  which  had  been 
admitted  in  Ireland  and  not  refuse  a  simi- 
lar concession  in  England.  He  would  not 
trouble  their  Lordships  to  divide. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

LoBD  REDESDALE  moved  the  omis- 
sion of  **  one- tenth,"  with  a  view  to  sub- 
stitute "  200  square  yards' '  as  the  amount 
of  land  which  a  donor  might  reserve  for 
himself  and  family. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFOBD  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  allow  "  one-sixth  "  to  be 
substituted  for  "  one- tenth ;"  but  decidedly 
objected  to  limit  a  donor's  reserved  ground 
to  200  square  yards.  His  object  was  to 
induce  persons  to  make  as  large  grants  of 
land  as  possible. 

Word  ••  One-tenth"  struck  out ;  "  One- 
sixth  "  inserted  instead  thereof. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Another  A  mendmenimoved,  and  negatived. 
Bill  to  be  read  8*  on  Thursday  next,  and 
to  be  printed  as  amended.    [No.  124.] 
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ARTIZANS'  AND  LABOURERS'  DWELL- 
INGS BILL-(No.  93). 
(  The  Lord  Chelmsford.) 
SECOND   BEIDINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBD  CHELMSFORD,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time, 
said,  that  although  he  had  consented  to 
take  charge  of  the  Bill  in  their  Lordships' 
House,  he  feared  he  should  be  unable  to 
do  justice  to  the  subject.  The  intention 
of  the  Bill  was  to  improve  the  comfort  of 
tlie  labouring  classes  of  the  community  in 
respect  of  their  dwellings ;  and  the  mag- 
nitude of  the  evil  with  which  it  proposed 
to  grapple  was  forcing  itself  daily  more 
and  more  upon  public  attention,  and,  in 
the  language  of  a  petition  recently  pre- 
sented in  favour  of  the  Bill,  legislation  on 
the  subject  was  not  only  desirable  but  had 
become  absolutely  indispensable.  The  mea- 
sure he  now  submitted  to  their  Lordships 
had  been  thrice  read  a  second  time  in  the 
House  of  Commons  without  a  division ; 
and  on  the  first  occasion,  in  1866,  it  was 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  which  re- 
ported upon  it  favourably.  In  that  year, 
however,  the  pressure  of  Public  Business 
prevented  its  passing  that  House  suffi- 
ciently early  to  give  hopes  of  its  becoming 
law;  and  last  year,  having  been  read  the 
second  time,  and  gone  into  Committee,  it 
was  withdrawn  for  a  similar  reason.  This 
year,  however,  it  was  introduced  in  the 
other  House  very  early  in  the  Session,  and 
came  up  to  their  Lordships  unanimously 
recommended  by  the  House  of  Commons; 
its  main  provisions  had  been  agreed  to  by 
both  sides  of  the  House ;  it  was  under 
discussion  in  Committee  on  three  days, 
and  various  Amendments  were  intro- 
duced, but  no  division  took  place,  except 
one  on  an  insignificant  proposition  with 
regard  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  and  the  City  of  London.  Hitherto, 
however,  all  attempts  to  remedy  the  evil 
by  legislation  had  proved  abortive.  The 
measure  which  he  now  submitted  to  their 
Lordships  had  been  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  other  House  during  the  last 
three  Sessions.  The  Bill  thus  came  to 
their  Lordships'  House  recommended  by 
the  unanimous  sanction  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  It  was  not,  how- 
ever, to  be  expected  that  a  Bill  of  this 
description,  which  must  necessarily  be  of 
a  compulsory  character,  as  it  would  inter- 
fere with  the  rights  of  private  property. 


1  would  be  unopposed ;  it  would,  of  course, 
meet  with  opposition  from  owners  of  the 
poorer  descriptions  of  property,  which  he 
had  heard  was  daily  increasing  in  value, 
owing  to  the  wholesale  destruction  of  poor 
dwellings  by  the  construction  of  railways 
and  other  improvements  in  the  metropolis. 
The  unhappy  tendency  of  the  present 
wholesale  destruction  of  small  dwellings 
in  the  metropolis,  and  the  consequent 
overcrowding  of  poor  families,  could  not 
be  more  forcibly  illustrated  than  by  an 
instance  which  lately  occurred.  A  work- 
ing man  and  his  family,  seven  in  number, 
were  last  autumn  flung  out  of  the  lodging 
where  thej  had  previously  lived,  the  house 
being  doomed  to  make  way  for  one  of  the 
new  metropolitan  improvements — the  erec- 
tion of  the  new  Courts  of  Justice.  The 
work  by  which  the  man  gained  his  living 
required  that  he  should  not  go  far  in  search 
of  another  dwelling;  but  the  neighbour- 
hood being  already  greatly  over-peopled, 
he  was  glad  to  get  a  single  room  in  a 
house  in  an  adjacent  street,  the  windows 
of  which  overlook  one  of  our  great  Inns 
of  Court.  He  had,  of  course,  to  pay  what 
to  him  was  a  high  price  for  huddling- 
room  in  so  good  a  situation  ;  but  he  had 
no  choice,  and  thought  himself  lucky  to 
get  in  there.  What  happened?  There 
were  then  in  that  house  fifty-seven  human 
beings,  eating,  drinking,  and  sleeping, 
cooking  and  washing,  sickly  and  well,  all 
stowed  together  during  the  sweltering 
days  of  autumn.  Typhus  scented  its  prey 
too  quickly,  and  marked  the  wretched 
man  for  its  own.  While  he  lay  ill  his 
wife  and  six  children  had  to  inhale  his 
pestiferous  breath,  and  communicated  in- 
voluntarily the  contagion  to  the  other  in- 
mates of  tlie  house.  The  victim  had  not  a 
chance  for  life;  and  when  he  sunk  in  death 
his  widow  and  six  children  were  removed 
to  the  workhouse,  while  his  corpse  was  in- 
terred at  the  expense  of  the  parish.  This 
was  not  a  solitary,  but  rather  a  represen- 
tative instance  of  a  very  large  class  of 
sufierers.  Many  pdrallel  instances  could 
easily  be  produced.  Those  of  their  Lord- 
ships who  had  not  attended  to  the  subject 
could  have  no  conception  of  the  large  ex- 
tent to  which  filth,  disease,  and  pestilence 
prevailed,  and  the  commonest  decencies  of 
life  disregarded.  But  he  would  not  shock 
their  Lordships  by  many  details ;  he  would 
refer  to  as  few  as  he  could  consistently 
with  the  necessity  of  proving  that  such  a 
measure  as  the  present  was  urgently  re- 
quired.   He  would  therefore  merely  give 
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Bome  illoBtnitions  drawn  from  the  three 

principal  towns  of  Liverpool,  Maneherter, 

and  lA)ndon.     The  Report  of  the  Medical 

Officer  of  Liverpool  for  1867  stated — 

"  It  has  been  mentioned  thAt  at  the  nightly 
Tiflits  the  inipeetors  are  required  to  take  notice 
of  the  arrangementi  as  well  as  of  the  number  of 
the  pertons  in  a  family  occupying  a  single  room. 
The  law  doei  not  give  us  any  power  to  iDterfere 
in  this  matter,  except  in  the  date  of  the  rooms  of 
the  registered  common  lodging-houses ;  but  the 
following  Uai%  will  show  the  magnitude  of  the 
moral  e?il  belonging  to  the  present  single  room 
occupation ;  and  the  Acts  will  also  disclose,  how- 
over  repulsively,  the  canker  which  threatens  to 
blight  the  most  sacred  bonds  of  the  family  and 
social  system.  In  62  instances  adult  sons  and 
daughters  slept  in  the  same  room  with  their 
parents,  and  in  three  instances  in  the  same  bed. 
In  152  instances  adult  daughters  slept  in  the  same 
room,  and  in  56  instances  m  the  same  bed  with 
their  parents.  In  99  instances  adult  sons  slept  in 
the  same  room,  and  in  87  instances  in  the  same 
bed  with  their  parents.  In  214  instances  adnlt 
sons  slept  in  the  same  room,  and  in  158  instances 
in  the  same  bed  with  their  mothers.  In  37  in- 
stances adult  daughters  slept  in  the  same  room, 
and  in  27  instances  in  the  same  bed  with  their 
fathers.  In  59  instances  the  mother  with  her 
adult  sons  and  daughters  slept  in  the  same  room, 
and  in  21  instances  in  the  same  bed  together.  In 
12  instances  the  father  with  his  adult  sons  and 
daughters  slept  in  the  same  room,  and  in  six  in- 
stances in  the  same  bed  together.  In  7  in- 
stances a  mother,  adult  son,  and  a  female  lodger 
slept  in  the  same  room,  and  in  two  instances  in 
the  same  bed  together.  In  64  instances  a  man, 
his  wife,  and  a  female  lodger  slept  in  the  same 
room,  and  in  three  instances  in  the  same  bed.  In 
12  instances  a  man,  wife,  and  male  lodger  slept 
in  the  same  room.  In  39  instances  adult  brothers 
and  sisters  slept  in  the  same  room,  and  in  20  in- 
stances in  the  same  bed.  The  overcrowding 
which  we  find  in  sub-let  houses  is  generally  con- 
nected with,  or  caused  by.  these  bad  arrangements 
of  a  family.  Thus,  for  example,  in  one  room  of 
the  cubical  dimensions  of  9UU  feet,  a  mother  and 
her  two  sons,  aged  18  and  20,  were  in  one  bed, 
and  a  man,  his  wife,  and  his  daughter,  aged  18, 
in  another  bed." 

The  space  allotted  to  each  person  was  150 

cabic  feet,  or  less  than  two-fifths  of  the 

measurement  allotted  to  the  inmates  of 

our  prisons — 

*'  In  another  room,  of  the  cubical  dimensions  of 
800  feet,  there  were  found  sleeping  a  father,  two 
sons,  aged  18  and  20,  a  daughter,  aged  22,  and  a 
female  lodger,  aged  30.  In  another  room,  of  the 
cubical  dimensions  of  800  feet,  there  were  found 
sleeping  in  one  bed  on  the  floor  two  brothers, 
aged  24  and  26,  and  four  sisters,  aged  28,  20,  18, 
and  16." 

The  Medical  Eeport  for  Manchester  fur- 
nishes similar  instances— 

*'  Paradise  Court,  40  yards  by  80,  contains  43 
families,  and  consists  of  back-to-back  houses,  and 
on  one  side  back-to-back  oellars  ;  contains  seven 
privies,  situated  in  the  centre  of  a  court,  in  a  very 
filthy  condition,  with  Urge  ashpit  between." 


In  one  place  in  Manchester,  with  an  area 

of  about  8,000  ^ards,  there  wore    106 

houses  and  cellars  containing  154  families, 

and  546  persons.    One  district  alone  had 

furnished  200  cases  of  typhus  during  a 

period  of   nine  months.    Turning  from 

Manchester  to  the  metropolis,  a  similar 

state  of  things  would  be  found  to  exist. 

The  Eev.  Mr.  Andrews,  incumbent  of  St. 

Luke's,  King's  Cross,  said — 

*'  At  the  last  Census  my  incumbency  contained 
a  population  numbering  8,050.  The  Midland 
Railway  Company  have  demolished  275  houses, 
and  in  consequence  the  population,  which  was 
8,050  at  the  taking  of  the  Census,  has  been  re- 
duced to  3,800,  a  reduction  of  more  than  4,000." 

In  Old  St.  Pancras  and  the  adjoining  pa- 
rishes not  less  than  750  houses  have  been 
pulled  down,  whereby  an  estimated  popu- 
lation of  18.000  have  been  ejected.  Mr. 
West,  the  district  missionary,  stated  that, 
in  consequence  of  the  curtailment  of 
supply,  the  rent  of  rooms  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood had  risen  20  per  cent ;'  over* 
crowding,  as  a  natural  result,  was  inten- 
sified, and  nine- tenths  of  the  families 
whose  circumstances  required  residence  in 
the  neighbourhood,  and  who  had  therefore 
taken  refuge  in  the  surrounding  districts, 
were  said  to  live  in  one  room.  Mr. 
Eldridge,  the  missionary  of  the  Clare  Mar- 
ket district,  said  that  206  houses,  inha- 
bited by  the  labouring  classes,  had  been 
demolished  for  the  site  of  the  new  Law 
Courts.  These  houses  contained  1,120 
families.  Out  of  1,000  families  in  his  dis- 
trict, four-fifths  live  in  one  room,  generally 
very  small.  The  effect  of  this  was  very 
shortly  and  strongly  described  by  the  in- 
cumbent of  Trinity,  St.  Giles's,  who  said— 

**  You  have  no  conception  of  the  state  in  which 
people  are  living  in  part  of  my  district.  They  are 
crowded  together,  and  live  like  vermin." 

And,  almost  in  the  same  words,  the  curate 
of  St.  Peter's,  Regent  Square,  says,  '*  Part 
of  our  district  is  greatly  overcrowded, 
and  the  people  live  like  animals."  The 
llegistrar  of  the  Evicted  Tenants'  Aid  As- 
sociation, in  his  Eeport  referring  to  the 
block  of  buildings  between  Cow  Cross 
and  Peter's  Lane,  in  the  East  Central 
district,  said — 

"  The  whole  of  these  rookeriei,  inhabited  prin- 
cipally by  the  lowest  characters,  are  in  every  re- 
spect totally  unfit  for  human  occupation,  and  for 
this  reason  I  believe  they  have  been  already  con- 
demned ;  if  so,  the  eviction  should  be  proceeded 
with  ai  once ;  for,  besides  the  dilapidated  state 
of  the  whole,  the  pest-breeding  stench  arising 
from  the  accamulated  filth  and  the  overcrowded 
state  of  every  house  are  such  that  it  is  no  wonder 
that  cholera  and  fever  reign  supreme.    In  Broad 
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tS  familial,  eight  persona  alwping;  within  a  jrard  o\.  , 

the  onlj  closet  in  tha  court  were  ktUukad   b)  | 

oholertjoftheseeighlbutunawoOTerBd.  In  Rok.  i  Where  two  conviction B  for  OTercrowdiDg  a 

A  He  J,  where       " 

hiTing  again  but  one  cloaet  for  the 

Noa.B,0,  10,  n.and  13  are  full  of  fei 


■nxHll  hi 


house,  or  the  occupation  of  a  cellar  u  a 

separate  dwetling-place  oocurred,  twojas- 

wo™  tsken  thi.  weak  to  Bartholotna-'.  Hoapit»l  ■    t'^"  '">*'*  1'']^'=*  t^^  "lo^ng  of  the  pre- 

"  ringpan  Aiier,  coniioing    """M  for  «uch  time  as  they  might  deem  fit. 


.   Frjingpan  Alley, 
13  houKS,  with  but  one  closet  tor  the  wboti 
Inhabited  bj  SS  fitmiliea.    Fit  Allej,  baring  1!    the 
housea,  and,  aa  usual,  but  one  otosat  for  the  wbi ' 
ahalten  SQ  fnmiliea.    The  wsCar  in  all  these 

■  supplied  through  a  hole  in  the  wall  foi 


the  case  of  cellars  permsDently  close 

jie.     He  believed  that  Act  had  not 

I,  but  one  oIoMt  foMhejrlol^    answered  the    purpose    for  which  it  was 
"*"  *"*"    passed,  chiefly  because  the  Local  Boards  of 


»  half-ho 


■  daily. 


-uaxa  a    IIDIH  m  liib  wall  lot      •  ■  -  .  .    . 

There  is  one  hoaie  where  1  Health  shrank  from  putting  its  provisiona 
9  for  the  psat  '  in  force ;  and  it  was  in  conseqiience  of  the 


two  jaara.     Ou  the  authority  of  the  missionarj    necessity  being   strongly  felt  for  the  paes- 
»,^  ,,.  „.  ,.,!  ,h .  vi.,11,  , ,..    jjj^  ^j  ^^  effective  measure  upon  this  sub- 
ject that  he  had  been  ioduced  to  lay  this 
Bill  before  their  Lordships.     The   Local 
The    Boards   had    ahmnk    from    applying    the 
'         regulations  of  the  Act  with   stringency, 
because  the  effect  of  doing  so  would  have 
been   to    render   homeless   multitudes  of 
families  who  were  compelled  to  find  shel- 
ter in  these  unhealthy  dwellings.      The 
general  provisions  of  the  present  BUI  were 
these — Its  operation    was  limited  to   the 
City  of  London,  the  Uetropolis,  boronghs 


state  that  the  whole  of  Chi 
only  two  persona — one  a  m 
man  of  the  parish,  and  the 
missionary  solemnly  assured  me  that  theas  pli 
were  neior  entered  bj  either  a  clergyman  or  ■ 
polioemnn ;  the  only  viailora  to  these  wretched 
domicilea  being  the  doctor  and  bimseir" 
He  could  multiply  indefinitely  those  oases, 
and  he  trusted  their  Lordships  would  con> 
aider  those  he  had  given  as  merely  speci- 
mens of  what  was  too  general  ;  because, 


°"u  1^  T/  S'°1*"''   i5T    '"l,  I'"'    ""•■'kio  juri.diclion  of  Lo<il  Board., 


could  be  adduced  they  would  li 
imperfect  idea   of  the   wretchcdnees 
demoralization  which  existed  in  all  those 


towns  under  CommissionerB  constituted  by 
local  Acts,  and  pieces  with  Local  Boards 
under  Public  Health  Act  and  Local  Oo- 


places  where   this  terrible  overcrowding    ^emment  Act.     The  Bill  provided  for  the 

«i8ted.     It  would  be  a  reproaeh  to  the    appointment  of  an  Officer  of  Health  in  any 

Legislature  and  to  the  country  if  ti^  ot.     f^        ,  ,       ,        .  . 

tempt  were  made  to  remedy, 

to  mitigate,   such   an  evil   by 

interference.  Their  Lord 

rally  ask  whether  there 


jj.=™  where  none  already  exists.     If  the 
at  least    officer  of  Health  (whether  on  repreeenla- 
-  "      ■    m,    ■    T     :.  V    ■       P''"^'^    tion  or  otherwise)  found   any  street  or 
mterferenoe.  Their  Lordships  would  natu-  ;  ig^a  ^DEt  for  human  habitation,  or  in 

rnllv  hhIt  nftidf h^r   Jh^irfl   ^FBB   in   ^Tlitrpnrp     ^  ■-..        .     -t  ._   a   _ 


^.  ,    .  ,     ,  ,   ,  ,  ,  -      ft  condition  to  be  injurious  or  dangerous  to 

egislation  calculated  to  earn;  out  in  I  health,  he  was  to  report  to  the  Local 
any  degree  the  object  of  .this  Bill?  In  I  Authority.  That  body,  designated  in  the 
1851  the  noble  Eurl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  gohedule  as  being  the  Local  Authority, 
Shaftesbury)  introduced  a  Bill  empowering    ^^^  j^  ^^^^  ^  ^f  the  Beport  to  the 

the  local   aulhonties  to   exorcise  certain  i^^^  ^,f  ^^^  j        together  with  plans 

powers  with  regard  to  lodging-houses  for  ^„ ^  apecifloations  of  the  works  necessary, 
the  poor.  It  was  unnecessary  that  he  j^g  ^  ^jthin  fourteen  days  after  no- 
should  state  the  details  of  that  Bill  as  it  ^  ti^^^  ^^^^^  ^jate  objections  to  the  plan,  Ac.. 
;,  and  had  ,     u-  j^  ^    t      ,   Authority  miebt  altei 


was  merely  a  permissive  measure, 
failed  in  carrying  out  the  object  ii 
By  the  proTisioDs  of  the  Public  Health 


which  the  Local  Authority  might  alter. 
An  appeal  would  lie  to  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions.   Within  three  calendar  months  after 


Act  of  1 866.  the  Secretary  of  State  might    ^^^   ;^jg^  ^^  „^jg_  within  one  month 


empower  the  nuisance  authority  of  any 
city  or  town  of  not  leas  than  5,000 
habitants  to  make  regulations — 


ifter  determination  of  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, the  owner  was  to  state,  in  writing, 
whether  he  would  execute  works  or  not. 


1.  for  filing  the  number  of  paraoni  who  may    jf   -^^    elected    to    execute  the 


occupy  a  bouse  or  part  of  a  house  which 

lodgings  or  oocupiod  by  members  of 

one  &mily  ;  1,  for  enrorcing  therein  the  prori 


works  and  did  not  do  so,  the  Local  Au- 
thority might  order  the   premises   to   be 


lodstion  and  other  appliances  aod    closed,   or  execute  the  works  themselves. 
"    "'  If  he  did   not  elect   to  do  so,  the  Local 


>f  oleanlineas  in  proportioi 


bsr  of  lodgings  and  oooupien,  and  the  cleansing  i  iuthoritv  mieht  shut  up  the  promisee 
■nil  Tnntiliitian  of  the  oommon  nassaies  and  atair- f  ,        ■*..      °        i-s.i. i 


in  of  the  oommon 

ofbnoe,  1 

Lord  CAiinu/ord 


purchase  them;  and  if  the  purchase  money 
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be  made  of  the  market  value  of  the  pro- 
perty as  being  unfit  for  human  habitation; 
where  the  Local  Authority  was  entitled 
to  acquire  premises  they  might  empower 
a  building  company  to  act  on  their  be- 
half,  on  terms  and  conditions  as  to  the 
payment  of  the  compensation,  and  as  to 
executing  the  works  under  the  superin- 
tendence of  the  surveyor  to  Local  Autho- 
rity.    The  owner,  instead  of  e£fecting  the 
improvements,  might  take  down  the  build- 
ings, but  might  not  re-build  on  the  site 
any  house  injurious  or  dangerous  to  health. 
If  the  lessee  refused  to  execute  the  works 
the  landlord  might  do  it,  hut  the  lease 
would  be  forfeited,  and  the  value  of  in- 
terest must  be  paid.   The  Local  Authority 
was  to  hold  all  property  acquired  under 
the  Act  upon  trust  to  provide,  by  the  con- 
struction of  new  or  repairing  of  existing 
buildings,  the  labouring  classes  with  suit- 
able dwellings;  and  for  opening  out  en- 
closed,  or  partially  enclosed,    alleys    or 
courts  inhabited  by  the  labouring  classes, 
or  otherwise  leaving  such  open  spaces  as 
may  be  necessary  to  make  them  healthful. 
The  Local  Authority  was  every  year  to 
present,  in  the  form  required  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  an  account  of  what  had 
been  done  and  of  monies  received  and 
paid.    The  expenses  incurred  by  the  Local 
Authority  were  to  be  defrayed  out  of  the 
local  rate.    The  Puhlio  Works  Loan  Com- 
missioners might  make  loans  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Act,  to  be  secured  by  mort- 
gage of  the  buildings   erected  or  to  be 
erected,  and  by  mortgage  of  the  local  rate. 
The  Local  Authority  was  not  empowered 
to  increase  the  local  rate  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Act  beyond  2d.  in  the  pound.    The 
Bill  applied  equally  to  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land.   Having  laid  before  their  Lordships 
the  principal  provisions  of  the  Bill,  he 
would  proceed  to  state  some  of  the  objec- 
tions which  had  been  raised  against  the 
Bill — their  Lordships  were  no  doubt  al- 
ready aware  of  some  of  these  through  the 
printed  papers  that  had  been  circulated. 
In  the  nrst  place,  it  was  said  that  this 
was  the  first  time  an  attempt  had  been 
made  to  take  from  private  owners  compul- 
Borily  their  property  when  not  required 
for  any  public  purpose.    He  did  not  know 
in  what  restricted  sense  this  objection  was 
to  be  taken;  but  for  himself  he  could  hardly 
conceive  a  more  important  public  purpose 
than  that  which  this  Bill  was  intended  to 
effect.    Let  them  by  all  means  respect 
private  property;  but  to  what  species  of 
property  did   this  measure  relate?    To 


houses  unfit  for  human  habitation,  and 
which  were  therefore  likely  to  engender 
disease.  Such  houses  were  unfit  for  human 
habitation,  either  by  reason  of  originally 
improper  construction,  or  from  want  of 
proper  repair ;    and  in   either  case,   the 
fault  being  in  the  proprietors  or  lessees, 
who  had  promoted  an  evil  which  was  be- 
yond the  power  of  the  law,  it  would  be 
monstrous  that  there  should  be  no  power 
to  abate  the  nuisance.    Objection  had  been 
made  by  the  Vestry  of  Marylebone  to  the 
substitution  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  for  the  vestries  of  the  different 
parishes.    Now,   he  must  say  the  whole 
of  a  town  was  interested  in  weeding  out 
those  nurseries  of  disease  and  pestilence 
which  might  spread  themselves  over  the 
community,   and  that  was  of  infinitely 
greater  importance  to  the  town  itself  than 
even  the  providing  parks  for  the  health 
and  recreation  of  the  people.    It  was  not 
at  all  improbable  that  vestrymen  of  pa- 
rishes migfit  themselves  be  the  owners  of 
property  of  this  description — and  ho  had 
read  to  their  Lordships  a  remarkable  in- 
stance where  this  was  actually  the  case — 
and  therefore   he  felt  very  strongly  in- 
deed that  it  was  infinitely  better  that  the 
Metropolitan   Board    of    Works,    against 
whom    no  such    imputation  of   interest 
could  be  alleged,  should  be  placed  in  a 
position  to  control  this  important  matter 
rather  than  the  vestries  of  the  different 
parishes.  Another  objection  had  been  made 
by  the  parish  of  Marylebone  with  regard 
to  the  local  rate  not  to  exceed  2d,  in  the 
pound  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act ;  but  as  to  this  great  misunder- 
standing  prevailed.     It  was  not  a  building 
rate,  as  seemed  to  be  supposed — it  would 
not  be  called  for  unless  where  the  Local 
Authority  undertook   the  works  and  re- 
quired a  loan  from  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners — the  property  would  after- 
wards be  sold  to  reimburse  the  expendi- 
ture, and  the  rate  would  only  be  required 
to  make  up  any  deficiency  between  the 
amount  borrowed  and  the  sum  realized  by 
the  sale.    This  measure  was  one  of  essen- 
tial importance  to  the  comfort,  health,  and» 
he  might  add,  decency  of  thousands  upon 
thousands  in  the  metropolis.     It  was  only 
the  other  day  that  he  read  a  paragraph  in 
a  newspaper,   which  was   by  no  means 
complimentary  to   their  Lordships,  with 
reference  to  this  Bill.     The  Observer  of 
the  24th  of  May,  said — 

«  The  Bill  of  Mr.  Torrens  to  provide  luitable 
dwelliogs  for  the  workbg  oUsses  has  gone  up  tg 
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the  Lords,  and  it  is  already  besei  wifch  perils.  The 
great  property  owners  of  London,  more  espeoially 
those  who  have  seats  in  the  Upper  House,  are 
opposed  to  the  measure.  A  vast  area  of  London 
belongs  to  eminent  Members  of  the  peerage,  and 
if  such  noblemen  obstruct  the  passage  of  the  Bill 
in  their  own  supposed  interest,  or  that  of  the 
leaseholders,  it  will  probably  be  lost  and  the  e?ils 
which  so  much  require  remedy  will  not  only  con- 
tinue but  increase,  until  once  more  pestilence  will 
assail  us  and  all  classes,  under  the  alarm  that 
will  be  excited,  will  begin  again  to  talk  of  doing 
something  to  mitigate  oTorcrowding  and  the  habi* 
tation  of  unhealthy  houses." 

LoED  PORTMAN :  Why  do  not  you 
read  the  conclusion  of  the  paragraph  ?  It 
was  in  these  words,  "Do  this  at  your 
peril." 

LoBD  CHELMSFORD  said,  he  did  not 
know  whether  any  of  their  Lordships  were 
unhappily  owners  of  property  of  this  de- 
scription, but  if  they  were,  he  was  quite 
confident  it  would  not  influence  them  in 
the  slightest  degree;  their  only  desire 
would  be  to  enter  into  the  consideration 
of  this  measure  as  they  would  to  any  other 
measure.  This  he  was  quite  sure  of — that 
if  they  were  to  "do  it  at  their  peril," 
they  would  never  he  deterred  from  dis- 
charging their  duty  by  such  a  threat  as 
that ;  but  that  they  would  discharge  their 
duty  with  respect  to  it  as  they  did  on  every 
other  occasion  which  was  for  the  benefit 
of  the  country.  He  now  asked  them  to 
give  the  Bill  a  second  reading.  The  other 
evening  his  noble  Friend  at  the  table  (Lord 
Portman),  rather  irregularly,  had  made 
some  observations  with  regard  to  the 
Bill,  and  pressed  on  him  the  necessity  of 
sending  it  to  a  Select  Committee.  Ke 
thought  it  undesirable  that  the  Bill  should 
be  sent  to  a  Select  Committee,  because  he 
might  be  unable  to  attend  the  Committee, 
being  engaged  in  hearing  appeals ;  but  he 
knew  very  well  when  suggestions  of  this 
kind  were  thrown  out,  and  with  an  ap- 
parent assent  from  some  of  their  Lord- 
ships, it  would  not  be  very  hopeful  for 
him  to  struggle  against  the  proposal.  If 
therefore  the  noble  Lord  made  a  Motion 
to  that  efifect,  he  should  consent  to  it  and 
would  attend  the  Committee,  and  he  was 
happy  to  add  he  had  secured  the  services 
of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite 
with  the  same  view.  He  moved  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. 

M<W9d,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (Lord  Chslmtford.) 

The  Eabl  of  SHAFTESBURY  said,  he 
could  endorse,  with  great  sincerity  and 
truth,  all  that  had  been  said  by  his  noble 
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and  learned  Friend  as  to  the  evil  condi- 
tion of  things  both  in  London  and  many 
large  towns  in  the  country.  The  Bill  pro- 
posed was  open  to  many  objections,  no 
doubt;  but  they  were  not  of  such  a  charac- 
ter that  they  could  not  be  easily  amended, 
or  altogether  removed  in  Committee.  He 
thought  it  most  desirable  that  the  House 
should  give  a  second  reading  to  the  Bill, 
because  it  really  was  an  honest  and  a  wise 
endeavour  to  remedy  one  of  the  most  ter- 
rible evils  that  ever  afflicted  any  large 
community.  The  evil  was  growing  ra- 
pidly in  all  parts  of  London,  and  in  all  the 
largo  towns  throughout  the  kingdom.  In 
London,  particularly,  where  the  work  of 
demolition  was  going  on  at  a  very  great 
rate  for  railways  and  improvements,  there 
was  an  influx  of  from  60,000  or  70,000 
persons  every  year,  all  coming  into  com- 
petition for  houses  with  the  displaced 
families,  and  the  consequence  was  a  great 
increase  in  house  rents,  a  necessity  for 
overcrowding,  and  an  increase  of  rent  into 
the  bargain.  It  was  quite  true  that  the  BiU 
directed  attention  to  only  one  part  of  the 
evil— houses  unfit  for  human  habitation- 
hut  those  who  were  acquainted  with  tho 
nature  of  these  dwellings,  as  he  had  been 
for  thirty  years,  would  readily  understand 
that  such  a  description  involved  every  e?il 
arising  from  disrepair,  from  filth,  from 
want  of  air,  want  of  light,  want  of  water, 
and  from  every  other  noxious  influence. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  referred,  in 
reference  to  Liverpool,  to  the  admirable 
Report  of  Dr.  Trench,  who  showed  how 
great  were  the  physical  and  moral  evils  of 
overcrowding.  He  was,  however,  afraid 
that  overcrowding  would  be  in  some  mea- 
sure the  consequence  of  the  present  Bill. 
Demolitions  would  occur  without  sufficient 
preparation  being  made  for  the  displaced 
population,  as  Boards  of  Guardians  would 
probably  be  disinclined  to  incur  an  ex- 
penditure which  was  to  be  defrayed  by  a 
rate.  Nevertheless,  the  state  of  things  in 
London  had  become  so  serious  that  he  was 
exceedingly  anxious  that  their  Lordships 
should  give  a  second  reading  to  the  Bill, 
as  such  a  proceeding  would  prove  their 
Lordships'  sympathy  for  the  object  in  view. 
Ho  was,  however,  sorry  to  confess  his 
apprehension  that  the  powers  given  by  the 
Bill  were  so  extensive  and  the  means  of 
action  so  limited,  that  he  feared  it  would 
remain  a  dead  letter  on  the  statute  book. 
He  was  anxious,  however,  that  it  should 
be  considered  by  a  Select  Committee,  who 
might  be  able  to  make  such  alterations  as 
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wonid  render  it  a  better  working  measure, 
60  as  to  some  extent  at  least  to  confer  a 
benefit  on  that  class  of  the  population 
whose  condition  demanded  immediate  con- 
sideration. 

The  Duke  of   SOMERSET  said,   be 
thoroughly  concurred  in  the  principle  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill,  and  had  long  thought 
some  such  measure  necessary ;  and  he  was 
therefore  sorry  to  hear   the  uoble   Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  say  that,  after 
all,  the  Bill  would  remain  a  dead  letter. 
He,  on  the  contrary,  hoped  that,  when  it 
came  out  of  the  Select  Committee,  it  would 
be  found  to  be  an  effective  measure.     It 
should  be  borne  in  mind  that  two  of  the 
great  requisites  for  constructing  new  and 
improved  dwellings  for   the    poor   were 
cheap  materials,  and  the  exercise  of  strict 
economy  in  the  employment  of  those  by 
whom   the  work  was  to  be  performed. 
Now,  during  the  last  twenty  years  Par- 
liament had  done  everything  in  its  power 
to  reduce  the  cost  of  constructing  houses 
for  the  labouring  classes,  having  taken  off 
the  duties  on  bricks,  timber,  and  glass. 
But  what  had  the  labouring  classes  them* 
selves  done  ?    The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  described  the  state  of  the  dwellings 
for  the  poor  in  Manchester  as  being  most 
objectionable ;  but  what   builder  would 
attempt  to  build  houses  there,  when  it 
appeared  from  the  Report  of  the  Trades' 
Unions  Commissioners,  that  the  moment  a 
man  tried  to  make  bricks  cheap,  workmen 
in  the  trade  destroyed  100,000  of  his  bricks 
in  a  night,  and  shot  and  murdered  him. 
When  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  spoke  of 
the  grievous  sufferings  of  the  poor  from 
want  of  proper  habitations,  it  should  be 
remembered  that  the  evil  arose,  in  no  slight 
degree,   from  the  oppressive  conduct  of 
others   of   their  own  class.     Persons  in 
Manchester  were  not  allowed  to  obtain 
bricks  made  in  another  district.     A  brick- 
making  company,  which  proposed  to  make 
better  and  cheaper  bricks  than  had  pre- 
viously been  manufactured,  were  obliged 
to  give  up  their  business  altogether.     He 
mentioned  these  things  because,  when  con- 
sidering the  state  of  the  labouring  classes, 
it  was  right  to  bear  in  mind  how  far  their 
condition  was  duo  to  their  own  conduct. 
They  did  all  they  could  to  raise  the  price 
of  materials,  and  objected  to  cheap  work 
and  to  the  multiplying  of  workmen.     It 
was  impossible  that  the  benefits,  which  it 
was  desired  to  confer  on  the  poor  by  this 
measure,  could  be  enjoyed  by  them  unless 
they  themselves  had  the  good  sense  to 


assist  in   rendering  the  construction   of 
dwellings  cheap. 

The  Bishop  op  LONDON  said,  from 
the    view   he    took    of   its    bearing    on 
the  moral  and   spiritual  welfare   of  the 
crowded  population  of  the  metropolis,  his 
earnest  desire  was  that  this    Bill   might 
pass.      There  was  always  some  danger 
besetting  a  Bill  which  was  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee ;   but  he  hoped  that  if 
this  Bill  wero  sent  to  a  Select  Committee 
its  details  would  be  considered  with  a  full 
determination  that  it  should  be  made  an 
effective  measure.     The  details  which  had 
been  mentioned  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  were  very  similar  to  those  which  had 
been  furnished  from  various  parishes  in  his 
diocese,  and  they  showed  a  state  of  things 
which  was  a  disgrace  to  a  civilized  country. 
If  such  a  state  of  things  continued  to  exist 
he  thought  that  all  efforts  to  improve  the 
spiritual  condition  of  the  population  and  to 
extend  education  among  the  masses  must 
to  a  great  extent  be  rendered  powerless. 
He  had  been  told  that  in  one  of  the  metro- 
politan parishes  a  person  who  was  ques- 
tioning the  owner  of  some  dilapidated  cot- 
tage property  as  to  his  gross  and  net  returns 
from  the  property,  found  it  difficult  to 
make  the  landlord  understand  the  difference 
between  net  and  gross,  the  owner  stating 
that  during  the  six  years  he  had  been  pos- 
sessed of  the  property  he  had  never  laid 
out  a  penny  in  the  repair  of  his  wretched 
{ tetiements.     There  was  no  doubt,  as  had 
been  pointed  out  by  the  noble  Duke  oppo- 
site (the  Duke  of  Somerset),  that  the  state 
in  which  the  labouring  classes  were  too 
frequently  found  was  partly  due  to  their 
not  endeavouring  to  rise  to  a  better  con- 
dition ;  but  it  should,  at  the  same  time,  be 
remembered  that  the  very  fact  of  their 
living  in  the  wretched  dwellings  provided 
for  them  in  London  and  other  large  towns 
was  one   of   the  causes   that   tended   to 
demoralize  them.     In  many  parts  of  the 
metropolis  the  existence  of  these  miserable 
dwellings  was  to  bo  accounted  for  by  the 
difiiculty  of  making  out  good  titles  for  the 
sites  on  which  they  stood.     In  the  parish 
of  St.  James,  in  the  very  centre  of  the  me- 
tropolis, there  was  a  person  recently  living 
on  a  piece  of  ground,  where  he  had  erected 
a  miserable  one-story  house,  and  there  was 
no  one  to  eject  him  on  account  of  the  diffi- 
culty of  making  out  a  good  title.     If  some 
power  could  be  devised  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee for  securing  the  titles  of  persons 
who  should  erect  good  dwellings  for  tU 
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laboaring  classes  a  great  senrice  would  be 
done.  He  hoped  the  Bill  would  be  so 
dealt  with  by  the  Select  Committee  that  it 
would  prove  an  effective  measure,  in  which 
case  he  was  sure  it  would  be  of  incalcula- 
ble advantage  in  the  metropolis  and  else* 
where. 

LosD  PORTMAN  said,  that  as  his  noble 
and  learned    Friend    (Lord   Chelmsford) 
had  consented  to  the  Bill  being  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  he  did  not  feel  it 
necessary  to  trouble  their  Lordships  with 
many  observations  on  the  subject  of  the 
measure ;  but  after  the  remarks  which  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  read  from  a 
newspaper  to  their  Lordships,  he  felt  it 
would  be  cowardly  of  him  not  to  at  once 
state  that,  as  a  large  owner  of  house  pro- 
perty, he  was  prepared  ''  at  his  peril''  to 
oppose  in  its  present  form  a  great  deal  of 
the  Bill,  which,  in  the  paper  quoted  for 
the  Hoase,  was  described  as  *'  a  most  salu- 
tary and  necessary  piece  of  legislation." 
He  would,  however,  do  his  best  to  make 
a  good  Bill  of  what  was  at  present  the 
most  crude  and  dangerous  piece  of  legis- 
lation that  had  for   a  long  period  come 
from  the  other  House  of  Parliament.     He 
might  observe  that  it  would  be  impossible 
by  any  reduction  they  might  make  in  the 
cost  of  materials,   and  by  checking  the 
power  of  raising  wages  exercised  by  trades 
unions,  so  to  reduce  Uie  cost  of  buildings  as 
to  repay  in  seven  years  the  expenditure 
which  the  Bill  stated  was  to  be  repaid  in 
that  time.     Then  there  was  this  defect 
in  the  Bill,  that  on  the  ground  acquired 
nominally  to   build  houses  for    artizans, 
and  on   which  a   vacant  site  had  been 
made  by  pulling  down  dilapidated  houses, 
there  was  no  necessity,  according  to  the 
terms  of  the  Bill,  to  erect  dwellings  suit- 
able for  artizans.      The  requirement  was 
the  erection  of    ''human   habitations;" 
but  a   ''human  habitation"  might  be  a 
house  suitable  for  the  residence  of  one  of 
their  Lordships.     Again,   the  Bill  as  it 
stood  would  oblige  owners  who  had  taken 
proper  care  of  their  houses  to  pay  for  the 
laohes  of  persons  who  had  allowed  their 
houses  to  get  into  a  state  of  dilapidation, 
and  become  centres  of  disease.    Moreover, 
the  attempt  to  charge  Greenwich,  for  ex- 
ample, to  a  rate  in  aid  of  St.  Giles'  could 
not  be  defended  in  such  a  Bill.     He  had 
also  to  observe  that  there  was  no  provi- 
sion enabling  tenants  for  life  to  charge  the 
estate   with  the  cost   of   improvements. 
Now,  he  submitted  that  it  would  be  very 
important  to  have  a  clause  giving  such  a 
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power  brought  before  the  Seleet  Committee 
tor  careful  consideration.  Then,  what  was 
the  proper  definition  of  the  word  "  owner" 
as  used  in  the  Bill  ?  If  claims  to  owner- 
ship  were  to  be  made  by  perhaps  some 
half  dozen  parties  having  different  in- 
terests, was  it  to  be  left  to  the  magistrate 
to  decide  which  of  them  was  the  owner 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Act,  if  this  Bill 
should  become  law  ?  It  is  very  novel  to 
give  the  Local  Authority  power  to  take  the 
freehold  to  build  houses  at  a  loss,  for  no 
such  house  can  pay  an  adequate  interest  for 
the  expenditure  ;  but  what  is  even  worse 
power  is  taken  to  create  building  com- 
panies. He  threw  out  these  few  sugges- 
tions to  show  how  much  the  Bill  needed 
careful  examination ;  but  he  believed  that 
if  it  were  sent  to  a  Select  Committee,  a 
good  measure  to  meet  the  evils  which  tiie 
Bill  was  intended  to  check  would  be  the 
result  of  the  Committee's  deliberations. 
The  speech  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
was  much  applied  to  the  overcrowding  of 
houses  ;  but  in  the  Bill  there  is  not  one 
word  that  applies  to  that  part  of  the  sub- 
ject ;  it  is  already  provided  for  by  law. 
He  (Lord  Portman)  believed  that  the  Bill 
had  not  been  framed  with  due  care,  and 
he  asked  the  House  to  refer  it  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  Peers  who  really  imderstood  the 
subject,  and  above  all  to  disregard  the 
threats  of  the  writer  in  the  J)aily  TeU* 
graph. 

The  DiTKE  of  MARLBOROUGH  trusted 
their  Lordships  would  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time.  Whatever  were  the  faults 
of  the  measure  in  detail  it  had  received 
the  strongest  commendations  from  parties 
who  took  interest  in  the  question  and  who 
hoped  the  measure  would  become  law.  He 
had  heard  numerous  statements  corrobora- 
tive of  those  which  had  been  made  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  and  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  who  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
dwellings  of  the  poorer  population  in  Lon- 
don and  other  large  towns.  One  of  the 
chief  merits  of  the  Bill  was  that  it  took  up 
the  matter  where  the  Sanitary  Act  of 
1866  left  it.  Under  this  Sanitary  Act 
there  was  no  power  to  remove  those 
nuisances  which  frequently  arose  from 
dilapidated  buildings  in  the  centres  of 
large  populations.  The  present  measure 
would  therefore,  he  thought,  be  a  great 
advance  upon  existing  legislation.  There 
were,  on  the  other  hand,  some  objections 
of  considerable  weight  which  had  been 
urged  to  the  details  of  the  Bill,  which 
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ought  to  be  taken  into  consideration,  but 
which  could  be  best  dealt  with  in  a  Select 
Committee.  When  a  similar  Bill  was  in- 
troduced two  years  ago  the  parishes  were 
constituted  the  ''Local  Authority"  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Bill.  Under  the  pre^ 
sent  Bill  it  was  proposed  to  extend  the 
area  of  taxation  to  the  whole  of  the  Me- 
tropolis (exclusive  of  the  City  of  London, 
the  Local  Authority  of  which  was  the 
Commissioners  of  Sewers),  and  to  intrust 
the  whole  control  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works.  He  must  say  that  that 
arrangement  appeared  to  him  to  be  the 
first  step  to  the  equalization  of  the  rates 
generally  over  a  large  and  extensive  area. 
That  was  a  point  which  would  require 
careful  consideration.  Another  reason  for 
referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee 
was  the  necessity  of  making  its  details 
harmonize  with  the  working  of  private 
Acts,  Acts  which  had  been  passed  in 
order  to  enable  particular  localities  to 
effect  some  of  those  results  which  it  was 
sought  by  this  Bill  to  do  for  the  country 
generally  ;  and  it  would  be  but  fair  to 
hear  the  representatives  of  those  places  if 
they  had  any  objections  to  urge  against  the 
measure.  lie  believed  that  the  Bill  was 
capable  of  being  rendered  a  most  effective 
and  valuable  one;  and  he  trusted  that  when 
it  came  back  to  them  from  the  Select 
Committee  it  would  be  in  a  shape  that 
would  render  it  much  more  practical  in  its 
operation  than  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
seemed  to  anticipate.  lie  (the  Duke  of 
Marlborough)  thanked  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  for  the  extreme  attention 
he  had  given  to  the  measure,  and  he  hoped 
it  would  become,  if  not  a  perfect  piece  of 
legislation,  at  all  events  such  a  measure 
as  was  really  needed,  in  order  that  those 
dilapidated  and  unhealthy  dwellings  in  the 
centres  of  large  populations  might  be  re- 
moved. 

The  Eabl  of  DERBY  said,  he  did  not 
think  there  was  any  difference  of  opinion 
in  their  Lordships'  House  as  regarded  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  He  cordially  sup- 
ported the  second  reading;  but  he  thought 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  exercised  a 
wise  discretion  in  consenting  to  have  it 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  because  all 
his  (the  Earl  of  Derby's)  experience  in 
that  House  convinced  him  that  when  there 
was  a  general  desire  on  the  part  of  their 
Lordships  to  effect  a  particular  object,  that 
object  was  much  more  likely  to  be  at- 
tained by  the  consideration  of  the  details 
of  any  measure  for  the  purpose  by  a  Select 


Committee,  composed  of  persons  really  in- 
terested in  the  subject,  than  by  any  at- 
tempt to  deal  with  it  in  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House.  It  struck  him  that 
one  great  defect  in  the  Bill  was  its  not 
dealing  with  the  case  of  overcrowding  in 
dwellings.  The  Bill  proposed  to  deal  with 
dwellings  that  were  unfit  for  human  habi- 
tation. There  were,  however,  a  great 
many  habitations  perfectly  fit  for  the  occu- 
pation of  three  or  four  persons,  but  utterly 
unfit  for  the  occupation  of  twenty  or  thirty. 
And  that  was  a  great  and  serious  evil  not 
touched  by  the  Bill.  Whatever,  therefore, 
the  merits  of  the  Bill — and  he  did  not 
deny  that  it  possessed  great  merits  —  is 
failed  to  deal  with  one  most  serious  point, 
depending  not  so  much  on  the  owner  as 
on  the  occupier  of  property.  Every  one 
at  all  interested  in  cotti^e  or  small  house 
property  of  any  description  knew  the  great 
difficulty  of  preventing  the  introduction 
of  lodgers.  For  example,  in  a  cottage 
built  with  three  bedrooms  and  a  kitchen — 
and  no  cottage  ought  ever  to  be  built  with 
less — they  constantly  found  the  occupier, 
though  having  a  large  family  of  his  own, 
taking  in  one,  two,  or  three  lodgers,  and 
so  overcrowding  his  own  family  to  the 
disregard  of  all  decency,  and  in  spite,  it 
might  be,  of  the  utmost  efforts  of  the  land- 
lord. Another  point  to  which  he  hoped 
the  Select  Committee  would  give  their 
serious  attention  was  the  ownership  of 
house  property  of  this  particular  class.  In 
the  Bill  the  word  **  owner,"  in  addition 
to  the  definition  given  in  the  Lands  Clauses 
Act,  which  was  incorporated  with  this  Act, 
was  to  mean  "all  the  owners,  if  more 
than  one,  of  any  premises,  or  estate,  or 
interest  in  any  premises  required  to  be 
dealt  with  under  this  Act."  The  defini- 
tion was  important,  because  the  owner, 
under  the  Bill,  was  to  be  called  upon  to 
do  certain  repairs,  and  if  he  failed  to  com- 
ply his  property  might  be  taken.  Take 
the  commonest  case  in  the  world,  of  the 
owner  in  fee  granting  a  building  lease. 
His  noble  Friend  (Lord  Portman)  had  con- 
siderable experience  of  this  nature  in  Lon- 
don, as  he  himself  had  in  other  great 
towns.  Suppose  that  a  long  lease  were 
granted — as  in  some  places  for  seventy-five 
years,  or  as  in  others  for  ninety-nine  years 
—and  that  shortly  before  the  expiration  of 
the  term  it  appeared  that  the  property  was 
going  to  rack  and  ruin,  and  that  the  houses 
were  becoming  unfit  for  human  habitation. 
Under  the  terms  of  the  Bill  the  Local  An- 
tiiority  would  call  upon  the  owner  to  rer 
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bnild.  Bat  the  owner  might  not  be  the 
owner  in  fee ;  and  even  if  he  were,  he 
would  have  no  right  to  enter  npon  the 
property  till  the  expiration  of  the  lease. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  would  never  be  worth 
the  while  of  the  lessee,  with  only  ten  or 
fifteen  years  unexpired  interest,  to  re- 
build. Under  these  circumstances,  the 
Local  Authority  might  take  possession,  be- 
cause the  owner  did  not  do  what  he  had  \ 
no  power  to  do,  and  what  had  been  ren-  ; 
dered  necessary  by  the  default  of  the  lessee,  j 
Then  the  Local  Authority  themselves,  sup- 
posing they  took  possession  of  the  property,  ' 
could  be  in  no  better  position  than  the  ; 
lessee  —  they  could  not  re-build  for  the 
short  term  unexpired.  He  did  not  at  all 
mean  to  say  that  if  houses  fell  into  utter  [ 
want  of  repair,  and  became  unfit  for  human 
habitation,  there  ought  not  to  exist  a 
power  of  compelling  them  to  be  put  into 
decent  tenantable  condition,  or,  failing 
that,  of  enabling  the  Local  Authority  to 
pull  them  down  and  re-build  them.  All 
he  suggested  was,  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, in  dealing  with  this  measure, 
should  look  carefully  at  the  position  of 
the  owner,  and  see  that  the  definition 
given  in  the  Bill  corresponded  with  what 
in  practice  would  be  found  judicious,  and 
also  with  an  equitable  distribution  of  the 
burden  of  responsibility.  He  did  not  pro- 
pose to  trouble  their  Lordships  by  moving 
any  Instructions  to  the  Committee ;  he 
contented  himself  with  calling  attention 
to  the  two  points  which  seemed  to  him 
most  to  require  careful  consideration.  And 
he  felt  certain  that  the  measure  would 
receive,  at  the  hands  of  the  Committee, 
that  patient  investigation  which  its  impor- 
tance so  eminently  deserved. 

Earl  FORTESCUE  desired  to  say  that 
having  taken  a  deep  interest  for  twenty- 
five  years  in  subjects  of  this  class,  he  was 
unspeakably  gratified  at  the  spirit  with 
which  a  reform  so  invaluable  had  been 
approached  by  all  the  speakers.  The  speech 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat  down 
afforded  probably  the  best  measure  of  the 
important  labours  which  the  Select  Com- 
mittee would  be  called  upon  to  undertake. 
If  they  could  not  deal  effectually  with 
overcrowding,  they  might  still  turn  their 
attention  to  measures  which  produced  this 
evil.  Railways  had  an  immense  influence 
in  this  matter ;  and  he  was  of  opinion  that 
if  the  companies  were  more  liberal  in  re- 
ference to  workmen's  trains,  a  great  deal 
of  the  difficulty  of  overcrowding  might  be 
got  rid  of.    Unless  the  labouring  poor 
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were  better  lodged  school  instniotion  would 
be  insufficient  to  promote  the  well-being  of 
the  people. 

Motion  agreed  to:  Bill  read  2*  accor- 
dingly. 

LosD  FORniAN  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  re/erred  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee. 

And,  on  Fridfty,  May  29,  the  Lords  following 
were  named  of  the  Committee : — 


1x1.  Prirj  Seal 
D.  Somerset 

D.  Beaufort 

E.  Derby 

K.  ShaOesbury 
£.  Camarvon 
E.  Cadogan 
E.  Kimberley 


L.  Bp.  London 
L.  Sundridge 
L.  Foley 
L.  Portman 
L.  Chelmsford 
L.  Westbury 
L.  lleredyth 
L.  Penrhyn. 


SEA  FISHERIES  (IRELAND)  BILL 

{The  Duke  of  Richmond.) 

(No.  96.)   COMMITTEE   (ON  BE- COMMITMIKT). 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Honse  to  be 
again  put  into  Committee  on  the  Bill  (on 
Be- commitment)  read. 

The  Marques8  of  CLANRICARDE 
presented  a  Petition  of  Frank  T.  Back- 
land  and  others  praying  for  Amend- 
ment of  the  Billy  and  that  it  may  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  that  it  would  act  most 
prejudicially  in  reference  to  the  prosperity 
of  the  Irish  oyster  fisheries,  especially  as 
the  present  system  of  dredging  was  very 
destructive.  At  all  events,  he  did  not  eeo 
why  the  Convention  should  not  he  sus- 
pended for  a  year,  to  give  time  to  make 
arrangements. 

House  in  Committee  aocordingly. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  stated  the 
course  he  proposed  to  adopt  with  a  view  to 
meet  the  case  of  the  Irish  fishermen.  He 
understood  the  grievance  to  consiat  in  a 
fear  that  fishermen  would  flock  from  the 
English  Channel  during  the  close  time  to 
the  coast  of  Ireland,  where  the  close  time 
was  shorter.  He  therefore  proposed  to 
insert  a  clause  after  Clause  68  enabling  the 
Queen  in  Council  to  give  powers  to  the 
Irish  fishery  Commissioners  to  make  bye- 
laws  over  that  portion  of  their  waters 
beyond  the  three-mile  limit,  and  providing 
that  the  close  time  io  the  English  Channel 
should  correspond  with  the  close  time  be- 
yond the  three-mile  limit  on  the  Irish 
coast.  He  also  proposed  to  extend  the 
powers  of  the  Commissioners,  enabling 
them   to  mako  byo-laws  operating  over 
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twenty  miles  between  two  points  on  tbe 
coast  of  Ireland.  He  believed  this  would 
satisfy  the  requirements  of  the  Irish 
fishermen. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Stanley  of 
Aldbklet, 

The  Ditkb  oe  RICHMOND  expressed 
his  belief  that  the  very  worst  thing  that 
could  happen  to  the  oyster  fishermen  in 
Ireland  would  be  that  this  Bill  should  not 
pass,  because  if  it  did  not  the  close  time 
would  be  the  same  as  that  under  the  old 
Convontion.  It  was  a  mistake  to  imagine 
that  the  French  Government  were  anxious 
for  the  change ;  because  that  Gbvernment 
believed  that  in  entering  into  this  Conven- 
tion they  were  giving  up  everything  and 
gaining  nothing.  They  had,  however, 
consented  to  shorten  the  close  time  by  six 
weeks. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  that 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  would  en- 
deavour to  negotiate  with  the  French  Go- 
vernment a  supplementary  Convention  to 
on  able  bye -laws  to  be  made  applicable  to 
French  subjects  fishing  in  the  seas  be- 
tween Ireland  and  England,  then  the 
Irish  oyster  banks  would  be  placed  in 
precisely  the  same  position  as  the  oyster 
banks  dealt  with  by  the  Convention  for 
the  Channel. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  the 
clause  conceded  to  the  Irish  fishermen  all 
that  they  required.  The  Irish  fishermen 
were  anxious  that  there  should  be  some 
jurisdiction  to  protect  the  oyster  beds  on 
the  high  seas  along  the  coast  of  Ireland. 
A  jurisdiction  had  been  supposed  to  rest  in 
the  Irish  Fishery  Commissioners  which, 
in  fact,  they  did  not  now  possess.  The 
Bill  proposed  that  the  Irish  Fishery  Com- 
missioners might  submit  to  the  Queen  in 
Council  the  form  of  bye-laws  which  they 
would  recommend.  Her  Majesty  in  Coun- 
cil might  approve  those  bye-laws,  and,  as 
they  might  affect  both  English  and  French 
subjects  if  future  Conventions  should  be 
made,  the  bye-laws  ought  to  be  subject  to 
the  approval  of  the  Queen  in  Council. 
There  would  also  be  a  proviso  that  the 
close  time  for  those  oyster  beds  should  not 
be  shorter  than  that  enacted  by  the  Irish 
Fishery  Commissioners  for  the  oyster  beds 
within  the  three-mile  limit. 

After  a  few  words  from  The  Marquess 
of  Clavbicarde,  the  proposed  clause  was 
agreed  to  with  verbal  amendments. 

Amendments  made. 

The  Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Friday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be 
printed  as  amended  (No.  125). 


COTTON  STATISTICS  BILL-(No.  102). 

( The  Marquess  of  Salisbury). 

coinanxE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  consider- 
able opposition  existed  to  the  Bill,  and 
asked  what  course  the  Government  in- 
tended to  take  upon  it  ? 

The  Duke  of  BUCKINGHAM  said, 
that  many  objections  had  been  taken  to 
the  Bill,  which,  he  believed,  was  opposed 
by  noble  Lords  opposite,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  was  not  prepared  to  sanction 
its  further  progress.  The  regulations  pro- 
posed would  entail  considerable  expense, 
nor  could  he  see  why  statistics  should  be 
applied  to  cotton  alone. 

The  Mabquess  oe  SALISBURY  com- 
plained that  in  this  as  in  other  matters 
the  Government  did  not  seem  to  know  its 
own  mind.  The  second  reading  of  the 
measure  had  been  assented  to  in  that 
House ;  it  had  passed  the  other  House 
without  opposition,  and  he  was  certainly 
astonished  that  the  noble  Duke  should 
now  object  to  its  further  progress.  Of 
course,  if  noble  Lords  opposite  co-operated 
with  the  Government  in  opposing  the  mea- 
sure, it  would  be  useless  for  him  to  divide 
the  House.  But  he  desired  to  remind 
their  Lordships  that  the  Bill  was  one  of 
great  importance,  and  was  entirely  ap* 
proved  of  by  those  whom  it  concerned. 
At  present  there  was  a  large  amount  of 
dangerous  and  prejudicial  speculation  in 
consequence  of  the  uncertainty  as  to  the 
amount  of  cotton  in  the  country;  and 
manufacturing  labour  was  disarranged  by 
the  same  cause.  He  understood  that  with- 
in the  last  few  weeks  the  computation  of 
the  quantity  of  cotton  in  this  country  had 
varied  to  the  extent  of  a  million  bales. 

The  Earl  of  M  ALMESBURY  said,  that 
on  the  second  reading  some  Members  of  the 
Government  voted  for  the  Bill,  some  against 
it,  and  some  did  not  vote  at  all ;  but  he 
would  recommend  that  there  should  be  no 
further  opposition  to  the  Bill  at  this  stage 
of  it. 

LoKD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  sup- 
ported the  measure,  as  being  necessary  to 
prevent  false  returns  and  frauds  at  Liver- 
pool and  other  ports. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  was  not 
satisfied  that  such  a  Bill  ought  to  be  sanc- 
tioned by  the  House.  It  would  be  dange- 
rous to  enter  upon  any  attempt  to  check 
speculation. 


919 


Frauds  upm 


(COMMONS) 


Burial  Societies, 


920 


LoKD  EGERTON  or  TATTON  sup- 
ported tho  Bill,  and  trusted  the  noble 
Marquess  would  persevere  with  it. 

The  Ei.BL  of  MALMESBURY  observed 
that  he  should  be  very  sorry  if  his  noble 
Friend  had  any  reason  to  complain  of 
having  been  taken  by  surprise.  He  there- 
fore recommended  that  opposition  should 
be  withdrawn  at  the  present  stage,  and  if 
necessary  it  might  be  renewed  on  the 
Report  or  third  reading. 

Amendments  made ;  The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Thursday  next ;  and  Bill 
to  he  printed  as  amended  (No.  126). 

POOR  RATE  (SCOTLAND). 

MOTION  FOB  A  PAPER. 

The  Eabl  of  AIRLIE  rose,  in  pursuance 
of  Notice,  to  call  Attention  to  a  Retam 
made  to  an  Order  of  the  House,  dated 
March  27,  showing  the  Deductions  allowed 
to  Occupiers  before  assessing  for  the  Poor 
Rate  in  various  Scotch  Parishes,  and  the 
Amount  of  gross  Rental  required  to  give  a 
rateable  Value  of  £12  in  those  Parishes  re- 
spectively, and  to  move  for  Copy  of  any  Let- 
ter or  Instructions  addressed  by  the  Crown 
Agent  to  the  Inspectors  of  Poor  in  reference 
to  that  Return.  It  would  not  be  necessary 
for  him  to  enter  upon  any  lengthened 
statement  with  regard  to  the  Motion.'  The 
necessity  for  any  lengthened  statement 
had  been  obviated  by  what  had  taken 
place  in  the  other  House  with  regard  to 
the  question  of  the  county  franchise ;  but 
he  was  anxious,  in  calling  attention  to  the 
Return,  to  show  how  inexpedient  it  would 
be  to  have  the  franchise  in  Scotland  placed 
upon  rating.  There  was  reason  to  believe 
the  Return  was  inaccurate  and  calculated 
to  mislead,  and  it  was  alleged  that  the 
inaccuracy  of  the  Return  was  owing  to 
the  nature  of  the  Instructions  given  by 
the  Crown  Agent  to  the  persons  whose 
duty  it  was  to  supply  the  required  infor- 
mation ;  and  tho  Government  had  admitted 
that  this  Return  did  not  show  the  real 
state  of  the  case,  and  did  not  show  the 
amount  of  deductions  allowed  to  occupiers 
in  various  Scotch  parishes  before  assessing 
for  the  poor  rate.  In  several  parishes  no 
deductions  were  allowed,  while  it  appeared 
that  the  parochial  bodies  and  the  inspec- 
tors of  the  poor  had  made  deductions  to 
tho  extent  in  some  instances  of  75  per 
cent.  The  Returns  with  respect  to  parishes 
showing  the  amount  of  gross  rental  re- 
quired to  give  a  rateable  value  of  £12 
disclosed   similar   anomalies  —  the   gross 
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rental  in  some  cases  being  set  down  at 
£12,  whilst  the  return  of  the  value 
showed  it  to  be  £48.  There  ought  to  be 
a  classification  in  these  cases,  not  as  re- 
gards the  rental,  but  in  respect  to  the 
rate;  because,  suppose  a  rate  of  \s.  in  the 
pound  was  levied,  instead  of  levying  the 
whole  rate  at  Is.  in  the  pound,  it  ought  in 
certain  cases  of  classification  to  be  reduced 
to  a  rate  of  6d.  in  the  pound.  What  the 
parochial  officers  did  instead  of  reducing 
the  rate  was  to  enter  the  rental  at  a  re- 
duced valuation — which  seemed  very  much 
the  case  of  a  distinction  without  a  differ- 
ence. The  fact  was,  the  whole  question 
of  rating  in  Scotland  was  one  of  those 
things  which  nobody  could  understand; 
and  it  was  well  worthy  the  consideration 
of  any  Government  that  might  be  in  power, 
whether  they  could  not  remodel  the  system 
of  rating  in  Scotland,  and  place  it  in  a 
way  of  working  justly  and  equitably. 

Moved,  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Copy  of  any  Letter  or  Int tructions  addresaed  by 
tho  Crown  Agent  to  the  Inspectors  of  Poor  in 
reference  to  a  Return  made  to  an  Order  of  this 
House,  dated  27th  March,  showing  the  Deductions 
aUowed  to  Occupiers  before  assessing  for  Poor 
Rate  in  various  Scotch  Parishes,  and  the  Amount 
of  gross  Rental  required  to  give  a  rate&ble  Value 
of  £12  in  those  Parishes  respeotiyely.— ^  2^  iS^ 
ofAirlie.) 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  said,  there  was 
no  objection  to  grant  the  Keturn. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Nine  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

half  past  Tea  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  May  26,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— New  Writ  Is8Uei>— JFor  Dublin 

City,  V.  Sir  Benjamin  Lee  Guinness,  baronet, 

deeecLsed. 
PuBuo  Bill — Report  of  Select  Committee — Sale 

of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland).  [No.  280.] 
Report — Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  * 

[31-138]. 

FRAUDS  UPON  BURIAL   SOCIETIES. 

QUESTION. 

Mn.  P.  A.  TAYLOR  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Slate  for  the 
Home  Departmenty  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  tho  following  passage  in 
a  charge  to  the  Grand  Jury  at  Liverpool 
in  March  last  by  Mr.  Justice  Mcllor :— 


Outran  in 


Japon—QuMtion. 


"Id  ooDoluiioD  the  iMunad  judge  ra&nad  to  '  twun  the  Home  Office  uai  tlie  Beiristrar 
'"^^'■IV^'f^  prieti«d  DpoD  bori^  Mwietie*,  General;  and  the  Regi.trar  Gonersl  elated 
and  utd  that,  m  miny  euei  he  feared  that  tho  I  -        -    .'  ..    .    .■      d      ■  .  .l 

regi.tr.tion  of  death  wai  a  mere  f.rw.  In  one  I  '"  ""SOt  that  the  Regiitrar  on  the  spot 
of  thew  caws,  he  laid,  the  doctor  had  giren  ji  ]"&>  acting  in  coarormitj  with  the  atatute 
aertiflcate  of  death  vithont  being  aware  that  thu  in  receirieg  the  statement  and  the  medionl 
pereon  was  dead ;  and  if  iaoh  wa.  the  n.ual  '  ccrtificatol;  and  that  he  had  no  option  but 
praetiee  and  ho  waitold  it  wai,  the  woner  it  was  ,  (^  ^^^^^  -^  ,,18  hook  that  whi«h  wa.  atatpd 


ohanged  the  better." 


'  I  to  enter  in  his  hook  that  trhich  wbb  atated 
„,,,,.  ,    ,  ,    .    .,  ,  to  him  by  persona  who  appeared  to  have 

Whether  ho  has  not  obierred  aim.Iar  com-  .nthorilj  for  making  the  .rstement.  We 
plainti— namely,  of  eertificatoa  of  deatl,  ;  ^^^  not  oontemplaied  any  alteration  of 
being  gi.en  without  any  inqo.ry  or  know-  ^^^^  ^ct  of  Parliament,  for  it  wonid  be 
ledge,  to  have  been  made  by  the  Coroners  !  [ 
for  London  and,  Manchester ;  and  if  he ; , 
will  itate  what  steps  hare  been  taken  to  ' 
remedy  so  dangerous  a  praetiee  ? 

M».GATHOraE  HAEDT:  Sir,  »S  I  ni„k  ,i,h"j..  Tigil.nc.  .h.!  

«ll.=l,™  hid  o.t  b.m  «1  .d  10  lh>  pu- 1  „„,         ,i,j         1,^     ,  ,  „     „ 
sage  in  Mr.  Justice  Mellor  s  charge  until  i 

EEPEESENTATION  OF  TDE  PEOPLE 
(laELAKD)  BILL.— QUESTION. 


mpotsible  that  the  Registrar   should  i 
I  quire  into  erery  case;  nod  as  every  person 
.  who   makes  a    misrepresenlaiioD    reodere 
I  himself  liable  to  a  serere    punishment,  I 
'  'i  danger- 


the  bon.  Uember  put  his  Notice  upon  the 

Paper.    1  have  made  inquiry,  and  1  ander- I  ,„^»^„i,„   ^^i.., 

stand  the  Judge's  reference  to  the  subject       -,    *'nXT»r.''w"A^Trt^^T'ww  "' -j    l 

f ,°„   „.,,:e„„,„    i,„„i i'  BiE  COLSIAN  OLOGHLEN  aaid,  he 

arose  from  two   certincatea    having  been  ■.,.,       iit/iL'pa       i  rV 

given  of  the  deaths  of  persons  who  were  ?"''J''^  *"/"''  *^!,*^'''!f  ^!t  &  f-T 
not  actually  dead.  Men  affected  to  hare  ,  '«°^'  ^^/^  'T^^''^  ^^  the  Whitsuntide 
V „.  ..*!.„  v,„ .i,-j_-,k     Recess  for  the  Committee  on  the    Insh 


been  present  at  tho  houses  or  at  the  death- 
beds of  those  represented  to  have  been 
dead,  and  they  brought  with  them  oerti- 


Recess  for  the  Committee  on  the  Irish 
Reform  Bill,  when  it  could  he  taken  as 
the  first  Order  of  the  Day? 

The  Eabl  of  M&YO,  in  reply,  s^d,  be 


ficates  from  medical  practitioners  etatini;    ■    ,  _*  ■     j  .i.  .     1'        tj       u    .i. 

-v.. ( j„..i. :_  i-.i, Tu-^i-j    ""i  ascertained  that   it  would  suit  the 

the  cause  ol  death  in  eaeli  case,    inev  tied  ^  ..i.     >  ■  <_    n  ..  .■ 

r  .■        coDPcnience  of  the  Irian  Bepresentativea 
rs.  Btatinir  '...,.     ^  ,.     -.  .  .  '^  ^        ^-.. 


gone  to  the  medical  practitioners,  ststing 
that  the  pereons  were  dead,  and  the  medical 
men,  remembering  that  they  had  attended 
thorn  for  certain  complaints,  without  fnrthi 


if  the  Committee  on  the  Irish  Reform  Bill 

taken  on  Thursday  fortnight  (June 

i  25) ;  he  would,  therefore,  fix  it  for  that 


Ikoo;  for  o.rl.,o  coo.pl.mt.  ,,.l,oot  fonhor    ^^^-^^^  ;  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^  j,^ 

inquiry  gave  certinoatce  stating  that  the    n^       c  ii.    -n 
d«lh.  hid  ,,.olt!d  from  lh..o  fo„pl.l„...  '  '>'^'  «'  "»  ='?• 


while  in  fact  neither  pers' 
Under  the  Registration  Act  the  Registrar  I 
ia  to  receive,  either  from  a  person  pre- ' 
aent  at  the  deathbed,  or  some  one  in  the  | 


OUTRAGES  IN  JAPAN. 

aUESTIOK. 

Colonel  8TKE8  said,  he  would  beg  to 


bouse,  a  statement  of  the  death  and  of  the    aak   the   Becretary  of  Btate   for  Foreign 
cause  of  it,  and  the  usual  practice  is  to  '  Affairs,  What  truth  there  is  in  the  state- 


obtain  from  a  medical 
been  in  attendance,  the  statement  of  thi 
CBuae  of  death.  The  Registrar 
bound  to  go  and  see  that  the  pei 
dead,  but  under  the  statute  he  is  to 
receive  the  statement  from  those  who  were 
present  or  who  are  cognizant  of  the  facts  ; 
and  if  these  persons  make  a  miirepresen- 
tation,  under  a  recent  statute  they  are 
liable  to  penal  servitude.  With  respect 
to  tho  second  part  of  the  Question,  I 
have  bad  no  complaint  from  the  Coroner 
of  London ;  indeed,  he  has  written  to  me 
since  the  Notice  was  given  to  say  that  be 
bas  no  complaint  to  make.  There  were 
scm«  complaints  from  Manchester,  and 
(here  has  been  some  oorrespondenoa  be- 
tween the  Coroner  of  Manchester  and  the 
Home   Office,  and,   in  consequence,   bs- 


if  one  baa  I  ment  in  the  China  Newspapers  that  our 
'  the  I  Ambassador  in  Japan,  on  a  first  visit  of 
not  I  ceremony  to  tho  Mikado,  or  Emperor  of 
1  is  .  Japan  at  Kioto,  accompanied  by  a  Euro- 
'  peen  escort,  was  attacked  by  Japanese  and 
twelve  of  the  escort  wounded ;  and  whe- 
ther twelve  of  the  crew  of  a  boat  belong- 
ing to  the  French  ship  of  war  SupUiz 
were  assasainated  on  landing  on  the  estate 
of  Prince  Lose,  near  Osaka,  and  what 
effect  have  these  outrages  had  on  the  rela- 
tions between  the  British  and  French 
Governments  with  that  of  the  Emperor  of 
Japan  ;  and,  whether  the  Mikado,  or  real 
Emperor  of  Japan,  hag  ratified  the  Treaty 
we  made  with  the  Tycoon,  or  supposed 
Emperor? 

LoHD  STANLEY :  It  ia  true  that  Sir 
Barry  Parkes,  on  his  way  to  poy  a  visit  of 
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ceremony  to  the  Mikado,  accoxnpaDied  by 
a  mgunted  escort,  was  attacked  by  a  party 
of  Japanese  fanatics,  supposed  to  be  only 
three  or  four  in  number.  They  took  the 
escort  by  surprise,  and  wounded  eight  or 
nine  persons,  but  it  is  hoped  none  of 
them  mortally.  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
the  Japanese  authorities  did  everything 
that  could  possibly  be  expected  of  them, 
both  in  the  way  of  exerting  themselves 
to  detect  the  offenders  and  making  the 
apology  due  to  our  Ambassador ;  and 
they  have  gone  so  far  as  to  promise 
compensation  to  the  men  injured  in  the 
event  of  any  of  them  becoming  perman- 
ently disabled.  Therefore,  however  un- 
fortunate the  accident  may  have  been,  I 
think  there  is  nothing  in  it  which  will 
in  the  slightest  degree  affect  our  present 
good  relations  with  the  Japanese  Govern- 
ment. I  understand  also  that  the  differ- 
ence between  them  and  the  French  Go- 
vernment, arising  out  of  the  murder  of  a 
boat's  crew,  has  been  amicably  arranged. 
Within  a  few  days  of  the  time  when  the 
last  despatches  were  sent  off,  Sir  Harry 
Parkes  received  an  envoy  from  the  Mikado, 
who  was  authorized  to  express  the  Mikado's 
desire  to  cultivate  friendly  relations  with 
Foreign  Powers,  and  to  take  upon  himself 
all  the  obligations  of  the  Treaty  we  had 
made  with  the  Tycoon. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  CAPE  MAIL. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  any 
Contract  has  been  effected  with  the  Union 
Steam  Shipping  Company  for  the  convey- 
ance of  an  intermediate  Monthly  Mail 
between  England  and  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope;  if  he  will  have  any  objection  to 
lay  all  Correspondence  and  Contracts  with 
the  said  Company  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House;  and  if,  previously  to  concluding 
any  such  Contract  or  Contracts,  tenders 
were  invited  from,  or  offers  made  by,  any 
other  Company  for  the  performance  of  this 
Mail  Service,  or  any  part  thereof  ? 

Mk.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply,  said, 
a  contract  had  been  made  with  the  Union 
Steam  Shipping  Company,  for  the  convey- 
ance of  an  intermediate  Monthly  Mail 
between  England  and  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope.  The  proposals  for  it  were  made  so 
long  ago  as  the  early  part  of  last  year ; 
they  were  accepted  by  the  Treasury  in 
June  of  last  year ;  but  circumstances  had 
occurred  which  had  delayed  the  execution 

Lord  Stanley 


of  the  contract  until  the  present  'time. 
He  believed,  however,  it  would  be  laid  on 
the  Table  in  the  course  of  a  few  days.  He 
should  have  no  objection  also  to  lay  on  the 
table*  if  the  hon.  Member  desired  it,  the 
Correspondence  between  the  Treasury  uid 
the  Post  Office,  having  reference  to  this 
extension  of  contract,  which  would  show 
all  the  particulars  and  the  reasons  which 
had  led  to  its  acceptance.  Previously  to 
the  conclusion  of  this  contract  no  offer 
was  made  by,  nor  were  tenders  asked  for, 
from  any  other  company  for  the  perform- 
ance of  this  particular  Mail  Service,  bat 
subsequently  to  the  acceptance  of  the  offer 
by  the  Treasury,  a  tender  was  made  by 
another  company  to  carry  the  Mails  upon 
terms  which  were  less  advantageous  than 
those  which  had  been  virtually  accepted. 
It  was  a  voluntary  proposal  on  the  part  of 
the  Union  Steam  Shipping  Company,  to 
double  the  amount  of  their  Service  for 
a  lower  amount  of  subsidy  than  they  were 
authorized  to  receive  under  their  existing 
contract. 

EGYPT— CLAIMS  ON  THE  VICEROY. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  FREVILLESURTEES  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  any  Corres- 
pondence has  taken  place  between  the 
Foreign  Office  and  Her  Majesty's  Consul 
General  in  Egypt  relative  to  the  claims 
on  the  Viceroy  of  the  shareholders  of  the 
Soci^t^  Agricole  et  Industrielle  d*£gypte; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  would  have  any 
objection  to  present  the  Correspondence  ? 

LoBn  STANLEY  replied,  that  a  Corres- 
pondence had  taken  place  on  the  subject 
referred  to  in  his  hon.  Friend's  Question. 
It  had  not  yet  been  concluded,  and  though, 
as  far  as  the  Foreign  Office  was  concerned, 
there  was  no  objection  to  its  production, 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  parties  concerned  to  publish 
it  in  its  present  state. 

PARLIAMENT— THE   GENERAL  ELEC- 
TION.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  SANDFORD  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  in- 
tend to  bring  forward  any  Measure,  and, 
if  any,  what  Measure,  for  the  purpose  of 
shortening  the  period  which,  under  the 
existing  Law,  must  intervene  before  a 
General  Election  can  take  place  under  the 


036         WhittmtUi  Stem—        {iSM  26,  : 

proTiiions  of  tbe  Refoim  Act  pBaaed  in 
the  late  Seuion  of  Parlisment  ? 

Ub.  DISBAELI  :  The  subject,  Sir,  to 
irhioh  the  hoii.  QeDtleman  rofera  is  now, 
and  has  been  fot  some  time,  under  the 
coa«ideratioa  of  Her  Uajeatj'a  Oovem- 
meiit.  I  am  bound  to  WlJ  that  the  diffl- 
oulties  connected  with  it  aie  greater  than 
were  at  first  contemplated ;  but  I  trait 
these  difflcultiea  may  be  orcicome. 

DESPATCHES  FROM  VICTORIA. 
aoatioH. 

8iB  EODNDELL  PALMER  said,  he 
wiafaed  to  oak  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Coloniea,  Whether  he  will  Iny 
upon  tho  Table  of  the  House  the  Des- 
patches from  the  Governor  of  Victoria 
brought  by  the  last  Mail  ? 

Mb.  ADDEBLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  Despatches  which  had  been  received 
would  be  presented  to  the  House  in  the 
course  of  a  week. 

THE  DERBY  DAT.— ADJOORNMENT. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  In  rising.  Sir,  to  move 
that  the  Bouse  at  its  rising  do  adjourn  till 
Thursday,  I  wish  to  recall  to  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House  that  I  gave  Notice  a  few 
daya  ago  of  the  intention  of  the  Ooveni- 
ment  to  propose  onFriday  a  Vote  of  Thanks  . 
to  Sir  Robert  Napier  and  tho  Army  in  ' 
Abyssinia.  At  that  time  we  had  received 
no  despatches  irom  Sir  Robert  Napier, 
and  owing  to  rarious  circumstanoes  the 
Government  were  under  the  impression 
that  the  despatches  had  been  lost.  The 
Notice  had  ^ready  been  delayed  on  this 
account,  but  within  the  last  forty-eight 
hours  information  has  arrived  which  leuds 
us  to  believe  that  these  despatches  in  a 
few  days  may  reach  the  Government.  It 
must  be  obvious  to  the  House  that  it  would 
be  far  more  convenient  and  eatisfflctory 
that  the  thanks  of  the  House  should  be 
founded  on  the  Despatches  of  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief, and  therefore  I  propose 
to  postpone  this  Vote  until  after  the  holi- 
days. J  now  move  that  the  House  at  its 
rising  do  adjourn  till  Thursday, 

Ub.  GLADSTONE  :  There  can  be  no 
doubt.  Sir,  of  the  judicious  nature  of  the 
conrse  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  with  regard  to  the  Vote  of  Thanks. 
But  I  wish  to  say  one  word  upon  a  sub- 
ject to  which  a  Question  put  just  now  re- 
ferred. I  am  not  surprised  that  the  Go- 
Temment  should  tako  time  to  conuder 
what  meaiDiei  they  may  have  to  propose 


(iaettion.  SUB 

[for  ahorteufng  the  period  which  must 
intervene  before  the  General  Election  is 
held ;  but  I  shall  be  glad  to  know  whether 
I  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  tell  us  when 
.  he  thinks  he  will  be  able  to  make  known 
I  the  views  of  the  Government  on  the  sub- 
jject.  I  wish  also  tosay  that  an  idea  hassug- 
j  gested*  itself  to  several  hon.  Gentlemen  that 
^  it  might  be  well  to  appoint  a  Select  Com- 
I  mittee  of  the  House  to  inquire  into  the 
.  question.  I  do  not  wish*  to  press  this  sug- 
gestion further  than  to  intimate  that,  if  tho 
Government  should  think  it  likely  to  con- 
duce to  the  satisfactory  settlement  of  the 
matter,  there  would  be  a  disposition  on 
the  part  of  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House  to  welcome  such  a  proposal. 
Tbo  question  has  already  been  inquired 
into  by  several  Members  of  the  House, 
and  a  conversation  was  held  on  a  former 
night,  in  which  the  Solicitor  General  and 
the  hon.  and  teamed  Member  (Sir  Robert 
Collier)  took  part,  and  which  contributed 
a  good  deal  to  elucidate  the  question.  The 
question  is  one  of  a  strictly  practical  cha- 
racter; on  both  sides  of  the  House  tho 
object  must  be  a  common  one ;  and  tho 
plan  I  have  mentioned  might  be  the  best 
way  of  arriving  at  a  satisfactory  conclu- 
sion. Time  is,  of  course,  of  value  in  the 
mattet,  and  I  should  like  to  know  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when  he  will  be 
in  a  condition  to  communicate  tlie  views 
of  the  Government  on  the  subject  ? 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE.— QUESTION. 
Mb.  ATRTON  said,  he  would  be(;  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  he  will  be  good 
enoDgh  to  take  care  that  the  Accounts  and 
Estimates  connected  with  the  Metropolitan 
Police  are  laid  on  the  Table  before  he 
proceeds  with  the  Second  Heading  of  tho 
Bill  with  reference  to  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Act,  which  has  only  been  in  the 
hands  of  Members  a  very  few  days  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  Sir,  the 
accounts  have  been  laid  before  the  House, 
and  will  be  printed  shortly.  The  inquiry 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentlemnn  refers  has  no 
relation  to  anything  contained  in  them, 
and,  therefore,  the  Papers  relating  to  it 
will  not  facilitate  the  discussiuu  of  the 
measure.  I  shall  put  the  Bill  down  fot 
second  reading  for  a  day  after  Whitsuntide. 

WHITSUNTIDE  RECESS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  would  heg 

to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
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Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  state,  What  he 
proposes  to  do  ahout  the  Whitsuntide  Be- 
cess,  and  until  what  day  he  proposes  that 
the  House  should  adjourn  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  We  propose  on  Fri- 
day evening  to  adjourn  to  the  following 
Thursday. 

RIOTS  AT  ASHTON,   STALEY  BRIDGE, 
BIRMINCnAM,  Ao. 

FEBSONAL   EXPLAViLTION. 

Mb.  NEWDEOATE  said,  he  wished  to 
correct  a  misapprehension  arising  out  of 
what  he  was  supposed  to  have  said  last 
evening.  He  did  not  say,  referring  to  a 
friend  of  his,  a  late  Memher  of  this  House, 
Sir  John  Tyrrell,  that  a  Romish  Priest 
attempted  ''  to  convert  a  female  memher 
of  his  family  by  placing  in  her  hands  a 
book  referred  to  in  the  work  known  as 
The  ConfeMional  Unmasked.**  What  he 
had  said  was  that  the  book  was  based  upon 
the  authorities  whose  doctrines  the  work 
called  The  Confessional  Unmasked  was  in- 
tended to  expose. 

Motion  agreed  to:  House  at  rising  to 
adjourn  till  Thursday  next. 

DIPLOMATIC  SERVICE. 

BESOLUTION. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  rose  to 

move — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  all  rams 
required  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  Diplomatic 
Service  ought  to  be  annually  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  Estimates  of  all  such  sums  ought 
to  be  submitted  in  a  form  that  will  admit  of  their 
effectual  superTlsion  and  control  by  this  House." 

This  Resolution  was  precisely  similar  in 
its  terms  to  one  which  had  been  proposed 
in  1853  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Sussex  (Mr.  Dodson),  who  then  went  to  a 
division,  but  failed  to  obtain  a  majority  in 
favour  of  his  Resolution.  As  he  under- 
stood that  the  noble  Lord  the  Foreign 
Secretary  intended  to  oppose  the  present 
Resolution,  he  should  briefly  reply  to  the 
reasons  which  he  presumed  would  be  ad- 
vanced against  it.  The  late  Lord  Palmerston 
seemed  to  have  been  under  the  impression 
that  the  less  the  House  of  Commons  had 
to  do  with  foreign  affairs  the  better — par- 
ticularly in  regard  to  all  matters  of  detail. 
It  was  said  that  the  statement  of  the  sums 
spent  in  the  Diplomatic  Service  was,  to  a 
certain  extent,  brought  before  the  House 
in  the  financial  accounts.  The  object  he 
had  in  view  was  to  bring  all  the  expenses 
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of  the  Department  before  the  House  in 
the  Estimates,  to  enable  any  hon.  Member 
to  ask  for  explanations*  There  appeared 
to  him  to  be  no  reason  why  hon.  Gentle- 
men should  not  be  afforded  the  same  faci- 
lities with  respect  to  the  Eoreign  Office 
which  they  enjoyed  with  respect  to  the 
other  Departments.  An  objection  urged 
to  the  Motion  by  the  hon*  Member  for 
Southwark  (Mr.  Layard)  was,  that  if  it 
were  carried  it  would  produce  a  greater 
expenditure  than  now  existed ;  but  it  waa 
a  strange  doctrine  that  the  control  exer- 
cised by  this  House  would  produce  an  in- 
creased expenditure.  If  the  hon.  Member 
was  right,  then  they  ought  to  introduce  a 
system  of  contracts,  and  say  to  the  head 
of  each  Department  that  they  would  give 
him  so  much  for  the  payment  of  salanes. 
The  sum  allowed  was  £180,000;  and,  if 
the  Foreign  Secretary  contracted  to  pay 
all  the  diplomatic  expenses  with  that  sum, 
it  might  produce  economy  ;  bnt  there  was 
no  such  contract,  for  when  any  further 
sum  was  wanted  the  Foreign  Secretary 
asked  for  and  obtained  it.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  said  in 
1853  *'  that  all  his  prejudices  and  prepos- 
sessions were  in  favour  of  such  a  Motion;" 
but  he  did  not  vote  for  it,  because  he  con- 
sidered that  the  salaries  of  these  gentle- 
men should,  like  those  of  the  Judges,  be 
placed  beyond  all  uncertainty.  Now,  he 
contended  that  the  present  system  pro- 
duced the  greatest  uncertainty,  and  there- 
fore he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gkntleman 
would  support  his  Resolution.  The  sala- 
ries of  the  Judges  were  charged  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund ;  but  there  the  analogy 
ceased,  because  the  Home  Secretary  was 
not  given  a  sum  of  money  and  told  to  pay 
such  and  such  a  Judge  as  he  liked  ;  but 
the  Foreign  Secretary  was  given  a  sum  en 
bloc,  and  told  to  spend  it  on  the  Ministers 
abroad.  So  far  from  the  salaries  being 
certain,  the  noble  Lord  would  bear  him 
out  when  he  said  that  applications  were 
being  constantly  made  to  the  Foreiga 
Of&ce  for  an  increase.  The  Foreign  Mi- 
nister was  entirely  dependent  upon  an 
irresponsible  body  at  the  Foreign  Office, 
and  surely  that  House  was  a  more  inde- 
pendent and  respoGsiblo  body  than  the 
permanent  officials  at  the  Foreign  Office, 
who  practically  settled  the  whole  matter. 
Another  objection  urged  by  Lord  Palmer- 
ston was,  that  that  House  might  be  ac- 
tuated by  some  sudden  impulse,  and  might 
withdraw  a  mission  from  a  Foreign  Court 
But  any  Government  which  might  be  in 
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power  bad,  as  a  rule,  a  majority  upon  the 
Estimates,  and  the  case  must  be  a  yery 
stroDg  one  indeed  when  a  private  Member 
was  enabled  to  defeat  them  upon  such  a 
question.  He  believed  that,  if  the  Motion 
were  carried,  it  would  promote  a  greater 
economy.  He  had  taken  extracts  from  a 
list  of  Ministers  who  received  pensions, 
which  had  been  published  by  the  Foreign 
Office,  and  he  found  in  many  instances 
they  were  not  old  men,  but  gentlemen 
who  had  not  the  slightest  objection  to 
being  employed.  The  Foreign  Office,  how- 
ever, had  got  into  the  way  of  putting 
Ministers  upon  the  retired  list  when  the^ 
wished  to  put  some  one  else  forward  or 
entertained  any  personal  dislike.  There 
were,  for  example,  Sir  James  Hudson, 
with  £1,300  a  year  ;  Sir  Henry  Bulwer, 
with  £1,700;  Mr.  Christie,  with  £900, 
and  several  others  in  the  position  of  re- 
tired Ministers  who  were  very  anxious  to 
be  employed.  Out  of  the  £180,000  taken 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  £40,000 
was  charged  to  pensions.  There  were  a 
great  many  Legations  which,  with  great 
advantage,  might  bo  suppressed — for  in- 
stance, that  of  Wiirtembcrg,  which  had 
cost  the  country  for  several  years  £3,050  ; 
the  Netherlands,  which  cost  £4,700  ;  and 
Switzerland,  £3,800.  lie  had  been  at  a 
great  many  of  those  Missions;  he  knew 
what  was  done  in  them;  and  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  it  was  absolutely 
nothing.  It  was  supposed  that  a  Minis- 
ter did  a  great  deal  of  good  by  asking 
important  personages  to  dinner;  but  at 
those  wretched  German  Courts  where  we 
kept  Missions  it  was  not  important  per- 
sonages, but  some  chamberlains,  that  were 
asked  to  dinner.  Let  the  noble  Lord  only 
look  into  the  archives  of  the  Foreign  Office 
and  say  when  he  had  received  an  important 
despatch  from  Wiirtemberg.  He  had  asked 
a  friend  of  his  who  was  Minister  at  one  of 
those  Legations,  one  time,  what  he  was 
doing?  Andlhereply  was,  •'Doing?  what 
do  you  think  is  to  be  done  in  such  a  place 
as  this  ?  "  Another  reason  why  the  present 
system  should  be  done  away  with  was 
because,  as  some  portions  of  the  expense 
were  charged  in  the  Estimates,  and  some 
taken  out  of  the  £180,000  granted  to  the 
Foreign  Secretary,  the  House  wos  never 
able  to  know  what  was  really  spent  upon 
any  particular  Mission,  and,  not  having  the 
facts  before  them,  no  proposals  for  reduc- 
tion could  be  effectually  made.  Among  the 
items  of  expenditure  last  year  were,  for 
Embassy  houses,  £64,920  in  China  and 
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Japan,  £8,000  in  Teheran,  and  £2,135  in 
Paris.  Then  there  was  an  item  of  £26,500 
for  messengers  and  couriers,  which  might 
be  very  much  reduced.  Half  of  the  foreign 
messengers  were  sent  abroad  simply  bocauso 
they  had  been  sent  in  past  years.  There 
was  another  item  of  £6,000  for  Telegrams, 
and  an  item  of  £56,000  for  Extraordinary 
Expenses,  and  £15,000  for  Special  Missions, 
which  might  be  put  a  stop  to.  Now,  when 
it  was  thought  well  to  give  a  foreign 
Sovereign  the  Garter  he  did  not  see  why 
some  nobleman  politically  unknown,  but 
socially  very  important,  should  be  sent  out 
at  considerable  expcnso  when  the  thing 
might  be  done  as  well  by  our  Minister  on 
the  spot.  He  had  made  inquiries,  and 
found  that  when  the  Toison  d*  Or  or  other 
foreign  order  was  conferred  it  was  not  usual 
to  send  Special  Missions  for  that  purpose. 
There  had  recently  been  some  newspaper 
attacks  upon  the  Foreign  Office,  which 
were  rather  unfair  and  greatly  exaggerated. 
That  Office  was  well  conducted  in  the  main, 
and  it  contained  honourable,  hard-working, 
painstaking  men.  The  noble  Lord  at  thu 
head  of  the  Department  should  answer 
such  attacks  by  giving  the  greatest  pub- 
licity to  everything  done  in  the  Office,  be- 
cause at  present  there  was  an  impression 
that  the  Foreign  Office  was  not  subjected 
to  the  same  control  as  the  other  Offices. 
One  cause  of  those  attacks  was  the  abomi- 
nable system  of  agencies.  The  gentlemen 
employed  in  the  Diplomatic  Service  were 
paid  by  the  head  clerk  of  the  Foreign  Office, 
and  all  of  them  were  virtually  obliged  to 
appoint  a  clerk  in  that  office  as  their  agent, 
and  to  give  him  a  percentage  of  1  or  2  per 
cent.  Some  of  the  clerks  received  as  much 
as  £2,000  a  year  from  this  source.  Ho 
did  not  accuse  those  gentlemen — who  were 
wise  to  profit  by  the  system  ;  but  a  certain 
number  of  permanent  officials  who  wero 
allowed  to  levy  this  species  of  blackmail 
ought  not  to  be  permitted  to  set  up  a  claim 
to  control  the  Estimates— and  the  modo 
in  which  the  money  was  spent  and  the 
salaries  received  by  our  Ministers  abroad. 
The  head  clerk  had  to  decide  whether  any 
extra  expenses  were  legitimate  or  not,  yet 
he  was  allowed  to  receive  a  percentage  in 
order  to  urge  the  claims  of  any  gentleman 
against  the  Office.  He  could  see  no  reason 
why  the  Foreign  Office  should  be  exempted 
from  the  control  exercised  o?er  other  De- 
partments ;  and  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Stanley),  who  had  done  his  best  to 
keep  down  the  expenses,  would  exerciso 
his  own  j  udgment  iu  this  matter,  and  would 
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not  bo  influenced  by  the  permanent  officials. 
He  hoped  also  that  his  Resolution  would  bo 
supported  by  tho  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
who,  on  a  previous  occasion,  spoke  in  favour 
of  the  proposal.  The  House,  as  the  guar- 
dian of  the  public  purse,  ought  to  have  the 
control  of  this  expenditure,  and  ought  not 
to  hand  it  over  to  gentlemen  who,  though 
highly  honourable,  were  prejudiced  in  fa- 
vour of  every  sort  of  abuse,  and  being  a 
kind  of  administrative  Brahmins  believed 
that  everything  which  existed  was  right. 

Me.  BAYLEY  potter  seconded  the 
Resolution. 

Mu.  W.  LOWTIIER  said,  ho  thought 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex (Mr.  Lubouchere)  had  rather  ex- 
Qj^gerateJ  the  abuses  of  the  Diplomatic 
Service.  Ilavinfi:  been  long  connected  with 
the  Foreign  Office  himself,  he  might  state 
his  conviction  that  no  Department  was 
better  or  more  efficiently  administered. 
The  evidence  given  in  1861,  before  the 
Diplomatic  Committee,  by  Mr.  Cunning- 
ham, tho  then  chief  clerk,  ond  Mr.  Ham- 
mond, permanent  Under  Secretary,  showed 
that  this  sum  of  £180,000.  fixed  in  1832, 
was  admirably  administered,  there  having 
frequently  been  a  surplus,  while  the  amount 
had  never  been  exceeded.  Were  the  con- 
trol  transferred  to  tho  House,  he  believed 
the  expenditure  would  be  considerably 
greater,  for  the  House  was  excessively 
amijiblo  in  money  matters.  Would  any 
gentleman's  private  gafdcn  of  the  same 
extent  cost  £7,138,  as  was  the  case  with 
the  gorilen  at  Hampton  Court  ?  If  the 
Foreign  Office  had  any  fault  it  was  in 
being  too  stingy.  Ministers,  for  instance, 
were  sometimes  removed  to  a  different 
post  after  two  years,  and  were  thereby  put 
to  great  expense,  in  some  cases  losing  a 
great  deal  of  money  which  they  had  ex- 
pended on  their  houses,  in  the  expectation 
that  they  would  be  permanently  located 
there.  Their  successors  felt  themselves 
under  no  obligation  to  compensate  them, 
and  if  they  applied  to  the  Foreign  Office, 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  Under  Secretary 
not  having  time  to  attend  to  such  details, 
tho  matter  was  probably  decided  by  some 
crusty,  gouty  gentlemen,  who  objected  to 

?aying  anything  which  they  could  avoid, 
t  was  true  Ambassadors  had  an  allowance 
for  outfit ;  but  this  did  not  meet  the  ex- 
penses of  removal,  since  they  could  not 
travel  about  with  a  carpet-bag  or  portman- 
teau. He  thought  the  longer  a  system 
which  worked  so  economically  \?as  con- 
tinued the  better. 

Itr.  Lahouch€r0 


LoBD  STANLEY  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Labouchere)  in  his  by  no  means 
unfair,  but  somewhat  desultory  observa- 
tions, had  travelled  over  a  wide  range  of 
subjects,  fully  to  discuss  which  would 
require  considerable  time.  The  first  point 
he  had  touched  upon  was  the  subject  of 
Diplomatic  pensions ;  and  he  had  said  that 
those  pensions  amounted  to  £40,000.  If 
the  hon.  Member  would  look  at  the  list, 
however,  he  would  find  that  instead  of 
£40,000  they  were  only  a  little  over 
£24.000. 

Mb.*  labouchere  explained  that 
what  he  meant  to  say  was,  not  tliat 
£40,000  was  paid  for  pensions,  but  that 
that  sum  was  set  apart  for  the  purpose, 
and  it  encouraged  the  giving  of  such  pen- 
sions. Even  £24,000  was  too  much  to 
give  to  gentlemen  who  wero  capable  of 
active  service. 

Loan  STANLEY  said,  a  large  number 
of  those  upon  the  retired  list  were  of  a 
very  advanced  age.  One  of  them  was  Lord 
Stratford  do  Bedcliffe — another,  a  gentle- 
man who  retired  thirty  years  ago.  Similar 
allowances  were  given  under  various  names 
in  all  branches  of  the  public  service ;  and 
he  did  not  think  the  rate  exorbitant.  Only 
tho  last  three  names  upon  the  pension  list, 
however,  had  been  placed  there  by  him ; 
and  those,  supersessions  rendered  necessary 
by  tho  recent  alterations  and  amalgama- 
tions in  foreign  countries.  With  regard 
to  tho  question  of  agencies,  that  was  a 
large  and  important  subject ;  and  ho  had 
not  concealed  his  opinion  that  the  system 
was  not,  in  principle,  a  satisfactory  one,  nor 
one  which  ought  to  be  continued  in  any  pub- 
lic Department,  though  he  did  not  believe 
it  had  led  to  much  abuse.  It  was,  how- 
ever, not  correct  that  any  gentleman  could 
make  £2,000  a  year  by  the  percentages 
he  received.  The  gentlemen  concerned 
had  accepted  the  agencies  which  they  held 
with  tlie  full  sauction  and  knowledge  of 
their  superiors  in  office,  and  in  his  opinion 
it  would  not  be  fair  to  take  those  fees 
away  without  granting  compensation.  Be- 
ferring  to  another  subject,  the  House  would 
recollect  that  nearly  all  the  German  Mis- 
sions— about  which  so  much  was  said  a 
few  years  ago — had  been  abolished,  and 
that  we  had  at  present  only  the  Embassy 
at  Vienna,  that  at  Berlin,  and  minor  Mis« 
sions  at  two  other  South  German  Courts. 
Those  Courts  were  now  in  a  state  of  tran- 
sition, and  the  present  would  not  be  a 
favourable  moment  for  withdrawing  the 
MlBsiouB.     There  might  be  cases  where 
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UissioDB  became  Tocant,  in  which  they 
might  be  reduced  in  rank  or  in  pay,  or  pos- 
sibly in  which  they  might  be  suppressed 
altogether  ;  but  the  time,  he  thought,  for 
considering  cases  of  that  kind  was  when 
vacancies  actually  occurred.  Nor  did  he 
believe  that  any  considerable  saving  could 
bo  effected  by  those  means.  He  was 
much  struck  by  the  fact  that  every  one 
of  those  points  in  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber complained  of  the  expenditure  of 
the  Foreign  Office  came  under  the  direct 
control  of  that  House ;  while  it  was  pre- 
cisely in  that  portion  of  the  Foreign  Office 
expenditure  which  did  not  come  under 
the  direct  and  minute  supervision  of  that 
House  that  the  greatest  degree  of  economy 
had  been  practised.  •  He  hoped,  however, 
no  ono  supposed  that  question  ought  to  be 
regarded  as  a  matter  of  controversy  be- 
tween the  House  on  the  one  side  and  the 
Foreign  Office  on  the  other— the  one  de- 
siring to  obtain  greater  control  over  the 
expenditure,  and  the  other  desiring  to 
evade  it.  That  was  not,  in  the  sh'ghlest 
degree,  the  state  of  the  case.  He  admitted 
— and  he  believed  that  every  one  who  held 
hia  Office  would  be  prepared  to  admit — the 
full  and  indisputable  right  of  the  House 
to  check,  control,  and  supervise  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Foreign  Office.  There 
was  no  doubt  upon  that  point.  The  House 
found  the  money,  and  the  House  had  a 
right  to  know  what  was  done  with  it.  It 
was  only  a  question  of  means ;  and  it  was 
for  the  House  to  decide,  for  its  own  con- 
venience, in  what  form  and  to  what  ex- 
tent that  supervision  should  be  exercised. 
There  was  no  need  to  go  back  to  the  origin 
of  the  present  system.  The  House  was 
aware  that  the  Diplomatic  expenditure  was 
formerly  defrayed  out  of  the  Civil  List ; 
and  it  was  in  the  year  1831  the  present  ar- 
rangement first  came  into  operation.  That 
arrangement  was  not  made  on  the  sole 
responsibility  of  the  Government;  it  was 
made  on  the  recommendation  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  sitting  at 
a  time  when  zeal  for  economy  and  reform 
was  stronger,  perhaps,  than  at  any  sub- 
sequent period.  That  Committee  recom* 
mended — he  presumed  upon  grounds  of 
economy — that  there  should  be  a  lump 
sum  of  £180,000  provided  for  the  Diplo- 
matic Service,  rather  than  a  number  of 
separate  items  placed  in  the  Votes.  That 
question  had  been  again  and  again  dis- 
cussed in  subsequent  years,  and  the  ar- 
rangement had  invariably  been  supported 
by  the   highest   authorities   among  the 


Liberal  as  well  as  the  Conservative  party  ; 
and  he  was  not  aware  that  an  unfuvour* 
able  opinion  had  e?er  been  expressed 
upon  it  by  any  considerable  section  of 
the  House.  They  all  knew  that  the  cost 
of  the  various  branches  of  the  public  Ad- 
ministration had  greatly  increased  within 
the  last  thirty  or  forty  years.  That  in- 
crease was  owing  partly  to  an  augmenta- 
tion, of  business,  and  partly  to  the  fact  that 
the  value  of  money  had  diminished  dur- 
ing that  period.  The  pound  sterling  did 
not  go  as  far,  in  the  way  of  purchasing 
power,  as  formerly ;  and  he  believed  they 
would  not  find  a  single  branch  of  the 
public  service,  except  the  Diplomatic 
Service,  in  which  the  expenditure  hud 
not  of  late  years  increased.  He  had  gone 
over  the  items  of  that  expenditure  more 
tlian  once,  and  be  would  venture  to  say  that 
they  would  not  find  it  easy,  as  a  matter  of 
general  policy,  to  effect  in  it  any  reduc- 
tion. He  sometimes  heard  it  said — ul- 
though  (ho  hon .  Member  had  the  candour 
not  to  avail  himself  of  such  an  argument—- 
that  under  the  arrangement  of  tlio  year 
183 1,  the  mode  of  disposing  of  that  money 
was  wholly  removed  beyond  the  knoW' 
ledge  or  control  of  that  House.  That 
was,  he  believed,  a  common  impression 
out  of  doors ;  but  it  was  one  which  was 
wholly  unfounded.  Any  one  who  referred 
to  the  financial  accounts  which  were  pub- 
lished yearly,  might  see  in  the  minuted 
detail  how  that  money  wus  expended ;  and 
it  was  competent  for  any  hon.  Member, 
who  thought  that  the  Diplomatic  expen- 
diture was  too  great,  to  point  out  the  par- 
ticular items  to  which  he  objected.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  drawn  a  distinction 
between  that  Diplomatic  expenditure  and 
that  precisely  parallel  case  of  the  expendi- 
ture on  account  of  judicial  functions.  He 
(Lord  Stanley)  was  bound  to  say  that 
he  did  not  think  the  distinction  drawn  by 
the  hon.  Member,  however  ingenious  it 
might  be,  could  be  practically  sustained. 
The  basis  on  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
rested  his  argument  was  that  all  public 
expenditure  should  come  into  the  Esti- 
mates, BO  that  it  might  be  criticized  item 
by  item  in  that  House.  But  if  they  laid 
down  that  principle,  lie  did  not  see  upon 
what  possible  ground  they  could  refuse  a 
similar  investigation  into  judicial  salaries. 
He  did  not  attempt  to  decide  whether  such 
an  arrangement  would  be  right  or  wrong. 
He  had  not  himself  that  horror  of  inves- 
tigation which  seemed  to  exist  in  :)ome 
minds.  He  did  not  believe  that  it  would 
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be  attended  in  that  case  with  the  advan- 
tage which  some  persons  anticipated  from 
it;  but,  at  all  events,  he  saw  no  reason 
why  a  distinction  should  be  drawn  in 
reference  to  that  subject  between  the 
salaries  of  Judges  and  the  salaries  of  mem- 
bers of  the  Diplomatic  Service.  It  was 
not  true,  as  some  persons  appeared  to 
suppose,  that  the  salaries  of  individual 
diplomatists  were,  or  according  to  usage 
could  be,  arbitrarily  cut  down  by  the 
Secretary  of  State.  There  was  no  such 
thing  in  the  service  as  cutting  down 
salaries  without  notice,  and  without  as- 
signing a  reason.  He  was  not  aware  of 
any  such  case.  There  was,  undoubtedly, 
no  legal  security  for  the  permanence  of 
Diplomatic  salaries  any  more  than  of  the 
salaries  of  officers  of  the  Civil  Service; 
but  who  ever  expressed  fear  lest  these 
latter  should  be  arbitrarily  reduced  ?  They 
were  regarded  and  treated  as  permanent, 
though  not  made  so  by  law.  He  objected 
to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
because  he  did  not  believe  that  if  it  were 
adopted  it  would  lead  to  greater  economy. 
Every  one  knew  that  there  was  nothing 
more  popular  in  that  House  than  advocat- 
ing economy  in  general  term,  while  there 
was  nothing  more  unpopular  than  carrying 
out  the  principle  of  economy  in  detail. 
He  did  not  remember  an  instance  in  which 
any  material  reduction  had  been  effected 
in  the  Estimates  by  discussions  upon  the 
separate  items ;  and  he  believed  that  these 
discussions  had  often  rather  contributed 
to  an  increase  of  expenditure.  He  be- 
lieved it  was  becoming  pretty  well  known, 
as  a  matter  of  Parliamentary  experience, 
that  if  any  one  thought  the  expenditure 
in  a  particular  branch  of  Administration 
was  too  high,  the  only  chance  of  getting 
it  diminished  was  by  insisting  on  some 
general  reduction,  and  then  leaving  it  to 
the  Minister  of  the  Department  to  decide 
in  what  manner  that  object  was  to  be 
attained.  He  had  stated  briefly  his  reasons 
for  opposing  the  Motion ;  but  he  did  not 
pretend  to  speak  of  it  as  one  in  which 
the  interests  of  the  Foreign  Office  were 
deeply  interested.  He  believed  that  the 
House  of  Commons,  if  called  upon,  would 
be  ready  to  vote  the  money  that  might  be 
wanted.  The  question  was  really  one  for 
the  House  itself  to  settle  with  a  view  to 
its  own  convenience.  During  the  last 
forty  years  they  had  supported  the  present 
system  under  which  a  lump  sum  was 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Eorcign  Mi- 
nister, and  he  was  told  that  he  must  do 

Lord  SianUy 


the  best  he  could  with  it,  but  that  he  must 
not  exceed  it.  The  practical  working  of 
the  system,  in  his  opinion,  had  been  to 
keep  down  the  expenditure.  The  House, 
in  taking  that  course,  had  imposed  upon 
the  head  of  the  Foreign  Office  a  certain 
responsibility  of  which  he  had  no  right 
to  divest  himself,  except  upon  a  deliberate 
intimation  of  the  judgment  of  Parliament. 
He  should  have  no  great  fear  of  the  result 
if  that  Motion  were  carried  ;  but  he  saw 
nothirg  to  induce  him  to  believe  that  the 
House  was  dissatisfied  with  the  present 
arrangement ;  and  it  was  therefore  his 
duty  to  support  it.  Before  he  sat  down 
ho  would  once  more  remind  the  House 
that  nearly  every  one  of  those  items 
of  expenditure  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  referred  as  subjects  of  criticism 
were  items  not  included  in  the  £180,000 
a  year  which  were  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Foreign  Office,  but  were  items  which 
passed  the  scrutiny  of  the  House,  and 
with  respect  to  which,  therefore,  if  any 
extravagance  had  been  committed,  the 
House  must  be  considered  not  to  have 
exercised  the  power  placed  in  its  hands. 

Ma.  CHILDERS  said,  he  was  rather 
disappointed  at  finding  that  the  noble  Lord 
did  not  feel  himself  in  a  position  to  ac- 
cede to  the  Motion,  and  the  more  so  as  he 
had  understood  from  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord  last  year  that  he  was  in  favour 
of  that  change.  The  Foreign  Office  ex- 
pended annually  about  £640,000,  and  out 
of  that  amount  £180,000  was  the  sum  for 
Diplomatic  salaries  and  pensions,  which 
formed  the  subject  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
Motion.  "What  he  wished  the  House  to 
consider,  and  what  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
justified,  was  this— why  that  £180,000 
should  be  handed  over  as  a  lump  to  the 
Foreign  Minister  to  be  used  in  that  par- 
ticular way,  whereas  all  the  rest  of  the 
£640,000  was  included  in  the  regular  Es- 
timates laid  every  year  on  the  table  of  the 
House.  If  the  whole  of  the  Foreign  Office 
expenditure  were  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  Minister,  and  he  were  tied  down  as  to 
its  amount,  there  might  be  some  (sense  in 
laying  that  charge  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  But  that  was  not  what  happened. 
"What  practically  occurred  was  this,  that  a 
certain  part  of  the  Foreign  Office  expendi- 
ture was  taken  out  of  the  usual  review  of 
Parliament;  whereas  if  the  expenses  con- 
nected with  foreign  affairs  fluctuated  up 
and  down  that  fluctuation  appeared  in  the 
Estimates.  The  seryices  for  China  and 
Japan  appeared  on  the  Estimates;  but  our 
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Ministers  for  those  countries  were  in  much 
the  same  position  as  our  Ministers  else- 
where ;  and  he  could  not  see  why  the 
salaries  of  our  Ministers  for  China  and 
Japan  should  be  put  on  the  Votes  of  that 
House,  while  those  of  our  Ministers  in 
South  America  were  not.  So  with  regard 
to  many  of  tho  appointments  which  were 
half  Diplomatic,  half  Consular.  It  had 
always  been  matter  of  controversy  whe- 
ther a  particular  class  of  public  servants 
abroad  were  to  be  called  Diplomatic  agents 
performing  Consular  functions,  or  Consular 
agents  performing  Diplomatic  functions; 
the  salaries  of  those  that  belonged  to  the 
one  class  coming  upon  the  Votes  of  the 
House,  and  the  salaries  of  the  other  class 
being  charged  upon  the  Diplomatic  lund 
and  not  coming  upon  the  Votes.  Then 
there  was  the  special  case  of  the  third 
Secretary,  whose  case  nobody  would  con- 
tend was  on  a  different  footing  from  that 
of  any  other  of  the  attaches.  There  was 
not  a  sufficient  balance  to  charge  the 
salary  of  the  third  Secretary  on  the 
Diplomatic  fund,  and  therefore  a  Vote  for 
it  was  annually  taken  in  the  House. 
Again,  while  a  Minister's  salary  was 
charged  on  tho  Diplomatic  fund,  the  ex- 
penses of  his  outfit  and  his  establishment 
were  placed  upon  the  annual  Votes.  The 
truth  was  that  £180,000  was  put  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Foreign  Office  within  cer-^ 
tain  limits  to  use  as  they  liked ;  if  they 
wanted  more  they  came  down  to  the  House 
for  it ;  if  they  saved  anything,  which  they 
rarely  did,  the  House  did  not  hear  much 
of  it.  Therefore,  the  noble  Lord's  argu- 
ment broke  down.  Then  the  noble  Lord 
had  said  that  the  Judges  were  in  one 
respect  placed  in  a  parallel  position  to  that 
of  our  Diplomatists ;  but  he  (Mr.  Childers) 
did  not  think  there  were  any  grounds  for 
that  statement. 

LoBD  STANLEY  said,  that  what  he 
had  stated  was  not  that  the  individual 
Judges  were  in  a  parallel  position,  but  that 
the  sum  appropriated  to  the  payment  of 
the  Judges  was  in  a  parallel  position. 

Mb.  childers  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  cases  were  at  all  parallel.  Tho 
Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts  held  their 
offices  during  good  behaviour,  and  it  was 
perfectly  right  that  their  salaries  should 
not  be  cut  down  by  the  vote  of  the  House, 
but  should  stand  in  the  same  position  as 
persons  whose  salaries  were  charged  on  the 
Civil  List.  But  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
abroad  did  not  hold  their  offices  during 
good  behaviour,  and  thei*e  was  no  reason 


why  they  should  not   be  dealt  with  in 
the    same  manner  as  the    Secretary  of 
State  or  a  permanent  Under  Secretary  in 
the  Foreign  Office.     It  was  very  unfor- 
tunate that  when  they  were  year  by  year 
getting  rid  of  the  idea  that  any  of  our 
public   servants   required   to  have  their 
salaries  kept  out  of  the  view  of  the  House, 
the  Government  were  not  in  a  condition 
to  accede  to  the  adoption  of  the  same  rule 
as  regarded  the  Diplomatic  Service.     Pre- 
cisely the  same  objections  as  those  urged 
by  the  noble  Lord  had  been  urged  for  many 
years  past  against  every  successive  step 
that  had  been  taken  for  transferring  from 
the  permanent  fund  to  tho  Votes  of  the 
House  the  salaries  of  public  officers.     The 
expenses  connected   with    tho  Courts  of 
Justice,   excepting  the  Judges'    salaries, 
were  now  charged  on  the  annual  Esti- 
mates, and  the  other  evening  a  question 
arose  as  to  a  particular  appointment.     A 
Vote  was  brought  before  the  House,  and 
after  an  explanation  from  the  Attorney 
General  as  to  that  appointment,  the  House 
naturally  criticized  the  rate  of  the  sala- 
ries of  that  particular  class  of  officers. 
But  they  could  not  have  done  that  a  few 
years  ago,  because  those  salaries  did  not 
appear  in  the  Estimates.    He  entirely  dis- 
sented from  the  opinion  that  no  good  was 
done  by  discussing  the  Estimates.     Every 
discussion  in  Supply  on  a  particular  item  of 
expenditure,  though  it  might  have  no  im- 
mediate effect,  afterwards  stirred  up  tho 
Department  that  was  concerned,  and  also 
the  Treasury;  and  in  the  following  year  the 
result  of  the  Motion  made  the  year  before 
was  seen.     On  these  grounds,  he  did  not 
think  sufficient  reasons  had  been  given  for 
refusing  that  Motion ;  and  he  hoped  that 
next  year  tho  whole  of  the   Diplomatic 
expenditure  would  be  borne  on  the  Esti- 
mates, and  not  a  part  of  it  merely. 

Me.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
was  glad  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley)  express  himself  in  terms  which 
did  not  imply  an  intention  of  offering 
any  serious  resistance  to  the  views  of  the 
House  on  this  subject.  The  existing  sys- 
tem was  a  direct  infringement  of  the 
constitutional  maxim  that  the  public 
purse  was  in  the  hands  of  the  House  of 
Commons*  The  noble  Lord,  he  might 
remark,  was  not  responsible  for  tho  sys« 
tem,  which  on  former  occasions  had  been 
most  strenuously  supported  by  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire,  and  also  by  the  late  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,   with  hia 
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usual  warmth  of  temperament.  Tinker 
the  circumstances,  he  trusted  the  noble 
Lord  would  agree  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Mk.  KINKAIKD  said,  he  could  bear 
witness  to  the  great  care  with  which  the 
noblo  Lord  watched  over  the  expenditure 
connected  with  his  Department.  A  great 
principle  was  involved  in  this  question, 
and  nothing  whatever  had  been  said  to 
prove  that  this  particular  item  ought  to 
ho  withdrawn  from  the  immediate  con- 
trol of  Parliament.  He  believed  that  the 
noble  Lord   had  defended  the  system  in 


country  would  at  least  feel  that  Parliament 
was  not  neglectful  of  the  lives  of  the 
people.  He  considered  that  the  very  fact 
of  2,468  lives  having  been  destroyed 
during  the  year  1865-6  was  a  sufficient 
reason  for  endeavouring  to  arouse  public 
attention  upon  the  subject.  He  had  care- 
fully read  the  Heport  upon  Accidents  in 
Coal  Mines,  and  had  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that,  although  the  Committee  had 
paid  the  most  careful  attention  to  what 
they  had  investigated,  there  still  remained 
a  great  deal  to  be  done,  and  the  progressive 
discoveries  of  science  must  always  be  sng- 


Buch  a  manner  as  he  would  have  dono  if  gesting  improvements  in  the  management 


he  had  entertained  very  strong  convictions 
on  the  subject;  and  he  hoped,  therefore,  he 
would  accede  to  the  Motion  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  that  as 
the  salaries  of  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
came  before  the  House  in  the  Estimates, 
he  did  not  see  why  those  of  the  Diplo- 
matic Service  should  not  also  bo  stated 
clearly  in  the  Estimates. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE,  in  reply,  ob- 
served that  both  the  present  and  former 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury — who  might  be 
supposed  to  know  what  was  the  best  for 
economy  in  conducting  the  finances  — 
were  in  favour  of  his  proposition,  lie 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  not  put  the 
House  to  the  trouble  of  a  division. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

**  Thnt,  in  tho  opinion  of  this  House,  nil  sums 
required  to  dcCrny  the  expenses  of  the  Diplomatic 
Service  ought  to  be  annually  voted  by  Parliament, 
and  that  Estimates  of  all  such  sums  ought  to  bo 
submitted  in  a  form  that  will  admit  of  their 
effectual  supervision  and  control  by  this  House." 
-^{Mv.  Labouchere.') 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  76;  Noes 
72 :  Majority  4. 

COLLIERY  ACCIDENTS. 
aroTiox  Fou  a   cojnirssiox. 

Mr.  GIIEENE,  in  rising  to  movo  ''That 
an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Mnjesly,  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  issue  a  Koyal  Comnussion  to 
inquire  into  Colliery  Accidents,"  said,  he 
might  be  a^kcd  why  he,  who  had  no  con- 
nection with  mines,  should  bring  such  a 
subject  before  the  House.  His  answer  was, 


of  coal  mines.  lie  need  not  draw  a  har- 
rowing picture  of  what  occurred  when 
200  or  300  lives  were  lost  in  a  colliery ; 
but  the  man  must  be  lacking  in  Christiun 
feeling  who  could  look  into  a  blazing  fire, 
remember  that  so  many  tons  of  coal  cost 
a  life,  and  refuse  to  do  anything  in  his 
power  to  prevent  accidents  in  future. 
During  a  long  connection  with  working 
men  he  had  experienced  many  accidents, 
but  he  never  had  a  second  accident  from 
the  same  cause,  and  similar  vigilance 
would  prevent  many  colliery  accidents. 
There  were  colliery  inspectors  appointed 
by  the  Government,  but  they  went  to  col- 
lieries after  accidents,  when  all  was  made 
ready  for  inspection,  and  it  was  therefore 
difficult  for  them  to  ascertain  what  might 
have  been  the  particular  causes  of  them. 
In  the  Keport  of  the  Committee  there  was 
a  petition  of  miners,  which  set  forth  that 
the  fearful  sacrifice  of  life  in  mines  abun- 
dantly proved  that  the  legislative  n^easures 
hitherto  taken  were  totally  inadequate  to 
secure  the  personal  safety  of  miners  ;  that 
the  Stafibrdshire  practice  of  working  thick 
coal  in  more  than  one  place  was  highly 
dangerous ;  and  that  the  loss  of  life  in 
ironstone  and  coal  mines  proved  the  ne- 
cessity for  more  extended  legislative  super- 
vision. It  had  been  said  that  if  sub- 
inspectors  were  appointed  tho  owners  of 
pits  would  be  too  much  relieved  of  respon- 
sibility. Legislative  interference,  how- 
ever, was  no  new  matter.  In  his  opinion 
sub-inspectors  ought  to  be  appointed,  and 
he  was  told  that  their  appointment  would 
be  acceptable  to  tho  owners  of  collieries 
if  it  were  made  by  the  inspectors,  under 
whom  the  sub-inspectors  should  act,  and 
that  he,  in  common  with  others,  deeply  \  to  whom  they  should  report.     It  was  said 


felt  the  calamity  of  accidents  in  coal  mines, 
and  considered  it  a  subject  well  worthy  of 
tho  Legislature.  Even  should  tho  debate 
be  unproductive  of  any  practical  good,  the 

Mr.  Darby  Griffith 


that  men  were  fatalists  ;  but  why  should 
they  be  exposed  to  such  risks  that  at  last 
they  became  hardened  and  were  careless 
whether  they  lived  or  died  ?    There  wero 
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pitmen  who  had  left  mines  whioh  they 
believed  had  become  dangerous,  and  he 
desired  so  to  improve  the  working  of  coal 
mines  that  the  men  generally  should  cease 
to  be  fatalists.  In  the  petition  of  the 
colliery  workers  the  appointment  of  sub- 
inspectors  was  asked  for;  and  on  this 
point  he  was  at  issue  with  the  Committee, 
who  said  that  they  did  not  think  it  right 
to  recommend  such  appointments.  What 
he  complained  of  with  regard  to  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  was  that  nothing 
practical  had  come  of  it.  With  regard  to 
tlio  proposed  examination  of  overlookers, 
the  Committee  suggested  that  no  examina- 
tion would  afford  so  good  a  test  as  the 
personal  knowledge  of  their  qualifications 
which  the  owner  of  a  mine  might  be  ex- 
pected to  have ;  but  he  believed  that  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  thought  the 
overlookers  should  pass  a  proper  exami- 
nation for  the  office.  Then  the  Committee 
said  that  it  would  not  bo  well  to  diminish 
the  responsibility  of  owners  and  managers 
of  mines  by  any  action  on  the  part  of 
inspectors;  but  it  could  not  bo  said 
that  this  result  would  follow  if  the 
visits  of  the  inspectors  were  more  fre- 
quent than  they  now  were.  At  present 
the  inspectors  rarely  went  down  a  mine  at 
all,  and  they  visited  the  mines  at  iride 
intervals,  often  allowing  two  years  to 
intervene.  [Mr.  Jackson  :  No.]  lie  re- 
ferred to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  JJickenson, 
and  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  in  sup- 
port of  his  statement  with  regard  to  in- 
spection. He  knew  it  was  held  that  mine- 
owners  ought  to  continue  free  from  liabi- 
lity for  accidents  to  work- people  which 
were  the  result  of  the  negligence  of  fellow- 
workmen;  but,  in  his  opinion,  a  heavy 
deodand  should  be  levied  on  every  pit 
where  an  accident  had  occurred  through 
negligence.  Under  the  present  system, 
inspectors  did  not  think  it  their  duty  to 
visit  mines  unless  they  were  summoned  to 
an  accident,  or  were  informed  of  impending 
danger.  During  1867  there  were  500  more 
accidents  than  there  were  in  the  previous 
year ;  and  that  being  so,  Parliament  could 
not  say  that  all  had  been  done  which 
ought  to  be  done.  He  hop^'d  that  colliery 
owners  would  not  think  him  antagonistic 
to  them ;  he  had  no  interest  either  for  or 
against  them;  but  it  certainly  was  for  their 
interest  that  the  mines  should  be  safely 
worked.  The  great  point  was  to  secure 
adequate  ventilation.  He  believed  that 
there  had  been  some  important  inventions 
for  the  discovery  of  gas,  and  he  hoped 


that  the  Government  would  assent  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Royal  Commission,  com- 
posed of  scientific  men,  who  should  care- 
fully, and  without  prejudice,  examine  into 
the  merits  of  these  tell-tale  inventions. 
The  Oaks  Colliery  had  not  been  inspected 
for  some  years  before  the  accident.  Ho 
held,  therefore,  that  the  present  inspection 
of  mines  was  not  sufficient.  The  number 
of  Government  Inspectors  was  only  twelve; 
there  were  3,000  pits  ;  and  who  would 
allege  that  twelve  inspectors,  without  any 
sub-inspectors  to  aid  them,  were  sufficient 
for  the  purposes  of  inspection  ?  Mr. 
Thomas  Wynne,  a  Government  Inspector, 
had  testified  to  the  number  of  accidents 
which  occurred  owing  to  bad  management, 
and  added  tliat  in  every  case  where  a  good 
manager  was  got  he  found  that  the  acci- 
dents immediately  decreased.  Well,  tlien, 
if  the  owners  of  coal  mines  failed  to  get 
good  managers,  lie  held  that  it  was  high 
time  that  means  should  be  taken  to  secure 
them.  Mr.  Wynne,  in  his  description  of 
a  good  manager,  said  that  he  was  a  man 
who  thoroughly  understood  the  working  of 
mines,  and  who  had  served  a  proper  time 
under  a  proper  mining  engineer.  Mr. 
Wynne  also  said  that  he  thought  it  would 
have  a  very  good  effect  if,  in  certain  cases, 
the  inspector  should  say  to  the  owner,  <'I 
think  you  must  take  the  responsibility 
on  yourself  unless  you  get  a  better  mana- 
ger." He  hoped  the  circumstance  of  his 
calling  attention  to  this  subject  would  pro- 
duce a  good  result  on  the  owners  of  coul 
pits,  for  unless  they  managed  their  business 
better,  and  accidents  became  much  fewer, 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  every  right-think- 
ing man  to  press  for  further  legislation. 
Parliament  had  legislated  with  regard  to 
sanitary  and  other  matters,  and  yet  they 
were  told  that  they  must  leave  things 
alone  in  a  case  where  accidents  were  so 
numerous  and  terrible.  Rut  though  the 
accidents  from  explosions  formed  far  tho 
largest  proportion  of  those  which  occurred, 
there  were  many  also  which  took  place 
from  the  falling  of  roofs.  He  thought  ho 
had  shown,  from  the  evidence  of  Govern- 
ment Inspectors,  that  many  precautions 
which  could  be  taken  were  neglected, 
and  that  a  Royal  Commission  ought  to 
be  allowed  to  decide  whether  anything 
further  was  to  be  done.  In  the  Oaka 
Colliery  case  the  jury  came  to  tlio  con- 
clusion that  the  deceased  had  met  their 
deaths  by  an  explosion  of  gas  ;  they  be- 
lieved that  the  explosion  had  occurred  in 
consequence  of  the  great  accumulation  of 
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gas,  which  they  attributed  to  tho  negli- 
gence of  the  manager  and  his  subordinate 
officers,  and  they  recommended  that  mines 
should  be  inspected  once  in  three  months 
by  competent  persons,  and  that  they 
should  be  provided  with  scientific  instru- 
ments for  registering  the  quality  and 
quantity  of  tho  air  that  passed  through 
them.  The  jury  were,  no  doubt,  men 
thoroughly  Acquainted  with  the  working 
of  the  pit.  It  was  to  be  feared  that  col- 
liers were  too  regardless  of  their  lives,  and 
often  continued  working  in  pits  long  after 
they  were  known  to  be  dangerous.  Some 
outbursts  of  gas  might  arise  from  unavoid- 
able circumstances;  but  he  believed  such 
cases  wore  not  so  frequent  as  those  where 
tho  accumulation  of  gas  might  have  been 
prevented  by  better  management.  As  to 
tho  safety  lamp,  many  practical  men  held 
that  it  had  been  a  curse  rather  than  a 
blessing,  it  being  apt  to  put  men  off  their 
guard,  while  any  Jittle  accident  which 
opened  it  led  to  an  explosion.  Mines, 
moreover,  were  now  worked  which  but 
for  the  safety  lamp  would  have  been 
abandoned.  Now,  ho  maintained  that 
workings  should  not  be  continued  where 
tho  use  of  nuked  lights  was  inadmissible. 
Not  only  the  prevention  of  accidents,  but 
the  health  of  the  colliers  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered, for  who  could  tell  how  many  lives 
were  shortened  by  inhaling  foul  gas  ?  If 
A  naked  light  could  not  be  used,  a  pit 
could  not  be  in  a  proper  sanitary  condi- 
tion, tho  right  use  of  the  safety  lamp 
being  to  detect  the  presence  of  foul  gas. 
Whether  the  single  shift  or  the  double 
shift  system  was  the  best  ho  would  not 
discus9,  since  the  question  would  be  better 
considered  by  a  Commission,  as  also  would 
the  question  of  a  third  shaft.  Only  a 
few  years  had  elapsed  since  two  shafts 
were  rendered  compulsorj^  and  this  re- 
gulation had  already  effected  much  good. 
A  third  shaft,  according  to  a  calculation 
with  which  he  had  been  furnished,  might 
involve  a  cost  of  an  extra  halfpenny  a  ton 
on  coal;  but  the  country,  having  willingly 
paid  2d.  in  the  pound  income  tax  for  the 
liberation  of  thirty  of  our  fellow-subjects 
in  Abyssinia,  would  not  think  this  a  con- 
sideration when  the  saving  of  2,000  lives 
a  year  was  at  stake.  He  had  himself  no 
interest  in  mines ;  but  he  hoped  pit- 
owners  and  other  interested  persons  would 
co-operate  with  him  in  obtaining  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Commission.  The  Com- 
missioners, it  had  been  suggested  to  him, 
might,  like  the  Boundary  Commissioners, 
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appoint  barristers  and  civil  engineers  ai 
their  assistants,  so  that  the  mining  dis- 
tricts might  be  visited,  and  all  poesible 
information  elicited. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  that  She  ^ill  be  gracioaslj  pleated  to 
issue  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  CoUiery 
Acoidents." — {Mr,  Greene,) 

Mb.  W.  JACKSON  said,  he  did  not  rise 
to  oppose  the  Motion,  for  there  was  not  a 
single  well-considered  suggestion  for  the 
safety  of  their  mines  that  the  coalowncrs 
of  the  district  with  which  he  was  connected 
were  not  most  willing  to  comply  with.  He 
agreed  that  the  present  inspection  was  not 
sufficient.  Many  new  collieries  had  been 
opened  in  his  district,  but  no  new  inspec- 
tors had  been  appointed.  The  present  ia- 
spoctors  were  overworked.  He  did  not 
think  the  remedy  was  in  increasing  the 
number  of  sub-inspectors,  but  in  dividing 
the  present  districts,  which  were  too  large, 
and  appointing  an  additional  number  of 
inspectors.  He  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  brought  forward  this 
subject  was  not  better  acquainted  with  it ; 
but  on  behalf  of  the  colliery  owners  he 
would  say  that  there  wero  no  measures  of 
safety  and  precaution  which  the  Govern- 
ment could  devise  which  they  were  not 
most  anxious  to  adopt.  The  pecuniary  loss 
of  an  explosion  was  so  great  that  if  the 
coalowners  had  to  pay  for  the  inspectors 
themselves  it  would  be  a  cheaper  thing 
than  the  liability  to  accidents  without  in- 
spection. Ho  had  not  been  a  member  of 
the  Select  Committee  ;  but  he  had  read  the 
Report  and  the  evidence,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  Guvernment  would  carry  their 
Kesolutions  into  effect. 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  that  as  a  Member  of 
the  Committee  of  Inquiry  into  the  nature 
of  a  colliery  district,  he  wished  to  offer  a 
few  observations  on  the  Motion.  At  present 
there  was  a  unanimous  feeling  throughout 
all  acquainted  with  the  subject  that  the 
number  of  inspectors  must  bo  increased. 
Every  one  who  had  read  the  evidence 
would  admit  that  many  accidents  might 
have  been  prevented  if  the  inspection  had 
been  adequate.  It  was  stated  before  the 
Committee  that  complaints  were  often  made 
by  workmen  to  the  inspectors  which 
brought  them  to  the  mines,  and  one  of  the 
inspectors  stated  that  when  the  mines  were 
visited  the  reports  of  the  workpeople  were 
usually  more  than  borne  out  by  the  facts. 
Tho  Committee  came  to  a  strong  and  unani<> 
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iiiouB  rocommenilatioii  that  the  number  of 

inspectors  should  bo  increased,  end  he  was 
much  diaoppointed  on  taking  up  the  Esti- 
matea  for  ihe  present  year  to  find  that  no 
proTision  had  been  made  for  nn  increase  in 
the  number  of  inspectors.  Althongh,  how- 
ever, the  condition  of  thinga  might  be  im- 
proved by  better  inspection,  that  improve- 
ment would  be  limited  in  degree  anlcss 
they  secured  a  better  class  of  manngers. 
Colliery  owners  were  agreed  that  one  great 
cause  of  accidents  was  the  want  of  skill  in 
the  managers,  and  it  frequently  happened 
tlint  persons  who  intested  their  capital  in 
collieries  with  no  sufGcient  knowledge  of 
the  business  occasioned  disaster  to  them- 
selves and  others  by  an  injudicious  selec- 
tion of  unskilled  and  careless  mauagers, 
But  even  this  would  not  be  sufficient  with- 
out a  liko  improvement  in  the  whole  class 
of  subordinate  oiBcers  and  underground 
viewers.  A  great  change  of  opinion  had 
taken  place  lately  amongst  the  owners  of 
collieries  on  the  subject  of  inspection,  and 
it  was  felt  that  this  was  of  tho  highest 
possible  importance,  and  that  the  chances 
of  accident  and  loss  would  he  materially 
lessened  if  there  wore  a  number  of  efficient 
sub-inspectors  under  tlio  control  and  direc- 
tion of  the  inspectors  who  would  be  engaged 
iti  the  function  of  viewing  and  making  sug- 
gestions OS  to  the  better  management  and 
more  complete  provision  for  the  safety  of 
tho  workmen. 

Xotieo  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Uembers  not  beiug  present, 
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ARTIZAKS'  AND  LABOURERS'  DWELL- 

INGS    BILL. 

PEHSOHAL  EXFUH1.TI0K. 

Lord  FOfiXllAN,  having  presented  a 
Petition  for  Amendment  of  the  Artisans' 
Dwellings  Bill,  of  tho  Board  of  Works  of 
'  the  Uolborn  District,  said  ;  I  take  the 
liberty  of  asking  your  Lordships'  attention 
to  a  matter  somewhat  personal,  but  still 
one  as  to  which  it  is  desirable  that  I 
should  offer  an  explanation  to  your  Lord- 
ships. In  the  observations  made  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Chelms- 
ford) in  the  discussioa  on  tho  Artizans* 
and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Bill  the  other 
night,  I  supplemented  his  statement  by 
a  paragraph  which,  as  I  thought,  he  had 
omitted.  Now,  Ihe  noble  and  learned  Lord 
omitted  to  state  to  the  House  that  he 
quoted  from  The  Obtarver;  and,  as  I  was 
not  aware  that  thero  were  two  paragraphs 
of  a  somewhat  similar  nature  iu  tiro  dif- 
ferent papers,  I  naturally  imagined  that 
he  was  quoting  from  The  Daily  Telegraph. 
It  would  eeem  that  Tli«  Obtercer  hud  an 
article  of  much  the  same  kind,  but  nithout 
the  words  which  to  me  were  so  offensive. 
The  passage  in  T!u  Baihj  Telegraph  of 
Monday,  the  25th,  was,  as  I  stated — 

"  An;  lair  nnd  rcaionable  objection  will  be 
glndlir  entertained,  and  anj  proper  s-tlsguard  ad- 
mitted, by  those  who  hare  eWgo  ofthe  measure  ; 
but  iha  Pecn.  who  own  so  much  prDpcrtf  in  tbe 
metropolii,  and  who  therefoi-e  owe  a  proportloa- 


dutj  t( 


ulular;  and  aeaoaiar;  piece  of  legialatien  at  their 

These  were  the  words  I  used;  nnd  for 
having  used  them  1  am  accused  this  morn- 
ing of  practising  "a  rate."  But  those  who 
have  known  anything  of  my  conduct  for 
ihe  last  forty  years  will  not,  I  fuel  sure, 
suppose  me  capable  of  practising  anything 
liko  a  rvM  upon  your  Lordships,  or  of 
making  any  statement  which  I  was  not 
prepared  to  support  or  did  not  believe  to 
be  true.  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of  playing 
that  sort  of  game.  I  am  too  old  to  do  bo 
now.  But  it  is  duo  to  Th^  Observer  that 
the  acknowledgment  should  be  made  that 
its  correspondent  did  not  betray  it  into  the 
use  of  the  same  language  which  found 
admittance  into  The  Daily  Telegraph. 

POOR  RELIEF  BILL-(No.  HI.) 

{TlieBarl  of  Devon.) 


Order  of  the  Day  for  tho  House  to  be 
put  into  a  Committee  on  this  Bill  read. 
LoKD  BEDESDALE  faid,  there  wero 
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two  proyisioDs  of  the  Bill  which  seemed  to 
him  open  to  serious  objection.  In  the  first 
place,  he  did  not  think  it  rij»ht  to  deprive 
the  small  parishes  of  the  right  of  appoint- 
ing each  its  own  representative  to  the 
Board  of  Guardians  of  the  union — thus 
depriving  them  of  any  control  over  the 
expenditure  of  funds  to  which  they  had 
contributed  a  part;  and,  in  the  next  place, 
lie  objected  to  give  to  every  inmate  of  a 
workhouse  a  statutable  right  to  go  outside 
to  attend  religious  worship.  Ho  thought 
this  point  would  require  consideration,  be- 
cause it  was  to  bo  feared  that  persons 
would  avail  themselves  of  such  a  right  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  off  from  workhouses 
and  leaving  their  children  behind  them. 

House  in  Committee. 
Clauses  1  to  4  a/;reed  to. 

Clause  5  (Poor  Law  Board  may  unite 
small  Parishes  for  the  Election  of  Guar- 
dians). 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  moved  to  insert 
after  '*  Parish  "  the  words  "  in  a  Union." 

Lord  KESTEVEN  said,  tliis  clause 
would  violate  the  principle  that  represen- 
tation should  go  with  taxation,  because 
the  smaller  parishes  of  a  union  would  be 
taxed  without  having  representatives  of 
their  own  on  the  Board,  and  thus  the  con- 
trol over  the  expenditure  would  rest  en- 
tirely with  the  larger  parishes.  He  pro- 
posed that  the  clause  be  struck  out. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEULEY  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  not  expunge  the 
clause.  Where  each  parish  was  taxed  by 
itself  it  was  fair  that  each  parish  should 
have  a  representative  on  the  Board  ;  but 
since  union  rating  for  various  purposes  had 
been  introduced,  it  would  be  absurd  to 
give  a  small  parish,  that  might  perhaps 
consist  of  only  800  persons,  a  representa- 
tive of  its  own.  If  this  were  done  the 
representation  of  the  smaller  parishes 
would  be  out  of  all  proportion  to  their 
population  and  rated  value.  The  change 
proposed  would  leave  them  as  much  power 
at  the  Board  of  Guardians  as  they  were 
fairly  entitled  to. 

On  Question,  Whether  to  insert?  Their 
Lordships  divided  : — Contents  66  ;  Not- 
Contents  28  :  Majority  28. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Several  clauses  agreed  to  ;  some  post- 
poned. 

Ckuse  22  (How  the  Breligion  of  Chil- 
dren to  be  entered  in  the  Creed  Register). 

Lord  Jledesdah 


I  Eabl  grey  said,  he  did  not  think  the 
parents  who  deserted  their  children  should 
bo  allowed  to  exert  any  control  over  their 
religious  education.  To  do  so  would  be 
to  give  a  premium  to  child-desertion.  He 
would  therefore  move  the  insertion  of 
words  dispensing  with  the  requirement 
that  deserted  children  should  be  educated 
in  the  faith  of  their  parents. 

After  {'* ChiW)  moved  to  insert  ("not 
being  a  deserted  Child  "). —(-EarZ  Grey.) 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  hoped 
that  their  Lordships  would  not  assent  to 
the  Amendment  proposed  by  the  noble 
Earl.  The  .provision  objected  to  was 
ali'eady  in  force  with  respect  to  orphan 
children. 

The  Earl  of  SHAFTESBURY  sup- 
ported  the  Amendment.  Respect  was  very 
properly  paid  to  the  religious  feelings  and 
opinions  of  the  deceased  parents  of  orphans; 
but  when  parents  deserted  their  children 
they  forfeited  all  their  rights  over  ihem 
to  the  State,  which  had  a  right  to  educate 
them  in  the  manner  it  believed  to  be  best 
for  their  temporal  and  eternal  welfare. 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  said,  that  llie 
words  objected  to  were  requisite  in  order 
to  do  justice  to  the  various  religious  bodies, 
and  to  prevent  a  large  number  of  deserted 
children  whose  parents  belonged  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  from  being  sent 
to  Church  of  England  schools. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
thought  it  wrong  to  tax  the  poor  rate- 
payers of  this  country  in  order  to  support 
and  educate  the  cliildren  of  Irish  parents 
who  emigrated  to  America,  leaving  their 
children  to  be  a  burden  upon  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  one  of 
the  most  important  functions  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  was  to  undertake  the  educa- 
tion of  destitute  children  in  this  countrv. 
If  the  religion  of  the  parents  of  destitute 
children  could  not  be  ascertained,  they 
should  be  regarded  as  belonging  to  the 
Established  Church  of  the  countrv. 

Tee  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
ho  did  not  pretend  to  question  the  earnest- 
ness of  the  noble  Earl's  advocacy  of  the 
Established  Church ;  but  it  should  bo  re- 
membered that  the  Established  Church 
was,  80  to  speak,  in  the  crucible  at  pre- 
sent, and  if  the  legislation  now  sought  to 
be  applied  to  Ireland  prevailed,  and  if  a 
deserted  child  had  no  other  religion  than 
that  of  the  Established  Church,  it  occurred 
to  him  to  ask  what  its  religion  would  bo 
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wbero  thero  was  no  Established  Church 
at  nil  ? 

Lord  OVERSTONE  said,  that  deserted 
children  necessarily  became  the  children 
of  tho  State,  who  stood  towards  them  tit 
loco  parentu  ;  and  it  was  the  clear  duty 
of  the  State  to  educate  them  in  what  was 
the  religion  of  the  State. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  divided: 
— Contents  42 ;  Not-Contents  60  :  Majo- 
rity 18. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

House  resumed :  and  to  be  again  in 

Coraraitteo  on  Monday  the  15M  of  June 

next;    Bill  to    bo  printed  as    amended 
(No.  132  ) 

House  adjonmcd  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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Endowed  Schools*  [143]:  Bankruptcy  Act 
Amendment*  [145];  Courts  of  Chancery  and 
Exchequer  (Ireland)  Fee  Funds*  [140];  As- 
signees of  Marine  Policies  *  [147]. 

Second  Reading — Petit  Juries  (Ireland)*  [70]; 
Duchy  of  Cornwall  Amendment* [136] ;  Fairs* 

deferred  to  Select  Committee — Petit  Juries* 
(Ireland)  •[70]. 

Report  of  Select  Committee — Metropolitan  Foreign 
Cattle  Market  [^fo.  303]  ;  Lee  Uivcr  Conser- 
Tancy  [No.  300], 

CommtV/tfe— Representation  of  the  People  (Scot- 
land) [29] — K.p. ;  Entail  Amendment  (Scot- 
land)* [60];  Petroleum  Act  Amendment* 
[03]. 

Report — Metropolitan  ForeijiTn  Cattlo  Market* 
r2.">] ;  Entail  Amendment  (Scotland)  •  [80-140]; 
Fell-oleum  Act  Amendment  *  [93-141]  ;  l/Ce 
liiver  Conservancy  *  [38- 144], 

Considered  as  amended — Registration  of  Writs 
(Scotland)  *  [02] ;  Vagrant  Act  Amendment* 
[130]. 

Third  Rcading^yfu^x  Indies  *  [1 24],  and  passed. 


ARMT— SUBORDINATE  OFFICERS  IN 
THE  WAR  DEPARTMENT. —  QUESTION. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  Stale  for  War,  By 
whom  tho  present  llouso  keepers  and  Ofince 
keepers  at  the  War  OflBco,  Office  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  and  Quartermaster 
General,  were  respectively  appointed;  the 
salaries  they  respectively  receive,  and  the 
positions  they  respectively  held  in  the  Pub- 
lic Service,  or  otherwise,  previous  to  their 
appointment ;  and  tho  number  of  Boys, 
Labourers,  Servants,  Doorkeepers,  Mes- 
sengers, Temporary  Clerks,  Clerks  or 
other  salaried  persons  in  the  Offices  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  the  Adjutant  General, 
the  Quartermaster  General,  the  Topogra- 
phical Department,  Ucr  Majesty's  Stores, 
Pimlico,  Her  Majesty's  Stores,  Tower,  and 
tho  number  of  persons  in  these  Offices  re- 
spectively who  have  served  at  any  time  in 
Her  Mojesty's  Armv? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  the 
Question  embraced  such  a  great  variety  of 
names  that  he  should  havo  been  disposed 
to  ask  his  noble  Friend  to  move  for  a  lie- 
turn  if  it  had  not  been  that  as  regards  the 
second  portion  of  the  Question,  by  far  the 
larger  number  of  persons  there  referred  to 
would  be  found  in  tho  Army  Estimates  ; 
and  if  his  noble  Friend  would  look  to  pago 
84  of  those  Estimates  he  would  find  them 
there.  He  would  therefore  mention  those 
who  were  not  to  bo  found  in  tho  Army 
Estimates.  The  housekeeper  in  tho  War 
Office  had  been  appointed  by  Lord  dc  Grey 
at  a  salary  of  £100  a  year,  being  only  one 
half  of  the  salary  of  her  predecessor,  and 
she  was  the  wife  of  one  of  tho  War  Office 
messengers.  The  officokceper  had  been 
appointed  by  the  late  Duke  of  Newcastle, 
at  a  salary  of  £250  a  year.  Ho  was  for- 
merly a  Queen's  Messenger  for  Homo 
Service  attached  to  the  Colonial  OSice. 
Tho  office-keeper  in  tho  Commander-in- 
Chief's  Office  was  appointed  by  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  Cambridge,  at  a 
salary  of  £130.  He  was  formerly  a  mes- 
senger in  tho  same  Office,  and  had  pre- 
viously to  that  been  quartermaster-sergeant 
in  the  Grenadier  Guards.  The  house- 
keeper had  also  been  appointed  by  His 
Royal  Highness  at  a  salary  of  £84. 
The  office  -  keeper  in  the  Quartermaster 
General's  Office  had  been  appointed  by  the 
Quartermaster  General  at  a  salary  of  £100 
a  year.  He  had  been  fourteen  years  a 
messenger  in   that  office,   and  had  pro- 
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tioubIj  been  a  non-com misBioned  officer 
in  the  Scots  Fusilier  Guards.  Tho  house- 
keeper had  also  been  appointed  by  the 
Quartermaster  General,  at  a  salary  of  £50 
a  year.  With  regard  to  tho  latter  part  of 
the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord,  which 
related  to  the  dorks,  within  the  last  five 
years  military  clerks  had  been  substituted 
for  civilians,  and  there  were  at  present 
forty-five  military  clerks  employed  in  the 
office.  It  was  only  fair  to  say  that  this 
measure  was  commenced  by  Lord  de  Grey, 
when  he  was  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 

Loud  ELCHO  said,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  any  objection  to  Iny  on  the  table  a 
Keturn  explanatory  of  tho  latter  part  of 
tho  Question  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  replied  that 
ho  had  no  objection  to  do  so  ? 

ARMY  — RIFLED  ORDNANCE  — STUDDED 
SHOT.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  £S MONDE  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  the  studded  shot  system 
hitherto  adopted  with  heavy  rifled  ordnance 
has  been,  or  is  about  to  be,  abandoned  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  ho  is  prepared  to  state 
the  causes  which  havo  rendered  such  course 
necessary,  and  to  produce  the  Report  or 
Reports  of  the  Ordnance  Select  Committee 
on  the  subject,  or  of  the  experiments  which 
have  led  to  it ;  whether  any  trials  have 
been  made  of  a  proposed  new  system  sub- 
mitted  to  tho  Government  of  rifling  heavy 
ordnance  with  perfect  semi-circular  pro- 
jections raised  in  the  gun,  and  correspond- 
ing semi-circular  grooves  in  tho  shot, 
thus  strengthening  the  gun  itself  and 
making  it  and  tho  shot  both  rifled  ;  and 
whether  he  is  prepared  to  produce  any 
Report  made  on  such  proposed  system,  or 
of  the  trials  thereof,  if  any  such  have  been 
made  ;  and,  if  no  trial  has  been  made  of 
such  proposed  new  system  for  rotating 
heavy  projectiles  intended  for  tho  penetra- 
tion of  armour-plating,  whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  state  the  reasons  why  such  trial 
has  not  been  made  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  not  true  that  the  studded  shot 
system  hitherto  adopted  with  heavy  rifled 
ordnance  had  been,  or  was  about  to  be, 
abandoned.  With  regard  to  a  proposal 
made  by  a  gentleman  named  Murphy  for  a 
new  plan  of  rifling  heavy  ordnance,  no  trial 
of  it  had  yet  been  made  by  tho  Ordnance 
Select  Committee.    That  Committee,  how- 

Sir  John  Paiingion 


I  ever,  had  made  a  Report  which  he  was 

willing  to  produce  if  tho  hon.  Gentleman 

j  would  move  for  it,  and  there  would  be  found 

'  an  answer  to  his  Question  as  to  the  reasons 

why  the  trial  had  not  been  made. 

i      LATTMER'S  charity,  EDMONTON. 

j  QUESTION. 

i  Viscount  ENFIELD  said,  he  wished  to 
\  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Comroitteo 
of  Council  on  Education,  Whether  any  re* 
>  ply  has  been  returned  by  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners to  the  Memorials  addressed  to 
them  by  tho  inhabitants  of  Edmonton  io 
the  matter  of  '*  Latymer's  Charity*'  at  that 
place;  and,  whether  he  can  state  the  course 
which  the  Commissioners  intend  taking  with 
respect  to  the  said  charity  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Commissioners  had  thought  it  ex- 
pedient to  withhold  their  reply  to  the  me- 
morials addressed  to  them  in  the  matter  of 
"  Latymer's  Charity,  at  Edmonton,"  until 
the  re-settlement  most  proper  to  bo  made 
of  its  endowments  should,  after  full  con* 
sideration  of  all  its  circumstances,  be  de- 
finitively determined  upon.  That  determi- 
nation had  been  made,  and  the  scheme 
having  been  formally  perfected,  would  be 
promulgated  in  the  parish  irithin  the  next 
few  days. 

EDUCATION— TflE  REVISED  CODE. 

QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  BRUCE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  Whether,  the  Go- 
vernment having  withdrawn  their  Educa- 
tion Bill,  it  is  their  intention  to  propose 
the  repeal  or  alteration  of  Article  Eight  of 
the  Revised  Code,  so  as  to  admit  Secular 
Schools  to  tho  benefit  of  the  Parliamentary 
Grant  ? 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord,  Whether  he  is  aworo 
that  the  Congregational  Board  of  Educa- 
tion have  decided  to  niter  its  Trust  Deed 
in  reliance  on  the  assurances  received  from 
the  Committee  of  Council ;  and  that  that 
Board,  with  its  Training  College  and  affi- 
liated Schools,  would  be  subject  to  great 
inconvenience  if  those  assurances  should 
not  be  fulfilled  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  replied 
that  the  Government  had  determined  to 
give  effect  to  the  wishes  of  the  congrega- 
tional bodies  or  of  other  religious  bodies 
by  means  of  a  general  Bill  on   the  sub* 
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ject  of  education,  which  had  been  intro- 
duced into  the  other  House  by  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council,  and  it  was 
thought  that  the  scheme  contained  in  that 
Bill  would  have  been  satisfactorj  to  all 
parties.  The  circumstances  of  the  present 
Session  had,  however,  obliged* the  Govern- 
ment to  drop  that  Bill  for  this  year ;  and 
they  thought  it  would  not  be  advisable,  by 
means  of  a  Minute,  to  deal  with  one  part 
of  that  general  scheme  to  the  exclusion  of 
the  others.  In  answer  to  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds,  he  had  to 
state  that  he  had  been  informed  by  him  that 
the  Congregational  Board  had  altered  its 
trust  deeds,  and  he  feared  that  in  conse- 
quence they  would  be  put  to  some  incon- 
venience* 

JUDICIAL   BUSINESS    IN   THE   HOUSE 
OF  LORDS.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  has  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  table  of  the 
House  a  Keturn  of  the  number  of  Causes 
standing  for  hearing  before  the  House  of 
Lords  at  the  commencement  of  the  pre- 
sent Session  of  ParUament,  and  of  the 
number  already  heard  during  the  present 
Session  ;  with  the  number  of  days  on 
which  the  Lords  have  sat  for  hearing 
Appeals,  and  the  number  of  hours  occu- 
pied on  each  day  of  sitting,  and  the  names 
of  the  Lords  who  sat  on  each  day  ? 

Mb.  GATIIGRNE  HARDY  said,  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  would  move  for  a 
Keturn  on  that  subject  it  would  not  be 
opposed. 

METROPOLITAN    POLICE.— QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether,  before  mov- 
ing the  Second  Reading  of  the  *'  Metropo- 
litan Police  Funds  Bill,'*  whereby  the  local 
Taxation  of  the  Metropolis  for  Police  pur- 
poses is  sought  to  be  augmented,  he  will 
fay  before  the  House  Copy  of  the  Evidence 
taken  by,  and  the  Report  of  the  Home 
Office  Committee  on,  the  Metropolitan 
Police  ;  and,  whether  he  will  also,  before 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  produce 
an  Estimate  of  the  increased  expenditure 
to  be  incurred  thereunder  ? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  would 
also  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
Whether  he  will  state  the  mode  in  which 


the  Police  is  to  be  distributed  throughout 
the  different  parishes  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  the  increase  in  the  metropoli- 
tan police  was  determined  on  long  before 
the  inquiry  instituted  at  the  Home  Office 
took  place,  and  therefore  had  no  relation 
to  it.  With  regard  to  the  expenditure  to 
be  incurred  under  the  Bill,  an  Estimate 
had  been  laid  on  the  table,  and  would,  he 
hoped,  be  satisfactory.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  would  give  Notice  of 
his  Question,  he  would  make  inquiry  whe- 
ther there  would  be  any  difficulty  on  the 
subject  mentioned  by  him. 

MAIN    DRAINAGE    OF    METROPOLIS  — 

PETITION  OF  INHABITANTS  OF 

BARKING.— QUESTION. 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  What  steps  he 
proposes  to  take  with  regard  to  the  Memo- 
rial addressed  to  him  by  theVicar,  Church- 
wardens, Medical  Practitioners,  and  other 
Inhabitants  of  Barking,  complaining  of  the 
state  of  the  River  Thames  as  dangerous  to 
navigation  and  to  the  health  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Barking,  and  of  all  the  towns 
below  London,  and  praying  him  to  instruct 
the  Attorney  General  to  apply  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery  for  an  injunction 
against  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
to  restrain  them  from  discharging  the 
sewage  of  London  into  tho  River  Thames? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  the  Act  of  Parliament  under 
which  tho  sewage  was  discharged  into  the 
River  Thames  had  received  great  consi- 
deration. The  memorial  to  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  referred  had  only  reached 
the  Home  Office  within  the  last  two  or 
three  days,  and  he  had  referred  it  imme- 
diately to  the  proper  quarter.  Up  to  the 
present  he  had  got  no  answer,  and  there- 
fore he  was  not  prepared  to  say  what  steps 
would  be  taken. 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL  — DISFRANCUISED 
ENGLISH  BOROUGHS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  YOREE  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  What  course 
the  Government  propose  to  take  about  the 
three  boroughs  proposed  to  be  disfranchised 
by  a  late  Vote  of  the  House,  and  not  as- 
aigned  to  Scotland  in  the  Government 
scheme  of  Re-distribution  ;  and,  whether 
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the  fiercn  boroughs  to  be  disfranchised  are 
those  which  are  lowest  in  the  scale  of 
population  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  I  must  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Instruction 
which  was  carried  by  the  House  only  em- 
powered the  Committee  to  disfranchise  ten 
boroughs.  Now,  I  do  not  propose  to  avail 
myself  of  that  Instruction,  except  to  the 
extent  of  seven  scats,  to  increase  the  re- 
presentation of  Scotland.  We  intend  to 
adhere  strictly  to  the  programme  which  I 
introduced  the  other  night  to  the  attention 
of  the  Cominitteo  with  regard  to  the  repre- 
sentation of  Scotland,  and  therefore  I  do 
not  propose  to  deal  at  all  with  the  other 
three  boroughs.  The  boroughs  which  we 
propose  to  disfranchise  will  be  taken  ac- 
cording to  population,  that  being  the  rule 
hitherto  observed  in  those  arrangements. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Am  I  correct  in 
understanding  the  answer  just  given,  that 
with  the  exception  of  the  union  of  the 
two  counties,  Peebles  and  Selkirk,  and  the 
formation  of  what  he  calls  the  border  bo- 
roughs, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
intend  to  go  further  into^  the  question  of 
re-dlBtrihution  of  counties  or  towns  in  Scot- 
land ?     Is  that  so  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Clearly,  that  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government. 


RUSSIA  AND  BOKHARA.— QUESTION. 

Sir  HENRY  RAWLINSON  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he  hds  any  in- 
formation of  a  proposed  renewal  of  Russian 
hostilities  against  Bokliara;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  can  state  the  aim  and  object  of 
such  hostilities  ? 

Lord  STANLEY;  Sir,  in  the  Journal 
de  St,  Pkersbourg  of  the  22nd  of  April 
there  is  a  statement  that  a  small  Russian 
force  had  been  sent  across  the  Bokharian 
frontier  to  put  down  some  tribes  who  had 
given  trouble  and  annoyance  to  the  popula- 
tion within  the  Russian  territory.  It  is  said 
that  the  forco  has  been  effectual  for  its 
object,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  there  have 
been  any  subsequent  military  operations. 

IRELAND— PROPOSED  CATHOLIC 
UNIVERSITY.-QUESTION. 

Mb.  MURPIIY  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intend  to  take 
any  further  steps  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
posed Caiholie  University  for  Ireland  ? 
Mr.  YorU 


The  Earl  of  MAYO :  Sir,  the  corre- 
spondence which  has  been  laid  upon  the 
table  of  this  House  has  shown  that  the 
conditions  which  Her  Mojesty*s  Govern- 
ment thought  necessary  to  append  to  the 
granting  of  a  Charter  to  a  Roman  Catholic 
University  have  been  declined  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelates  who  were  deputed  to  act  in 
the  matter  on  the  part  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic hierarchy  of  Ireland.  Under  these 
circumstances,  therefore,  wo  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  matter  must  be  con- 
sidered entirely  at  an  end. 


TURNPIKE  CONTINUANCE  BILL. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
said,  he  would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  What  has 
prevented  the  promised  early  introduction  of 
the  Turnpike  Continuance  Bill,  and  when 
thot  Bill  will  be  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
House  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  not  prepared  to  admit  that 
anything  had  prevented  the  early  introduc- 
tion of  the  Bill,  because  his  hon.  Friend 
had  given  Notice  of  his  intention  to  bring 
it  in  to*niorrow  night,  and  that  would  be 
very  early  indeed.  With  respect  to  the 
course  of  proceeding,  it  would  be  this : — A 
very  large  number  of  cases  would  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Schedule  of  the  Bill  for  1869, 
and  he  proposed  to  give  Police  that  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  early  next  Session, 
so  that  the  parlies  concerned  might  have 
an  opportunity  of  laying  before  it  any  re- 
presentations they  had  to  make. 


PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM- 
REPRESENTATION    OF  THE    PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL-[BiLL  20,] 

( The  Lard  Advocate,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  £*• 
chequer.  Sir  James  Ferffution), 

COMMITTEE.     IProgrets,  25th  ifii^.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  9  (Glasgow  to  return  three  Mem- 
bers). 

Mb.  graham  said,  that  there  had 
been  great  disappointment  felt  in  Scotland 
at  the  result  of  their  proceedings  last 
Monday.  The  claims  of  the  northern  part 
of  this  island  to  a  larger  amount  of  in- 
creased representation  than  bad  been  ac- 
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corded  to  it  were  so  irreBistible,  so  much 
approved  by  the  House  and  acknowledged 
hy  all  parties,  that,  conscious  as  the  people 
of  Scotland  were  of  the  diflSculiies  the  Go- 
vernment had  to  encounter  in  giving  all 
they  were  entitled  to,  and  entirely  ap- 
preciating their  good  faith  and  kindly 
feeling,  they  had  been  led  to  believe,  upon 
the  success  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter),  that  a 
larger  increase  than  was  now  proposed 
might  have  been  given  them.  Glasgow, 
especially,  felt  aggrieved,  containing,  as  it 
did,  one-seventh  of  the  population  of  Scot- 
land, and,  though  not  in  historical  associa- 
tions, yet  in  importance  really  being  the 
capital  of  the  country.  That  city  con- 
centrated within  itself  the  manufacturing 
industries  like  those  of  Lancashire  and 
a  shipping  trade  like  Liverpool,  and,  in 
addition,  was  possessed  of  an  University, 
which  in  past  times  had  been  an  institu- 
tion of  great  usefulness,  and  by  the  erec- 
tion of  magnificent  buildings  was  preparing 
for  a  still  greater  career.  It  certainly 
seemed  to  the  people  of  Glasgow  that 
the  deprivation  of  a  fourth  Member  was 
a  very  hard  measure,  and  that  the  House 
did  not  deal  with  them  with  the  considera- 
tion and  the  justice  to  which  they  were 
entitled  ;  but  when  to  that  was  added  that 
Glasgow  was  the  only  constituency  in 
Scotland  which  was  to  be  made  a  three- 
cornered  one,  he  must  say  that  the  feeling 
of  the  community  was  one  of  great  regret 
and  great  indignation.  There  had  been 
public  meetings  held  in  opposition  to  the 
arrangements  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  he  was  in  possession  of  the 
strongest  remonstrances  on  the  subject. 
One  great  objection  to  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  was  the  unwieldinoss  and  ex- 
pensiveness  of  the  constituency  that  would 
thus  be  created.  It  must  be  within  the 
knowledge  of  most  Members  of  that  House 
that  it  must  be  a  most  difficult  thing  to 
canvass  a  constituency  like  Glasgow,  with 
its  16,000  electors;  and  when,  as  would 
bo  tho  case  by  the  extension  of  the  fran- 
chise, it  came  to  40,000  or  50,000,  he  ap- 
pealed to  hon.  Members  to  say,  from  their 
own  experience,  whether  a  personal  can- 
vass by  candidates  of  such  a  constituency 
was  not  wholly  impossible.  It  might  be 
said  that  personal  acquaintance  was  not 
required,  and  that  the  candidate  might 
rely  on  his  public  addresses  and  their 
effect  on  the  public  mind  ;  but  even  if 
some  candidates  were  content  to  trust  to 
thiSi  any  energetic  opponent  with  abundant 


funds  might  force  another  to  tho  labour, 
anxiety,  and  expensiveness  of  a  personal 
canvass.  The  result  could  only  bo  to 
create  an  organization  concentrating  poli- 
tical power  in  the  hands  of  caucuses  or 
cliques,  and  so  controlling  in  an  injurious 
manner  the  independence  both  of  the  elec- 
tors and  the  elected.  Then  there  was 
another  consideration  in  the  expense  ren- 
dered necessary  by  such  a  constituency. 
Even  as  it  already  existed,  the  election 
expenses  of  tho  constituency  of  Glasgow 
were  very  heavy.  It  had  cost  himself 
something  like  £4,000  to  obtain  his  seat, 
and  ho  could  faithfully  declare  that  not  a 
penny  of  that  money  had  been  spent  in  an 
illegitimate,  corrupt,  or,  os  far  as  he  was 
aware,  in  an  extravagant  manner.  His  lion. 
Colleague  (Mr.  Dalglish)  was  not  protected 
by  his  long  services  and  the  great  hold  he 
had  upon  the  people  of  Glasgow  from  having 
to  contest  the  city,  and  tho  joint  expenses 
of  the  three  gentlemen  who  had  sought 
the  representation  of  the  city  at  the  late 
election  bad  been  something  like  £9,000. 
The  increase  of  expense  arising  from  the 
extension  of  the  franchise  would,  he  was 
informed,  be  something  like  one-half,  and 
adding  the  increase  that  would  bo  caused 
by  the  extension  of  the  boundaries  proposed 
by  Government,  he  believed  he  should  be 
within  tho  mark  in  estimating  the  total  ex- 
penso  of  an  election  for  Glasgow,  if  con- 
tested,  at  £20,000.  Tho  only  possible 
reason,  as  far  as  ho  knew,  for  entailing 
upon  the  constituency  and  candidates  that 
enormous  labour,  anxiety,  and  expense,  was 
for  the  purposo  of  inflicting  upon  Glasgow 
that  three-cornered  representation  which 
was  put  into  the  English  Bill  by  the  other 
House  at  the  last  moment.  They  strongly 
objected  to  that;  and  ho  thought  it  was 
with  very  great  reason  that  they  did  so. 
Ho  had  no  wish  to  discuss  the  principle 
of  Lord  Cairns'  Amendment,  although 
utterly  disapproving  of  it ;  and  ho  was 
aware  that  many  hon.  Gentlemen  con- 
scientiously held  that  that  was  a  wise 
Amendment  on  the  Bill ;  but  its  partial 
application  to  ono  solitary  constituency 
here  and  there  was  thoroughly  unsound. 
If  the  principle  bo  good  at  all,  it  must  bo 
more  widely  extended ;  and  if  the  triangular 
system  could  not  be  made  general,  if  not 
universal,  his  belief  was  that  they  would 
have  to  give  it  up  altogether.  Besides,  its 
introduction  into  England  was  no  reason 
why  they  should  force  it  upon  a  reluctant 
constituency  in  Scotland.  So  far  as  Glasgow 
was   concerned  the  proposal  of  tho  Bill 
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would  reduce  the  active  political  influence 
of  Glasgow,  on  the  occasion  of  party  divi- 
sions on  great  political  questions  in  that 
House,  to  that  of  one  of  those  small  bo- 
roughs which  have  barely  escaped  disfran- 
chisement, lie  held  it  to  be  unwise,  unjust, 
and  unsafe,  to  impose  upon  a  great  and 
intelligent  community  like  that  of  Glasgow 
a  system  of  that  kind,  which  limited  to  so 
large  an  extent  their  choice  of  a  repre- 
sentative, and  diminished  so  unfairly  their 
weight  in  Parliament.  He  believed  it  was 
not  for  the  interest  of  this  country  to  elect 
only  men  of  great  means ;  and  yet  what 
possibility  was  there  for  any  man  who  had 
not  large  means  to  contest  such  a  con- 
stituency ?  The  proposal  he  now  made  to 
divide  Glasgow  into  three  constituencies 
would  give  three  distinct  constituencies 
each  quite  large  enough  in  the  experience 
of  Members  for  any  gentleman  to  canvass. 
Besides,  it  must  bo  remembered  that  those 
constituencies  were  not  decaying  and  di- 
minishing ones.  The  constituency  of  Glas- 
gow was,  of  all  others,  probably  the 
largest  and  most  increasing  in  tliis  coun- 
try. It  was  developing  to  an  extent  to 
which  no  other  of  which  he  was  aware 
was  doing.  He  opposed  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  on  the  ground  that  it  limited 
the  choice  of  the  constituency,  involved 
great  labour  and  expense,  and  endangered 
the  independence  alike  -of  the  Members 
and  the  electors,  and  deprived  Glasgow  of 
its  just  weight  in  the  councils  of  the  coun- 
try. The  hon.  Gentleman  was  about  to 
move  an  Amendment,  when — 

Thb  chairman  pointed  out  that  an 
Amendment  of  which  notice  had  been 
given  by  the  Lord  Advocate  was  entitled 
to  precedence. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  moved  the 
omission  of  the  words  from  the  commence- 
ment down  to  the  words  "  to  serve  in 
Parliament,  and "  inclusive,  explaining 
that  as  the  number  of  Members  for  Glas- 
gow had  been  already  fixed  at  three,  the 
words  in  the  clause  which  he  moved  to 
omit  were  mere  surplusage. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mr.  graham  then  moved  the  inser- 
tion of  words  providing  that  Glasgow  be 
divided  into  three  districts,  each  returning 
one  Member. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  27, 
after  the  word  "  Glasgow,''  to  insert  the 
words  **  shall  be  divided  into  three  districts, 
each  of  which  shall  return  one  Member  to 
Parliament."— (Afr.  Ordham.) 
Mr,  Graham 


Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  the  Committee 
would  observe  that,  if  they  acceded  to 
those  words,  they  would  run  counter  to 
the  Resolution  at  which  they  arrived  last 
year  on  the  English  Reform  Bill.  He 
wished  the  House  clearly  to  understand  the 
issue  before  them,  and  to  consider  whether 
they  would  rescind  their  last  year's  Reso^ 
lution  that  minorities  should  be  repre- 
sented. 

Mr.  BAXTER  remarked,  that  when 
introducing  the  Irish  Bill  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Earl  of  Mayo)  stated  that  if  the  House 
decided  to  divide  Dublin,  instead  of  giving 
it  three  Members  on  the  minority  principle, 
he  should  offer  no  objection,  adding  that 
the  Government  were  no  great  advocates 
of  that  principle,  and  that  he  should  be 
sorry  to  see  it  applied  to  any  great  extent 
in  Ireland.  Now,  the  Scotch  Members 
hoped  the  Government  would  consent  to  do 
for  Scotland  what  they  were  willing  to  do 
for  Ireland. 

Mr.  SMOLLETT,  as  a  Member  caring 
little  for  party  arrangements,  and  repre- 
senting a  constituency  connected  with  Glas- 
gow, intended  to  vote  for  the  Amendment. 
He  had  always  ol»jeeted  to  triangular  re< 
presentation,  and  voted  last  Session  against 
the  addition  of  a  third  Member  to  Man- 
chester and  three  other  large  towns  in  tho 
North  of  England.  He  did  so  because  he 
thought  the  system  was  an  improper  one, 
and  because  it  was  never  palatable  even  to 
tho  constituencies  to  which  it  was  applied 
by  the  Act  of  1832,  and  he  looked  upon 
it  as  perfectly  odious  now  that  the  extra- 
ordinary principle  of  tho  representation  of 
minorities  had  been  grafted  upon  it.  The 
principle  of  the  representation  of  mino- 
rities had  been  thrust  upon  that  House 
by  the  House  of  Lords,  after  it  had  been 
repudiated  in  the  House  of  Commons  by  a 
majority  of  140  votes.  It  would,  he  thought, 
be  better  to  con6ne  the  representation  of 
Glasgow  to  two  Members  if  tho  three  seats 
were  to  be  coupled  with  this  ridiculous 
proposal.  Glasgow  had  about  50,000  or 
60,000  electors  ;  it  would  bo  very  difficult 
to  find  three  gentlemen  of  position  who 
would  come  before  such  a  constituency  ; 
and  he  feared  that  after  the  first  General 
Election  there  would  bo  a  great  deteriora- 
tion in  the  Members  for  that  city.  He 
believed  that  the  third  Member  for  Glas- 
gow, under  the  proposal  for  the  represen- 
tation of  minorities,  instead  of  bein<r  a  Con- 
servative,  would  be  much  more  likely  to  bo 
the  worst  of  the  whole  lot,  and  to  be  cither 
a  trades  unionist  or  at  all  events  a  delegate 
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repretenting  the  ? iews  of  those  misohievous 
assoeiatioDS.  The  hon.  Memher  for  Bir- 
minp^ham  (Mr.  Bright),  if  he  (Mr.  Smollett) 
recollected  rightly,  contested  this  principle 
of  the  representation  of  minorities  with 
great  force  when  it  came  from  the  House 
of  Lords.  Ho  (Mr.  Smollett)  did  not  he- 
liefe  that  that  principle  would  have  been 
acquiesced  in  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
after  it  came  from  the  Lords  if  a  pro- 
per opportuinty  for  discussing  the  ques- 
tion had  been  gi? en.  The  debate  was  con- 
tinued on  the  night  of  the  8th  of  August, 
when  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  were  sick  of  the  name  of  Reform, 
and  when  they  were  anxious  to  go  off  as 
quickly  as  possible  to  their  grouse-shooting 
and  salmon-fishing  in  Scotland  and  Nor- 
way. The  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham, 
knowing  the  principles  of  the  people  of 
Manchester  and  Birmingham,  repudiated 
a  third  Member  if  coupled  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  representation  of  minorities. 
He  (Mr.  Smollett)  belioTed  the  people  of 
Glasgow  would  do  the  same,  if  thcj  were 
applied  to,  to-morrow.  In  his  opinion,  it 
would  hafe  been  better  if,  instead  of  adopt- 
ing the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter),  the  House  had 
taken  the  resolution  of  striking  off  all  the 
triangular  Members  from  towns  and  coun- 
ties in  England  ;  and  then  they  would  hare 
had  twelve  seats  to  dispose  of  for  the  re- 
presentation of  Scotland.  But,  no  matter 
what  might  be  done,  the  best  chance  Glas- 
gow had  of  a  diversity  of  representation 
in  future  was  to  divide  it  into  three  dis- 
tinct wards,  and  let  each  have  a  Member. 
On  that  principle,  he  should  support  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Graham). 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  confessed  that  he 
much  preferred  the  proposal  made  by  the 
Government  last  year  with  regard  to  Glas- 
gow to  the  one  which  was  now  before 
them — he  meant  the  proposal  to  divide 
Glasgow  into  two  divisions — one  on  the 
north  and  the  other  on  the  south  side  of 
the  river.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Graham)  now  made 
a  proposal  to  divide  Glasgow  into  three 
divisions^  and  to  give  one  Member  to 
each  ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Disraeli),  if  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  understood 
him  aright,  objected  to  the  Motion  of  the 
lion.  Member  for  Glasgow,  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  in  some  manner  contravene 
the  decision  of  the  House  last  year.  For 
his  own  part  he  should  feel  that,  if  it 
would  at  all  contraTcne  or  overturn  the 
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decision  of  last  year,  that  fact  would  only 
recommend  it  the  more.     Ho  spoke  so  far 
individually  and  for  himself;  but  he  was 
aware  that  there  were  many  Gentlemen, 
even  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House,  who  did  not  think  with  him  on  that 
point — and  he  wanted  to  know  how  it  was 
best  that,  for  tho  interests   of  them   all, 
they    should    dispose    of    this    particular 
matter.     He  thought  it  was  obvious  that 
they  were  all  anxious  to  make  rapid  pro- 
gress with  the  Bill — and  it  would  be  ad- 
vantageous if  they  could  avoid  reviving  the 
discussion  of  last  year  with  respect  to  the 
representation  of  minorities.  In  his  opinion 
both  the  friends  of  the  principle  andjts 
opponents  ought  to  concur  in  that.     The 
friends  of  the  minority  clause,  as  far  as  ho 
was  acquainted  with  their  opinions,  thought 
that,  in  order  to  give  full  effect  to  tho  vir- 
tues of  that  system,  it  ought  to  be  tried 
upon  a  very  extended* scale;  and  the  plan 
of  last  year  they  looked  upon  as  a  mero 
morsel,  and  an  experiment  which  was  to 
give  them  an  idea  of  the  manner  in  which 
it  would  work  ;  but  they  were  of  opinion 
that   if  according   to  that   experiment   it 
succeeded,   it  ought  to  be  extended.     If 
that  were  so,  then,  without  any  disparage- 
ment to  their  opinions,  he  should  think  the 
provisions  of  the  English  Bill  were  amply 
sufficient  for  that  experiment.  Why  should 
they   re-import   into    the    discussion    tho 
whole  of  this  controversy,  only   with  the 
object  of  adding  one  more  city  to  the  num- 
ber of  those  to   which   the  principle  was 
applied  ?     They  who  were  opposed  to  the 
principle  were  bound  to  give  it  a  fair  trial, 
which  it  must  have  under  the  provisions  of 
the  English  Bill.     The  plan  recommended 
by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Graham)  had  this 
peculiar  recommendation,    that   it   did  in 
some  degree,  and  perhaps  in  a  very  con- 
siderable degree,  meet  the  views  of  tho 
advocates  of  the  minority  clause,  without 
raising  the  objections  of  its  opponents.    It 
was  a  new  kind  of  experiment,  and  let  in 
a  considerable  new  representation  without 
departing  from  that  old  principle   of  the 
electoral  system  of  this  country,  thnt  the 
mojority  should  rule,  and  that  the  opinions 
of  the  mojority  should  have  weight.     The 
plan  certainly  involved  a  novel  experiment, 
and  he  hoped  the  Government  would  not 
feel  it  to  be  necessary  to  object  to  tho  Mo- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend.    He  should  desire 
to  see  the  adoption  of  any  plan  in  order  to 
avoid  this  needless  and  irritating  contro- 
versy. 
Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  hoped  the 
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Committee  would  not  allow  itself  to  be  led 
away  from  the  real  issue  before  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Graham)  asked 
the  Committee  to  adopt  a  principle  entirely 
without  precedent  in  any  other  part  of  the 
kingdom.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  said  that  the  Committee  might 
adopt  a  novel  experiment.  He  trusted 
that  they  would  do  no  such  thing.  The 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
was  in  reality  to  convert  the  representation 
for  that  borough  into  a  simple  representa- 
tioa  by  wards,  a  proposition  which  had 
been  on  a  former  occasion  discussed  and 
rejected  by  the  House.  He  asked  the 
Committee  to  divide  Glasgow  into  three 
wards  with  a  Member  for  each,  and  thus  to 
overturn  the  decision  of  Parliament  with 
regard  to  the  representation  of  minorities. 
That  was  the  most  important  principle  laid 
down  during  the  discussion  of  the  Bill  of 
last  year,  and  the  Committee  would  not 
now  allow  it  to  be  abrogated  by  a  side- wind. 
He  trusted  that  in  the  present  odvanccd 
stage  of  their  proceedings  they  would 
hear  no  more  of  novel  experiments. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  if  the  Com- 
mittee agreed  to  divide  Glasgow  into  three 
wards,  in  no  one  ward  would  the  minority 
have  the  slightest  chance  of  representation 
or  of  ever  obtaining  a  Member.  The  pro- 
posal of  a  representation  of  minorities  was 
spoken  of  as  the  plan  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Calne,  but  it  had  been  pre- 
viously adopted  by  Earl  Russell,  who  pro- 
posed to  try  it  in  thirty  or  forty  divisions 
of  counties. 

Mr.  DALGLISH  said,  he  was  not  quite 
sure  that  so  large  a  principle  as  the  repre- 
sentation of  minorities  ought  to  be  discussed 
upon  this  clause.  The  Government  pro- 
posed to  give  three  Members  to  Glasgow  : 
but  they  also  proposed  to  increase  the  po- 
pulation returning  these  Members  from 
440,000  to  470,000.  In  the  immediate 
neighbourhood  of  Glasgow  there  was  a 
population  of  30,000  who  were  equally 
connected  with  the  borough,  and  it  would 
simplify  the  question  if  the  Government 
would  consent  to  add  60,000  to  the  po- 
pulation of  440,000  returning  the  present 
Members,  making  a  population  of  500,000. 
They  should  then  divide  Glasgow  into  two 
divisions,  and  give  two  Members  to  each 
half.  That  would  be  an  act  of  justice, 
and  would  save  all  discussion  on  this  point. 
Ho  left  the  matter  with  confidence  to  the 
Government. 

Mr.  SCHREIBEK  said,  the  Scotch 
Members  seemed  already  to  have  forgotten 

Mr,  J,  Lowiher 


the  plea  they  originally  put  forward  when  it 
was  their  object  to  secure  additional  Mem- 
bers. Then  Scotland  was  to  be  regarded 
as  an  integral  part  of  the  Empire.  He 
was  reminded  that  when  the  remains  of 
Napoleon  were  brought  home  from  St. 
Helena  to  FrauoCi  observant  Frenchmen 
said  they  were  not  only  bringing  back  the 
bones  of  that  great  man,  but  also  his  prin- 
ciples. Weill  when  the  English  seats  were 
to  be  taken  across  the  Scotch  border,  it 
was  not  the  English  seats  only,  but  also 
the  English  principle  that  was  to  be  taken 
there  ;  and  that  English  principle  was  the 
representation  of  the  minority.  Ho  pro- 
tested against  the  narrow  spirit  of  provin- 
cialism which  cropped  up  among  Scotch 
Members  immediately  the  question  of  an 
English  principle  arose.  The  representa- 
tion of  minorities  was  a  true  and  a  good 
principle,  and  as  one  of  the  few  Conserva- 
tive principles,  if  not  the  only  one,  con- 
tained in  the  Reform  Bill  of  last  Session, 
he  would  not  consent  to  yield  it  without  a 
struggle. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  said,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  not  be  led  away  by  the 
bones  of  Napoleon  nor  by  the  assertion 
that  that  Motion  was  a  novel  experiment. 
The  principles  now  invoked  on  the  28th  of 
May  were  not  discussed  as  principles  at  all 
on  the  8th  of  August  last.  They  were 
last  year  all  too  happy  to  get  away  from 
that  question,  upon  which  they  then  voted 
under  the  pressure  of  extreme  heat  and 
equal  disgust.  He  should  now  vote  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow,  not  in  any 
spirit  of  provincialism,  about  which  tlie  hon. 
Member  for  Cheltenham  (Mr.  Schreiber) 
had  lectured  them  ;  but  because  he  hoped 
his  vote  would  be  the  means  of  hereafter 
upsetting  the  most  abominable  of  all  ex- 
periments, the  representation  of  minorities 
in  England.  He  believed  that  a  more  mis- 
chievous experiment  had  never  been  intro- 
duced into  our  legislation.  He  trusted 
that  all  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  shaky 
on  that  particular  question  would  keep  this 
in  their  eye — that  by  voting  for  this  Motion 
they  would  eventually  get  rid  of  the  repre- 
sentation of  minorities. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  was  much 
obliged  to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Nottingham  (Mr.  Osborne)  for  having  so 
ingenuously  lot  the  cat  out  of  the  bag.  The 
hon.  Member  had  confessed  that  his  object 
in  opposing  the  proposal  for  bestowing 
the  third  Member  upon  Glasgow  upon 
the  minority  principle,  was  the  desire  to 
get  rid  of  that  principle  for  England  also — 
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uding  tho  Scotch  Reform  Bill  ns  other 
Members  had  done,  as  the  instrument  for 
tinkering  the  English  Reform  Act.  For 
his  own  party  he  was  not  afraid  to  say 
tliat  among  many  ahsurd  and  mischievous 
propositions  embodied  in  that  Act  as  it 
had  received  the  Royal  Assent,  he  re- 
garded this  ono  as  jtosaesBing  some  sub- 
stantive merit.  It  was  in  the  gramma- 
tical, and  not  in  the  partisan  sense,  a 
Conservative  provision,  inasmuch  as  it  con- 
served for  large  masses  of  the  population 
who  would  otherwise  have  been  virtually 
disfranchised,  a  share  in  the  national  re- 
presentation. There  was,  however,  one 
point  on  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  been 
prudently  ambiguous.  He  had  been  almost 
patlictic  on  the  discomforts  of  the  August 
fight  upon  the  minority  principle  during 
the  Session  of  1867,  when  the  English 
Reform  Bill  had  come  back  from  the 
Lords,  but  he  had  forgotten  to  explain 
whether  he  intended  his  present  opposition 
to  the  representation  of  minorities  to  bear 
practical  fruit  in  the  present  Parliament, 
or  to  be  a  protest  intended  to  influence 
the  mind  of  the  coming  one.  If  he  in- 
tended to  follow  up  the  advantage  during 
this  Session,  the  House  might  again  be 
debating  the  point  in  August;  and,  for 
his  own  part,  he  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) 
hoped  it  would  be  doing  so.  If  it  were 
but  a  protest  thrown  out  to  futurity,  he 
could  only  declare  against  the  idle  attempt 
to  bias  the  untried  Parliament  of  an  un- 
known constituency.  The  minority  consti- 
tuencies in  towns  like  Birmingham  counted 
respectively  by  tens  of  thousands,  and  he 
therefore  declined  to  argue  the  superiority 
of  their  claim  to  be  represented  over  that 
of  the  hundreds  or  at  most  thousands,  who 
wonld  form  the  entire  constituency  of  many 
of  the  smaller  seats  existing  under  the  Act 
of  last  year.  In  spite  of  his  hon.  Friend 
he  was  prepared  to  support  the  minority 
suffrage  both  in  Enp[land  and  in  Scotland. 
Mk.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottingham  (.Mr.  Osborne)  had 
called  on  Gentlemen  on  that  side  to  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Graham),  holding  out  to 
them  the  inducement  of  getting  rid  of  the 
principle  of  the  representation  of  minori- 
ties. That  was  the  strongest  possible  rea- 
son why  those  who  were  in  favour  of  the 
representation  of  minorities  — not  as  being 
a  Consenrative  measure,  but  as  a  measure 
of  justice — should  Tote  against  the  present 
Motion.  Nothing  could  be  more  unfair 
than  to  speak  of  the  representation  of 


those  persons  who  happen  to  be  in  a  mino- 
rity, whatever  might  be  their  political 
opinions,  in  ony  constituency,  as  being  in 
any  exclusive  sense  a  Conservative  principle. 
On  tho  contrary,  it  was  not  only  the  most 
democratic  of  all  principles,  but  it  was  the 
only  true  democratic  principle  of  represen- 
tation, and  they  could  not  havo  a  com- 
plete system  of  representation  without  it. 
Man  for  man,  those  who  happened  to  be 
in  a  minority  had  just  as  much  claim  to 
be  represented  as  the  majority. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  :  I  have  only  this  mo- 
ment entered  tho  House,  and  havo  not 
heard  the  discussion  ;  but  I  wish  to  take 
an  opportunity  of  reminding  the  Commit- 
tee that  last  year  a  majority  of  mure  than 
140  Members  of  this  House  objected  to 
this  proposition,  and  that  the  circumstances 
under  which  it  afterwards  became  law  were 
very  peculiar.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  at  the  head  of  the  Government  on  that 
occasion  made,  what  I  then  described,  end 
I  now  repeat  the  observation,  as  tho  most 
earnest  and  resolute  speecii  wliich  he  made 
during  the  whole  of  the  Refurni  Bill  dis- 
cussions, in  opposition  to  the  proposition 
supported  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill).  The 
House,  following  his  advice  and  the  advice 
of  a  great  many  others,  by  a  largo  majo- 
rity— more  than  140— rejected  the  propo- 
sition. Well,  what  then  happened  ?  The 
Bill  went  up  to  the  House  of  Lords  ;  and 
what  occurred  there  soon  afterwards  ?  The 
House  of  Lords  proposed  some  five  or  six 
Amendments  of  various  kinds  and  various 
degrees  of  importance  in  the  Bill.  It  came 
down  to  this  House  for  those  Amendments 
to  bo  considered  here.  I  need  not  state 
what  all  thos^  Amendments  were;  but  the 
two  principal  ones  had  reference,  the  one 
to  the  question  of  the  representation  of 
minorities,  and  the  other  to  voting  papers. 
The  minority  clause  was  tho  last  of  the 
Lords'  Amendments  that  came  to  be  con- 
sidered in  this  House.  All  their  other 
Amendments,  as  they  were  brought  before 
the  House,  were  rejected.  The  voting 
papers,  which  had  been  agreed  to  in  the 
other  House,  were  rejected  in  this.  We 
came  then  to  this  question,  whether  this 
minority  clause — being  the  only  one  of  the 
Amendments  of  the  other  House  which  wo 
had  not  rejected — should  be  rejected  like 
the  rest,  or  should  he  consented  to  ?  Then 
what  happened  was  this.  I  speak  it  from 
no  mean  authority.  I  know  exactly  the 
truth  of  what  I  am  saying.  It  was  felt 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  if  this 
2  12 
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House  rejected  every  one  of  tho  Amend- 
ments of  tlio  other  House  of  Parliament, 
it  might  be  regarded  as  a  little  severe  upon 
them  ;  that,  possibly,  that  House  might 
have  an  excuse  for  suspending  the  Bili|  re- 
fusing to  go  on  with  it,  and  postponing  it 
till  next  ycnr.  And,  more  than  that,  per- 
haps Lord  Derby  felt — which  was  not  un- 
reasonable—  that  it  would  be  hard  for  him, 
tho  Leader  of  the  Conservative  party,  and 
BO  long  its  Leader  in  that  House,  to  do 
anything  that  appeared  to  be  like  offering 
a  rebuff  or  a  humiliation  to  the  House  of 
Lords.  The  result  was  that  the  measure 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  had  denounced  in 
the  most  forcible  terms,  which  Lord  Derby 
himself — ond  I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site to  bear  this  in  mind  —  had  described 
ns  utterly  unconstitutional— a  measure  the 
mischief  of  which  he  pointed  out  with 
singular  force,  and  which  he  declared  could 
only  be  limited  by  the  extent  to  which  the 
proposition  itself  was  limited  —  that  very 
measure,  in  order  that  they  might  not  ap- 
peor  to  bo  a  party  to  doin^  something  like 
offering  a  rebuff  to  the  House  of  Peers, 
the  Government  turned  round  and  supported 
in  this  House,  not  having  altered  their  opi- 
nion in  the  least  —  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's opinion  at  this  moment  is  exactly 
what  it  was  then — hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, I  say,  some  200  of  them,  turned 
round,  and  the  proposition  which  the  House 
had  rejected  by  a  majority  of  140  was 
carried  by  a  majority  of  30  or  40  on  a 
subsequent  occasion.  Now,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  the  other 
night,  in  discussing  the  Irish  Reform  Bill, 
intimated  what  we  nil  know  to  be  true, 
that  the  Government  aro  not  very  anxious 
to  adhere  to  this  minority  principle,  and 
would  not  caro  much  if  it  "were  rejected. 
Let  me  tell  the  Committee  in  what  condi- 
tion this  question  stands  in  the  country. 
I  represent  a  borough  to  which  this  new 
system  applies,  and  I  am  also  intimately 
acquainted  with  what  is  going  on  in  the 
city  of  Manchester,  to  which  it  also  ap- 

?lies.  Now,  in  these  two  boroughs — and 
am  told  it  is  the  same  in  tho  City  of 
London — there  is  the  utmost  dissatisfac- 
tion— nay,  indignation — expressed  at  the 
new  system.  Every  person,  I  do  not  care 
what  his  politics  may  be,  sees  that  there 
is  a  new  element  introduced  into  the 
election  proceedings  of  the  borough  —  a 
new  element  which  can  scarcely  be  com- 
prehended, but  which,  at  least,  must  lead 
necessarily  to  a  state  of  chaos.     For  ex- 
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ample,  you  have  an  election  committee 
to  manage  tho  contest  in  Manchester,  or 
Liverpool,  or  Birmingham,  or  the  City  of 
London.  In  three  of  these  boroughs  you 
have  three  candidates  to  be  elected,  and  in 
the  City  of  London  four.  Now,  I  will  take 
the  case  of  Birmingham  or  Liverpool.  It 
is  obvious  that  yon  cannot  have  a  joint 
committee  for  the  three  candidates,  be- 
cause you  cannot  canvass  for  three.  The 
canvassers  can  only  ask  for  votes  for  two 
candidates.  No  matter  how  pure  or  im- 
pure the  constituency,  the  organization  of 
election  is  utterly  disarranged,  and,  in  fact, 
made  almost  impossible.  The  one  of  the 
three  candidates  who  may  fancy  he  is  not 
being  treated  fairly  by  the  committee  or 
the  canvassers  will  have  great  reason  to 
complain  ;  and,  in  all  probability,  you  will 
have  some  one  candidate  at  the  head  of 
tho  poll  who  happens  to  be  the  popular 
man,  and  where  the  others  will  be  I  do  not 
know,  though  I  suppose  they  will  be  hke 
some  of  the  unfortunate  horses  which  we  read 
about  yesterday.  As  a  matter  of  course, 
the  minority  in  all  these  places  will  bring 
forward  two  candidates  only,  and  will  poll 
all  their  voters  for  both  of  them.  They 
will  have,  therefore,  a  great  advantage  in 
that  respect  ;  but  the  majority  will  do 
nothing  of  the  kind,  and  consequently 
their  whole  arrangements  will  be  thrown 
into  the  greatest  confusion.  With  respect 
to  two  of  these  great  constituencies  — 
Liverpool  and  Manchester — they  consider 
the  House,  in  agreeing  to  the  principle  of 
the  representation  of  minorities,  treated 
them  in  a  manner  not  honourable  to  the 
House  nor  fair  to  them.  They  did  not 
ask  you  to  give  them  an  additional  Mem- 
ber in  order  to  have  this  odious  system 
introduced.  They  would  not  have  come 
here  and  asked  for  another  Member  if 
they  had  known  that  you  would  have  in- 
troduced a  system  which  did  not  allow  their 
representation  to  be  increased,  but  which 
really  diminished  their  effective  power  in 
the  House.  If  I  were  a  member  of  the 
minority  at  one  of  those  places — for  in- 
stance, if  I  lived  at  Liverpool,  and  were  a 
Liberal,  while  tho  majority  was  Tory — I 
would  never  give  my  vote  at  any  of  these 
elections.  And  if  these  constituencies  to 
whom  this  House  has  dealt  out  this  mea- 
sure of  injustice,  and,  I  may  say,  of  gross 
folly,  would  take  my  advice,  they  would 
resist  all  representation  to  the  House  un- 
der these  conditions.  I  agree  with  Lord 
Derby  ns  to  the  utterly  unconstitutional 
nature  of  the  proposition,  and  I  am  ready 
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to  endorse  every  syllable  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  now  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  spoke  last  year  when  he  de- 
nounced this  system.  Then  look  at  the 
utter  humiliation  to  which  we  in  this  House 
wero  subjected  because  we  adopted  that 
which  we  had  previously  rejected  by  a 
majority  of  140;  and  this  merely  in  order 
to  prevent  a  small  temporary  difficulty 
which  the  Government  was  likely  to  ex- 
perience in  dealing  with  the  House  of 
Lords  in  regard  to  the  Eeform  Bill.  As 
to  this  particular  vote,  it  is  of  no  great 
consequence  whether  another  town  is  added 
to  the  four  which  have  been  injured  in  this 
manner.  It  is  no  use  saying  this  is  a 
matter  of  great  importance  as  far  as  the 
mere  extension  of  the  principle  to  one  more 
town  is  concerned ;  but  J  venture  to  say 
that  after  an  election  under  this  system 
you  will  find  that  the  greatest  hostility  will 
exist  in  all  these  constituencies  to  the 
course  which  you  have  pursued ;  and  if  you 
give  a  minority  veto  to  Glasgow,  that  town 
will  simply  be  added  to  the  other  four 
large  towns  which  will  ask  in  some  future 
and  early  Porliament  that  this  disability 
should  be  removed.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther any  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  I  am  over- 
stating the  case  ;  I  myself  am  sure  I  am 
not.  In  the  two  English  constituencies  to 
which  I  have  referred  there  exists  the 
greatest  possible  objection  to  the  system; 
and  I  believe  the  experience  of  the  elec- 
tions will  show  that  they  have  not  objected 
more  than  they  ought  to  object.  In  point 
of  fact,  one  of  two  things  must  happen — 
either  the  representation  must  be  utterly 
confused  in  these  boroughs  or  else  destroyed, 
one  party  putting  up  one  man  and  the  other 
two  men,  so  that  Manchester,  Liverpool, 
Birmingham,  and  London  will  be  reduced 
to  that  monotonous,  lifeless  condition  which 
has  existed  in  some  small  boroughs  ever 
since  the  Reform  Bill  of  1832,  and  which 
will  probably  exist  in  them  as  long  as  they 
have  any  representation  at  all.  May  I, 
therefore,  ask  the  Committee  not  to  pro- 
ceed further  in  a  course  for  which  they 
have  no  sort  of  argument  except  that  which 
has  just  been  urged  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart 
Mill),  who,  however,  admitted  last  year 
that  this  was  not  the  kind  of  representation 
of  minorities  which  he  advocated,  and  that, 
in  point  of  fact,  he  did  not  advocate  the 
representation  of  minorities  at  all,  but  a 
system  under  which  everybody  should  be 
represented.  There  has  been  no  argument 
whatever  to  overthrow  the  views  enunciated 


by  Lord  Derby  last  year  in  the  House  of 
Peers,  and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
this  House.  Furthermore,  I  maintain  that 
there  is  not  a  single  constituency  in  the 
United  Kingdom  which  is  in  favour  of  this 
proposition.  Hitherto  you  havo  had  no 
trial  of  it  by  practical  experience ;  but  it 
has  been  received  as  a  great,  a  grievous, 
and  an  unparalleled  injury  by  some  of  the 
greatest  constituencies  in  the  kingdom.  I 
appeal,  therefore,  to  the  House,  ond  if  you 
take  my  advice— and  you  will  afterwards 
be  glad  to  have  taken  it— you  will  not  es- 
tablish north  of  the  Tweed  a  principle 
which,  if  I  be  not  greatly  mistaken  as  to 
the  temper  of  my  countrymen,  will  only  be 
more  hated  on  the  south  of  the  Tweed  the 
more  we  have  experience  of  it. 

Colonel  LOYD  LINDSAY  said,  he 
wished,  as  a  representative  of  a  minority 
county,  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  plea  of 
justice.  If  the  principle  of  representation 
of  minorities  was  not  to  be  maintained  in 
large  towns  it  ought  not  to  be  maintained 
in  counties.  When  last  year  he  voted  for 
that  measure,  being  a  Member  for  a  mi- 
nority county,  he  did  so  under  the  distinct 
belief  that  the  principle  would  be  extended 
to  large  towns  also,  being  of  opinion  that 
by  such  an  arrangement  the  spirit  of  Con- 
servatism might  be  kept  alive  in  the  great 
centres  of  industry.  But  if  the  principle 
were  now  to  be  broken  through,  and  towns 
were  to  be  exempted  from  this  system,  he 
maintained  that  counties  ought  also  to  be 
exempted.  In  such  an  event  the  whole 
matter  ought  to  bo  re-considered,  for  we 
ought  not  to  legislate  for  Scotland  in  a 
different  spirit  from  that  in  which  we 
legislated  for  England.  He  felt  that  this 
was  the  first  step  towards  dividing  the 
country  into  equal  electoral  districts,  and 
he  trusted  the  House  would  not  make  an 
experiment  in  thot  direction. 

Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  he  was  one  of 
those  who  gave  a  silent  but  unhesitating 
vote  in  favour  of  the  experiment  that  was 
tried  last  year,  and  he  thought  it  perfectly 
fair  that  they  should  also  try  the  experi- 
ment proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Graham).  It  was  quite  evi- 
dent that  the  experiment  of  last  year  was 
altogether  novel ;  it  was  the  first  time  in 
the  history  of  the  representation  of  this 
country  that  such  a  principle  had  been  ap- 
plied ;  and  if  the  present  also  were  a  novel 
experiment  he  should  not  shrink  from  try- 
ing it  at  a  moment  when  they  were  making 
these  great  changes  in  the  electoral  system. 
But  it  was  not  in  the  some  sense  an  ea(« 
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penmen  1  tliat  the  former  was.  When  thej 
were  creating  very  large  conBtituencies, 
amounting  in  Glasgow  to  not  less  than 
60.000  person?,  they  were  anxious  in  a 
spirit  of  fairness,  whether  ConserratiTe  or 
Liberal,  that  a  small  majority  in  those 
constituencies  should  not  hare  a  monopoly 
of  the  representation.  But  if  they  were  to 
divide  Glasgow  into  three  parts  it  did  not 
follow  that  the  majority  in  each  of  the  divi- 
sions would  be  the  same  as  the  majority  of 
the  whole,  and  he  thought  this  a  very  fair 
mode  of  giving  effect  to  the  principle  which 
guided  the  vote  of  last  year.  Last  year  a 
great  objection  was  urged  against  the  adop> 
tion  of  the  principle  of  triangular  voting 
and  it  was  this.  It  was  contended  that  if 
any  Gentleman  were  forced  to  seek  re- 
election during  the  existence  of  Parliament 
he  would  be  placed  in  a  very  great  diffi- 
culty in  seeking  again  the  suffrages  of  a 
triangular  constituency.  No  such  objection 
could,  however,  be  urged  against  the  pre- 
sent plan,  and  he  trusted  it  would  be  ac- 
cepted bv  the  House. 

Mr.  JOHN  HARDY  said,  that  what 
was  called  the  minority  principle  was  last 
year  supported  on  the  grounds  that  it  put 
an  end  to  the  monopoly  of  large  towns;  and 
there  was  no  reason  why  a  man  living  in 
one  borough  should  have  three  times  as 
many  votes  as  a  roan  living  in  another 
borough.  The  system  of  representation  of 
minorities  would,  in  his  opinion,  act  as  a 
check  upon  large  constituencies,  which 
might  otherwise  demand  more  than  their 
fair  share  of  Members.  Manchester,  for 
instance,  had,  ho  believed,  asked  no  less 
than  seven,  and  he  did  nut  know  to  what 
extent  the  claims  of  Birmingham  had  been 
urged  ;  but  now  that  this  principle  of  the 
representation  of  minorities  had  been 
adopted  there  was  less  danger  of  such  de- 
mands being  made  in  future.  If  Glasgow 
wanted  to  try  an  experiment  ho  would  not 
divide  it,  but  would  let  each  man  give  a 
single  vote,  and  then  each  representative 
would  be  really  elected  by  his  supporters. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  they  oil  knew  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Bright)  wasa  devoted  adherent  to  American 
principles.  ["Oh,  oh!**]  Gentlemen miftht 
demur  to  the  remark  ;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  openly  and  manfully  avowed  it 
over  and  over  aj;ain  in  that  House. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  :  I  beg  leave  to  soy.  Sir, 
that  there  is  not  a  syllable  of  truth  in  what 
the  hon.  Member  bos  said.     ["  Order  !**] 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  beg  to  coll  the 
attention  of  the  hon.    Member  for   Bir- 

Mr.  Cardicell 


j  mingham  to  the  expression  which  has  just 
fallen  from  him,  and  which  1  am  sure  he 
will  opon  consideration  see  is  somewhat  in 
excess  of  the  liberty  of  speech  that  is 
allowed  in  this  Hoose. 

Mb.  BRIGHT:  The  hon.    Gentleman 
said   that   I  was  a  devoted    adherent   of 
American  principles,  and  that  I  had  openly 
avowed  them.     In  return  I  say  that  such 
a  charge  is  entirely  without  foundation.     I 
have  no  doubt  the  hon.  Member  has  made 
the  observation  under  a  mistake.     I  my- 
self  beg  to  assure  him  that  he  is  entirely 
mistaken,  and  that  there  is  not  the  least 
I  foundation  for  the  statement  he  has  made. 
j      Mb.   LIDDELL   felt  bound   to  accept 
;  the  explanation.     But  whether  the  hon. 
'  Member  for  Birmingham  was  an  admirer 
of   American    principles  or   not    he   had 
proved   himself   at  least   an    admirer   of 
American   manners.      The   hon.    Gentle- 
man disliked  the  application  of  the  prin- 
ciple under  consideration  to  Birmingham, 
because   he    knew   that    the   minority  in 
that  place,  which  had  so  long  been  kept 
under  subjection  by  the  iron  will  of  the 
majority,    was  about   to  be  emancipated. 
That  was  the  true  reason  why  he  viewed 
the  scheme  with  disfavour  which  the  House 
solemnly   established  last  year.      It  was 
getting  too   much  the    fashion   to   forget 
what  was  done  last  year.  But  the  principle 
of  the   representation  of  minorities    was 
adopted  after  one  of  the  fullest  and  ablest 
discussions  that  took   place  last  Session. 
He  had  merely  risen  for  the  purpose  of 
putting  a  single  question   to  the  House. 
He  desired  to  know  whether  there  was  any- 
thing specially  sacred  or  peculiar  about  Glas- 
gow, or  whether  it  was  so  wholly  different 
from  other  places  that  it  should  have  special 
principles  of  legislation  applied  to  it  ?  That 
was  the  second  time  in  the  course  of  the 
week  that  a  totally  new  principle  of  legis- 
lation  was  sought  to  be   introduced  with 
respect  to  Glasgow.     First  of  all  they  were 
asked  to  give  Glasgow  four  Members,  and 
now  they  were  asked  to  divide  it  into  wards. 
Ho   deprecated  such   a  course  of  action. 
The  minority  plan  was  applied  to  all  other 
towns  which  had  three  Members  ;  and  what 
was  good  for  the  great  towns  of  England 
must  be  beneficial  for  the  great  towns  of 
Scotland,  and  he  therefore  trusted  that  the 
House  would  abide  by  the  system  estab- 
lished last  Session. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  do  not  exactly  un- 
derstand the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  city  of  Oxford 
(Mr.  Cardwell).     He  voted  last  year,  he 
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said,  for  the  minority  principle  because  it 
was  an  experiment,  and  now  he  sajs  he  is 
going  to  vote  against  the  minority  prin- 
ciple, also  because  it  is  an  experiment ; 
but  the  right  hen.  Gentleman  gave  some 
colour  to  the  explanation  of  this  incon- 
sistent course  on  his  part  by  his  declaration 
that  the  course  he  takes  to-night  differs 
from  that  he  pursued  last  year  in  conse- 
quence of  the  great  size  of  the  constituency 
of  Glasgow.  But  the  constituency  of 
Glasgow  is  not  greater  than  will  be  the 
constituencies  of  Birmingham,  Manchester, 
Lirerpooly  and  other  places  ;  and  therefore 
I  do  not  understand  that  this  is  any  miti- 
gation of  the  course  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  taking.  Before  we  divide  I 
wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  assumption  running  through 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Bright),  which  was  that 
this  was  a  controversy  between  voting  ac- 
cording to  what  is  called  the  minority 
principle,  and  the  usual  plan  of  voting 
that  has  prevailed  in  this  country  ;  but 
that  is  not  the  case.  The  controversy  now 
is  between  the  minority  principle,  which 
the  House  thought  fit  to  adopt  last  year, 
and  a  new  scheme  utterly  unknown  to  the 
Constitution.  If,  indeed,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Graham)  had  proposed 
that  the  whole  constituency  should  vote  for 
three  Members,  that  would  be  a  fair  and 
legitimate  subject  for  the  Committee  to 
discuss  ;  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
has  proposed  to  us  a  new  scheme  utterly 
unknown  to  the  Constitution,  and  which,  I 
think,  it  would  be  most  imprudent  for  the 
House  to  adopt  precipitately  without  dis- 
cussion. Therefore,  on  the  whole,  I  think 
the  wisest  course  for  us  to  pursue  is  to 
adhere  to  the  Resolution  at  which  the 
House  arrived  last  year  ;  and  I,  for  one, 
shall  vote  that  the  city  of  Glasgow  be 
dealt  with  as  proposed  in  the  clause  bo- 
fore  us. 

Mb.  HORSMAN  denied  that  the  prin- 
ciple sought  to  be  established  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  was  unknown  to  the 
Constitution.  At  the  time  of  the  Reform 
Bill  of  1832  the  metropolis  was  divided 
upon  the  same  principle  as  that  now  pro- 
posed, the  only  difference  being  that  each 
ward  in  the  City  of  London  was  to  have 
two  Members  instead  of  one. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  there  was 
a  still  more  recent  precedent  in  the  division 
of  the  borough  of  the  Tower  Hamlets  last 
year.  It  was  only  just  that  the  representa- 
tion of  a  large  place  should  be  influenced 


by  the  fact  that  the  minority  was  nearly 
equal  to  the  majority;  and  therefore  he 
voted  last  year  for  the  minority  clause ; 
but  all  he  had  heard  since  satisfied  him 
that  the  principle  was  extremely  obnoxious 
to  all  those  places  to  which  it  had  been  ap- 
plied. The  question  now  was,  not  the  re- 
scinding of  the  vote  of  last  year,  but  the 
trial  of  an  experiment  in  Glasgow.  Liver- 
pool objected  to  division,  but  Glasgow  asked 
to  be  divided ;  and  he  was  willing  to  try  an 
experiment  which  was  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  the  people  to  be  affected  by 
it,  without  at  all  giving  up  the  principle 
that,  in  certain  cases,  it  was  desirable  the 
minority  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
being  represented.  In  many  cases  the 
division  of  a  large  borough  would  destroy 
the  monotony  of  its  representation.  For 
these  reasons  he  was  prepared  to  vote 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Graham). 

Mr.  BAYLEY  POTTER  said,  that 
the  division  of  large  boroughs  into  wards 
was  a  proposal  which  had  been  stamped 
with  the  approval  of  so  high  an  authority 
as  Mr.  Cobden,  who  expressed  favourable 
views  of  it  in  a  letter  which  he  wrote  in 
1865.  He  (Mr.  Potter)  would  support  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Graham). 

Mb.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  ho  be- 
lieved the  decision  come  to  last  year  was 
injurious,  absurd,  and  derogatory  to  the 
dignity  of  the  House.  He  would  support 
the  Amendment,  although  he  would  have 
preferred  to  have  given  three  votes  to  the 
electors  constituting  the  majority  in  Glas- 
gow. 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  bo 
there  inserted.'* 

The  Committee  divided  .-—Ayes  185  ; 
Noes  244 :  Majority  59. 


Acland,  T.  D. 
Adam,  W.  P. 
Agnew,  Sir  A . 
Allen.  W.  S. 
Amberle/,  Viscount 
Andover,  Visoount 
Anstruthcr,  Sir  R. 
Antrobus,  E. 
Ayrton,  A.  S. 
Baines,  E. 
Barnes,  T. 
Barron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Baxter,  W.  E. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Biddulph,  Colonel  R. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Bouverie,  rt.hon.  E, 


AYES. 

Bright,  J.  (Birmingham) 

Bright,  J.  (Manchester) 

Bruce,  rt.  hon.  U.  A. 

Buller,  Sir  A.W. 

Bailor,  Sir  £.  M. 

Candlish,  J. 

Card  well,  rt.  hon.  E. 

Carnegie,  hon.  G. 

Carter,  S. 

Cavo,  T. 

Childers,  H.  C.  E. 

Cholraeley,  Sir  M.  J. 

Clive,  G. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
M.     Collier,  Sir  R.  V. 

Colthurst,  Sir  G.  C. 
P.    Corbally,  M.  E. 
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Cnnfurd,  E.  H.  J. 
CrnwfonI,  R.  W. 
Cremorne,  Lord 
CrotslcT.  Sir  F. 
Davey,  R. 
Davie.  Sir  II.  R.  F. 
Denman,  hon.  G. 
Dent,  J.  D. 
Dering,  Sir  E.  C. 
Dilke.  Sir  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dixon.  G. 
Duff,  M.  E.  G. 
Dandas,  F. 
Edwards,  H. 
Eliot,  Lord 


LefoTre,  G.  J.  S. 
Lewis,  H. 
Lome,  Marquess  of 
Lusk,  A. 
M'Lnrcn,  D. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Martin,  P.  W. 
Matheson,  A. 
Matheson,  Sir  J. 
Mellx,  G. 
Merry.  J. 
Milbank,F.  A. 
Miller,  W. 
Milton,  Visoonnt 
Mitchell.  T.  A. 
Moffatt,  G. 


Ertkine,  Vioe-Ad.  J.  E.  Monoreiff,  rt.  bon.  J. 

Esmonde,  J.  Monk,  C.  J. 

Ewart,  W.  Nicholson,  W. 

Kjkyn,  R.  Niool,  J.  D. 

Fildet,  J.  Norwood,  C.  M. 

FitxGerald,  rt. hn.  Lord  O'Brien,  Sir  P. 

O.  A.  O'Donoghae,  The 

Fordyce,  W.  D.  Ogilvy,  Sir  J. 

Forster,  0.  O'Ughlen,  Sir  C.  M. 

Forster,  W.  E.  Osborne,  R.  B. 

Fortescue,  rt.  hn.  C.  S.  Otway,  A.  J. 

French,  rt.  hn.  Colonel  Owen.  Sir  H.  0. 

Gaselee.  Serjeant  S.  Paget,  T.  T. 

Gilpin,  C.  Palmer.  Sir  R. 

Gladstone,  rt.  bn.  W.  E.  Parry,  T. 

Glyn,  G.  G.  Pease,  J.  W. 

Goldsmid,  Sir  F.  H.  Peel,  A.  W. 

Gotchen,  rt.  bon.  G.  J.  Pelbam,  Lord 


Gowcr,  hon,  F.  L. 
Gray,  Sir  J. 
Gregory.  W.  II. 
Grenfell.  II.  R. 


Philips,  R.  N. 
Potter,  E. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Price.  W.  P. 


Greville-Nugent,  A.  W.    Fryse,  E.  L. 


F. 
Greville-Nugent,  Col. 
Grey.  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grove,  T.  F. 
Ilankey,  T. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Harris.  J.  D. 
Ilartington.  Marq.  of 
Ilay.  Lord  J. 
Hay,  Lord  W.  M. 
Dayter.  A.  D. 
Ueadlam.  rt.  bn.  T.  £. 
Henderson,  J. 
Ilerrcy,  Ix)rd  A.  II.  C. 
llibbert.J.T. 
Holden,  I. 
Holland,  E. 
Horsman,  rt.  bon.  E. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G.    Speirs.  A.  A. 


Pritobard,  J. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Robow,  J.  G. 
Robartes.  T.  J.  A. 
Robertson.  D. 
Rothschild,  Baron  L.de 
Rothschild,  N.  M.  de 
Russell,  A. 
St.  Aubyn,  J. 
Snlomons,  Mr.  Aid. 
Samuda,  J.D'A. 
Saundcrson.  E. 
Scott.  Sir  W. 
Seely,  C. 
Seymour,  A. 
Sherriff,  A.  C. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Smollett,  P.  B. 


Hughes.  W.  B. 
Uorst,  R.  II. 
Hutt,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 
Jackson,  W. 
Johnstone.  Sir  J. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Kinglnkc,  A.  W. 
Kinglake,  J.  A. 
Kinnaird.  bon.  A.  F. 
Laing,  S. 
I^wrence.  W. 
Layard,  A.  U. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatbam,  W.  U. 
LMman,  O. 


Stansfcld,  J. 
Stone,  W.  H. 
Stuart,  Col.  Crichton- 
Sykes,  Colonel  W.  H. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Thompson,  M.  W. 
Tomlino.  G. 
Trcrelyan,  G.  O, 
Vandcrbyl,  P. 
Villiers.  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Waldcgrave-Leslie,  hon. 

G. 
Watkin,E.W. 
Weguelin,  T.  M. 
Western,  Sir  T.  B. 


Woods,  H. 
Young,  G. 


Whalley,  G.  H. 
Whatman,  J. 
Whitbread,  S. 

White,  J.  TILLBBI. 

Williamson,  Sir  H.  Graham,  W. 

Winterbotham,  H.  8  P.    Dalglisb,  R. 

NOES. 
Adderley,  rt.  bon.  C.  B.    Dunne,  rt.  hon.  General 


Akroyd,  £. 
Annesley,  hon.  Col.  H. 
Arobdall,  Captain  M. 
Arkwrigbt.  R. 
Aytoun,  B.  S. 
Bagnall.  C. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Bail  lie,  rt.  bon.  H.  J. 
Baring,  T. 
Bamett,  U. 
Barrington,  Viscount 
Barry.  A.  H.  S. 
Bass.  A. 
Bateson.  SirT. 
Beach,  Sir  M.  H. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Beecroft,  G.  S. 
Bentinck,  G.  C. 
Benyon,  R. 


Dyke,  W.  U. 
Dyott,  Colonel  R. 
Eaton,  U.  W. 
Eckersley,  N. 
Edwards,  Sir  H. 
Egerton,  E.  C. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
Egerton,  hon.  W. 
Elcho,  Ix>rd 
Ellice,  E. 
Erans,  T.  W. 
Fano,  Lieut.-Col.  H.  H. 
Fane,  Colonel  J.  W. 
Fawcett,  H. 
Feilden,  J. 
Fergusson,  Sir  J. 
FitswUliam.  bn.O.W.W. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forde,  Colonel 


Beresford,  Capt.  D.  W.  Galway,  Visconnt 

Pack-  Garth.  R. 

Bemard.hon.  Col.  II.  B.  Gaskell,  J.  M. 

Blennerbassett,  Sir  R.  Goddard,  A.  L. 


Bonham-Carter,  J. 
Booth,  Sir  R.  G. 
Bowyer,  Sir  G. 
Brett,  Sir  W.  B. 
Brown,  J. 
Browne,  Lord  J.  T. 
Bruce.  Lord  C. 
Bruce.  Major  C. 
Bruce.  Sir  H.  H. 
Bruen.  H. 
Burrell.  Sir  P. 


Goldney,  G. 
Goldsmid,  J. 
Goodson,  J. 
Gordon,  rt.  hon.  E.  S. 
Gore,  J.  R.  O. 
Gore,  W.  R.  O. 
Gorst,  J.  E. 
Gray,  Lieut.-Colonel 
Greene,  E. 
Griffith,  C.  D. 
Grusvenor,  Earl 


Butler-Johnstone,  11.  A.    Grosrenor,  Lord  R. 


Buxton,  C. 
Buxton,  Sir  T,  F. 
Capper,  C. 
Cartwright,  Colonel 
Cave,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Carendish,  Lord  E. 
Cecil,  Lord  E.H.B.G. 
Clinton,  Lord  E.  P. 
Cochrane,  A.  D.R.W.B 
Cole,  hon.  H. 
Cole,  bon.  J.  L. 
Corrance,  F.  S. 
Cooper,  E.  H. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Courtenay,  Viscount 
Cox,  W.  T. 
Cubitt,  G. 
Dalkoith,Earl  of 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Dawson,  R,  P. 
Dick.  F. 
Dimsdale,  R. 
Disraeli,  rt.  bon.  B. 
Doulton,  F. 
Du  Cane,  C. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Duncombe,  bon.  Adml. 


Dunoombe,  hon.  Colonel    Jones,  D. 


Gumey,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Gwyn,  II. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hamilton,  I^rd  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  I.  T. 
Hamilton,  Viscount 
Hardy,  rt.  bon.  G. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hartley,  J. 
Hartopp,  E.  B. 
Harvey,  R.  B. 
Hay,  Sir  J.  C.  D. 
Henley,  Lord 
Henniker-Major,  bon.  J. 

M. 
Herbert,  rt.  hn.  Gen.  P. 
Hildyard,T.  B.  T. 
Hogg,  Lieut.-Col.  J.  M. 
Holford.  11.  S. 
Holmesdale,  Viscount 
Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B. 
Horsfiill.  T.  B. 
llotham.  Lord 
Howes,  E. 
Huddleston,  J.  W. 
Hughes.  T. 
Hunt.  rt.  hon.  G.  W. 
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to  the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants  of  those 
burghs  (Partick  and  Govan)  and  also  to 
the  wishes  of  the  people  of  Glasgow,  as 
evidenced  by  the  fact  that  public  meetings 
had  been  held,  where  resolutions  were 
passed  protesting  against  any  such  exten- 
sion. It  was  quite  clear  that  the  incTitable 
result  would  bo  a  large  extension  of  the 
municipal  boundaries.  The  county  of 
Lanarkshire  should  at  least  have  four 
Members.  He  protested  in  the  name  of 
these  towns  and  of  Glasgow  against  this 
measure  being  forced  upon  them. 

Mr.  ELLICE  said,  he  altogether  ob- 
jected to  the  extension  of  the  borough  of 
Glasgow.  Ho  did  not  want  to  be  com- 
polled  to  vote  against  the  proposition  that 
each  elector  should  only  have  two  votes. 
If,  however,  he  had  to  vote  on  the  whole 
clause  he  would  have  to  vote  against  it. 

After  some  further  discussion. 

Sib  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  with- 
drew  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  then  moved  as  an 
Amendment  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  "comprise  the'*  to  the  end  of  the 
clause,  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  "  ex- 
isting Parliamentary  boundaries/*  tho 
object  being  to  limit  tho  constituency  to 
those  boundaries. 

Mr.  DALGLISH  said,  that  by  adopting 
the  Amendment  they  would  withdraw  the 
franchise  from  7,300  electors — a  principle 
which  was  opposed  to  tho  whole  spirit  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  M*LAREN  said,  he  begged  to  re- 
mind the  Lord  Advocate  that  these  two 
boroughs  (Govan  and  Partick)  were  as 
completely  constituted  boroughs  as  was  the 
city  of  Glasgow.  During  tho  Recess,  a 
deputation  of  gentlemen  from  them  came 
to  Edinburgh  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
not  to  include  them  within  the  boundaries 
of  Glasgow.  These  gentlemen,  being  in 
Edinburgh,  asked  him  if  he  would  receive 
them  in  his  house,  which  he  did.  They 
came  from  the  Lord  Advocate's  house  to 
his,  and  they  said  there  was  hardly  any 
difference  of  opinion  in  these  two  boroughs 
against  being  attached  to  Glasgow.  It  was 
not  enough  for  this  House  to  inquire  what 
Glasgow  wished.  They  ought  to  inquire 
what  these  two  boroughs  would  like. 
When  this  plan  might  be  altogether  dis- 
approved of  the  moment  the  Select  Com- 
mittee had  reported  ogainst  the  extension 
of  English  large  boroughs,  why  should 
they  hurry  on  the  people  of  Glasgow  into 
a  union  with  towns  which  repudiated  it  ? 
As  for  giving  them  household    sufifragOi 


lOirsUike,  E.  K. 
Karslake,  Sir  J.  B. 
Karanngh,  A. 
KekoTviob,  S.  T. 
Kelk,  J. 
Kendall,  N. 
Kennard,  R.  W. 
Keown,  W. 
King,  J.  K. 
Kingscote,  Colonel 
KnatchbuU-  Huge8sen,E 
Knight.  F.  W. 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Knox,  bon  Colonel  S. 
Lacon,  Sir  E. 
liAmont,  J. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
Lascelles,  bn.  £.  W. 
Leader,  N.  P. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  U. 
I^nnox,  Lord  U.  G. 
Leslie,  C  .P. 
Liddell,  bon.  H.  G. 
Lindsay,  bon.  Colonel  C. 
Lindsay,  Colonel  B.  L. 
Long,  R.  P. 
Lopes,  H.  0. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Loire,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Lowtber,  J. 
Lowtber,  W. 
M'Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Mahon,  Viscoant 
Main  waring,  T. 
Malcolm,  J.  W. 
Manners,  Lord  G.  J. 
Manners,  rt.  bn.  Lord  J. 
Marsb,  M.  U. 
Mayo,  Earl  of 
Miles,  J.  W. 
Mill,  J.  S. 
Mitford,  W.  T. 
Montagu,  rt.bn.  Lord  R. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G. 
Morrison,  W. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  J.  R. 
Ncatc,  C. 
Necld,  Sir  J. 
Neville-Grenville,  R. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Nortb,  Colonel 
Nortbcote,  rt.  bn.  Sir  S. 
O'Neill,  bon.  E. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Pakington,  rt.  bn.  Sir  J. 
Parker,  Major  W. 
Patten,  rt.  bon.  Col.  W. 
Paull,  U. 
Pim.  J. 


Portman,  hon.  W.  H.  B . 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Pugb,  D. 
Read,  C.  S. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Robertson,  P.  F. 
Royston,  Viscoant 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Sandford,  G.  M.  W. 
Sobreiber,  C. 
Sclater-Booth,  G. 
Scott,  T«ord  U. 
Scourfield,  J.  U. 
Selwin-Ibbetson,  11.  J. 
Seymoar,  G.  11 . 
Simonds,  W.  B. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  S.  G. 
Somerset,  Colonel 
Somerset,  E.  A. 
Stanhope,  J.  B. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stirling-Maxwell,  SirW. 
Stronge,  Sir  J.  M. 
Stuart,  Lt.-Col.  W. 
Stucley,  Sir  G.  S, 
Sturt,  Lt.-Colonel  N. 
Sturt,  U.  G. 
Surtoes,  C.F. 
Surtees,  H.  £. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Thompson,  A.  G. 
Thynne,  Lord  II.  F. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Torrcns,  R. 
Treeby,  J.  W. 
Trevor,  Lord  A.  £.  mil- 
Turner,  0. 
Turnor,  E. 
Vandeleur,  Colonel 
Vcrncr,  E.  W. 
Walker,  Major  G.  G. 
Walrond,  J.  W. 
Walsh,  bon.  A. 
Warner,  E. 
Warren,  rt.  bon .  R.  R. 
Waterbouso,  S. 
Welby,  W.  E. 
Wise,  H.  C. 
Woodd,  B.  T. 
Wyndham,  bon.  H. 
Wyndbam,  bon.  P. 
Wynn,  C.  W.  W. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Wyvill,  M. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TKLLBBS. 

Taylor,  Colonel 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 


Sm  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  moved 
to  strike  out  all  the  words  after  ''  Glasgow" 
in  the  second  part  of  the  clause,  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  preventing  the 
extension  of  the  houndaries  of  Qlasgow. 
Tho  proposal  of  the  Government  was  with- 
out any  precedent  in  the  English  Bill.  He 
protested  against  it,  hecause  it  was  opposed 


979 


Parliamentary 


fCOmiONSl 


Reform — 


980 


tbej  did  not  want  household  suffrftgo  on 
these  conditions.  The  Lord  Advocate  said 
he  was  going  to  include  some  additional 
territory  ;  in  short,  ho  was  going  to  add 
50,000  inhabitants  to  Glasgow,  the  popu- 
lation of  which  was  already  nearly  440,000. 
Would  it  not  be  bettor  to  make  such  a 
new  district  a  borough,  and  give  it  a 
Member  of  its  own  ? 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  that 
if  the  districts  which  it  was  proposed  to 
unite  to  Glasgow  were  not  so  united,  the 
inhabitants  of  those  districts  would  not 
have  the  franchise.  He  therefore  hoped 
the  Committee  would  consent  to  the  exten-  { 
aion  of  the  boundary,  though  he  was  sorry 
they  had  not  been  able  to  get  another 
Member  for  Glasgow. 

Mil.  MONOREIFF  said,  the  proposal 
was  one  most  arbitrary  and  most  unjust, 
and  was  fery  repugnant  to  the  people 
whom  it  affected  ;  and  for  this  plain  reason, 
that  the  inclusion  within  the  Parliamentary 
boundary  would  be  the  first  step  towards 
inclusion  within  the  municipal  boundary. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  admitted 
there  was  some  difference  of  opinion  on 
this  subject  among  the  people  in  the  dis- 
tricts proposed  to  be  united  to  Glasgow. 
Some  part  of  the  municipal  boundary  of 
Glasgow  was  at  present  outside  the  Par- 
liamentary boundary.  This  was  a  matter 
which  might  be  settled  by  a  Boundary 
Commission.  As  the  town  had  increased 
very  much  since  1832,  was  it  not  reason- 
able that  there  should  be  a  re-arrangement 
of  boundary  now,  so  as  to  include  districts 
that  ought  proporly  to  be  deemed  to  be 
within  the  Parliamentary  borough  ? 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  Glasgow 
liaving  grown  to  so  great  an  extent,  it  was 
not  unreasonable  that  its  boundaries  should 
be  revised  and  extended,  provided  its  re- 
presentation were  extended  also.  He  ap- 
prehended that  its  fair  proportion  of  Mem- 
bers, in  reference  to  its  population  and 
weolth,  would  be  not  less  than  six.  The 
arguments  of  the  Government  would  be 
extremely  good  then  ;  but  as  the  vast 
population  of  Glasgow  was  represented  by 
an  inadequate  number  of  Members,  he 
could  not  admit  that  in  order  to  admit  an 
additional  number  of  persons  to  share  in 
that  inadequate  representation,  a  largo 
proportion  of  them  should  be  deprived  of 
their  county  vote,  which  was  really  valu* 
able  to  them. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
he  was  perfectly  aware  that  there  were 
portions  of  Glasgow  where  the  boundaries 

J/r.  McLaren 


have  extended,  and  he  did  not  wisli  for  a 
moment  to  stand  in  the  way  of  any  pro- 
position of  the  Government  to  give  a  fair 
boundary  to  the  burgh.  That  was,  how- 
ever, a  question  of  principle,  not  of  detail, 
to  be  referred  to  a  Commission.  He  had 
no  objection  to  refer  it  to  a  Commission,  if 
the  Commission  were  instructed  to  inquire, 
having  reference  to  the  municipal  bounda- 
ries and  the  burghs. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lanarkshire  (Sir  Edward 
Colebrooke)  admitted  that  there  were  cer- 
tain portions  of  the  municipal  boundaries 
of  Glasgow  that  ought  to  bo  brought  within 
the  Parliamentary  boundaries.  With  re- 
spect to  those  parts,  the  inhabitants  were 
all  unanimous  in  wishing  to  bring  them 
within  the  Parliamentary  limits.  Now, 
this  must  be  settled  by  the  schedule,  and 
Members  by  allowing  the  clause  to  pafs  in 
its  present  shape  would  not  bo  precluded 
from  discussing  what  the  precise  boundaries 
should  be  when  the  schedule  was  consi- 
dered, while  further  time  would  thus  be 
given  for  weighing  the  point  which  had 
been  raised. 

Mr.  BOUYERIE  remarked  that  if  his 
Amendment  wore  carried,  it  would  still  bo 
competent  for  the  Government  to  move  a 
rider  extending  the  boundaries. 

Mr.  bright  said,  he  had  understood 
from  the  statement  of  the  Lord  Advocate, 
as  well  as  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Home  Secretary,  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  disposed  to  receive  favour- 
ably the  proposition  mado  from  that  side 
of  the  House.  With  respect  to  the  large 
English  boroughs,  they  had  had  a  Commis- 
sion which  reported  that  tho  same  thing 
should  be  done  as  was  now  proposed  to  bo 
done  at  Glasgow.  But  that  Report,  with 
regard  to  most  of  tho  great  boroughs  of 
England,  had  been  entirely  unsatisfactory, 
because  the  Commission  paid  no  regard  to 
tho  wishes  of  the  people.  When  the  Re- 
port camo  before  that  House,  the  House 
was  compelled  to  appoint  a  Committee  of 
the  House  to  re-consider  the  decisions  of 
the  Commission.  Of  course,  they  knew 
not  either  when  the  Committee  would 
report,  or  what  they  would  report.  But 
it  was  quite  clear  that,  according  to  the 
principle  the  House  adopted  with  regard 
to  the  large  boroughs  of  England,  it  would 
be  very  unsatisfactory  to  accept  at  once  a 
proposition  like  that  which  was  shown  to 
be  equally  unsatisfactory  to  all  those  per- 
sons within  the  burgh  of  Glasgow,  and 
to  those  who  wero  proposed  to  bo  brought 
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within  it.  Lot  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
propose  to  extend  the  boundaries  of  the 
burgh  as  far  as  the  municipal  boundaries. 
It  clearly  could  not  be  right  to  disregard 
the  opinions  of  thousands  of  persons  who 
objected  to  hare  their  own  municipal  insti- 
tutions merged  in  the  municipal  institutions 
of  a  larger  and  neighbouring  city. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
what  the  hon.  Member  proposed  was  ex- 
actly what  he  had  said.  He  should  propose 
that  the  schedule  should  be  filled  up  as  far 
as  the  municipal  boundaries,  learing  the 
other  question  open  for  consideration. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  thought  as  they  had 
possession  of  the  question  they  had  better 
settle  it  at  once. 

Mr.  MONCREIFF  suggested  that  the 
Amendment  should  include  both  the  muni- 
oipal  and  Parliamentary  boundaries.   * 

Mr.  BOUVERIB  said,  he  adopted  this 
suggestion. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  lino  28,  to 
leave  out  from  the  words  '*  comprise  the  '' 
to  the  end  of  the  Clause,  in  order  to  add 
the  words  ''  space  included  within  the  ex- 
isting Parliamentary  or  municipal  bounda- 
ries."— (Mr.  Bouverie.) 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided  t^-" Ay bb  112; 
Noes  112. 

And  the  numbers  being  equal,  the 
Chairman  stated  it  was  evident  that  the 
Committee  hesitated  to  make  the  altera- 
tion proposed  in  the  Clause  contained  in 
the  Bill  as  it  had  been  read  a  second  time 
in  the  House ;  considering,  also,  that  if 
the  Clause  were  maintained  in  its  present 
form  the  Committee  would  have  a  further 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  question  when 
it  reached  the  Schedule,  he  felt  he  should 
best  fulfil  his  duty  by  giving  his  vote  with 
the  Ayes. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  proposed  a 
proviso — 

"That  at  a  contested  Election  for  Glasgow 
no  person  shall  vote  for  more  than  two  can- 
didates." 

Mr.  BAXTER  rose  to  protest  against 
this  proceeding  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
mcnt.  Clause  6  was  postponed  with  a 
general  understanding  that  this  question 
should  be  discussed  with  the  postponed 
clause,  and  brought  up  in  due  course  on 
Monday  night. 


Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
the  question  had  been  raised  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  the  whole  discussion  hav- 
ing turned  on  the  question  whether  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Graham) 
should  be  adopted,  or  whether  the  principle 
of  representing  minorities  should,  as  the 
Government  proposed,  be  carried  out.  It 
clearly  could  not  be  said  that  the  matter 
had  been  raised  without  notice,  since  the 
other  side  of  the  House  had  distinctly 
raised  it.  He  could  see  no  reason  for  re- 
serving a  question  which  had  been  decided 
by  so  large  a  majority. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  thought  more 
time  should  be  given  for  the  consideration 
of  the  question. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  that  although 
the  division  of  the  city  into  three  wards 
had  been  negatived,  it  might  be  proposed 
to  give  two  Members  to  that  part  of 
Glasgow  on  the  north  side  of  the  Clyde, 
and  one  Member  to  that  on  the  south.  It 
was  only  fair  that  time  should  be  given  for 
fullv  considering  the  matter. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  rather 
than  delay  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  would 
consent  to  defer  the  question,  though  he 
believed  the  feeling  of  the  Committee  would 
be  as  strong  upon  it  on  a  future  stage  as  it 
was  now. 

Proviso,  by  leave,  tcithdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  10  (New  District  of  Burghs  to 
return  One  Member). 

Mr.  YORKE  moved,  that  the  clause  be 
postponed. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  stated  that 
the  Government  were  willing  to  postpone 
this  and  the  following  clauses  until  it  had 
been  decided  what  course  should  be  taken 
with  the  counties. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  he  was  going 
to  propose  an  Amendment  on  that  clause, 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice.  He  wished 
to  raise  the  question  as  to  whether  the  two 
counties  should  not  be  united. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  suggested 
that  the  best  course  to  adopt  would  be  to 
allow  his  right  hou.  iFnend  (The  Lord 
Advocate)  to  move  that  the  county  of 
Selkirk  cease  to  return  one  Member,  and 
that  the  county  of  Peebles  cease  also  to 
return  one  Member,  and  that  the  two  be 
united  and  jointly  return  one  Member,  and 
then  any  discussion  could  be  taken  on  the 
matter. 
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Mb.  CRAUFURD  said,  he  was  qnite 
willing  to  accede  to  the  suggestion  which 
had  just  been  made  by  the  Home  Secre- 
tary. 

*<  Motion,  <'  That  the  Clause  be  post- 
poned/* by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  then  moTed, 
in  page  3,  line  30,  after  "  burghs,''  to 
insert — 

"And  Towns  of  Hawiok,  Galashiels,  and 
Selkirk,  specified  in  Schedule  (B.)  hereto  an- 
nexed, shall  be  constituted  into  a  District  of 
Burghs,  and  such  District  shall  return  one  Mem- 
ber to  serve  in  Parliament." 

Mr.  MONCREIFF  said,  as  far  as  his 
own  feeling  went  in  the  matter,  he  was 
entirely  against  the  proposed  course  of  ac- 
tion, and  he  thought  that  was  the  general 
impression  of  the  Scotch  Members.  If 
counties  were  to  be  doubled  up  in  that  way 
— he  did  not  say  that  Selkirk  and  Peebles 
did  not  form  a  ? ery  strong  case  for  the  ap- 
plication of  the  principle;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  said  that  it  was  a  course  which  he 
did  not  think  ought  to  be  followed.  If 
they  once  adopted  that  system,  there  was 
no  knowing  where  it  was  to  stop.  How- 
ever, he  admitted  that  in  the  discussion  of 
that  Bill  it  was  not  desirable  to  have  too 
many  contests;  and  he  should  not  carry  his 
opposition  further  than  the  remarks  whicli 
be  had  made,  though  he  could  not  refrain 
from  expressing  the  strong  opinion  which 
he  held  against  the  adTisibility  of  adopting 
the  proposed  system. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  he 
was  yery  glad  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Moncreiff)  did  not  propose 
to  carry  his  opposition  further  than  the 
remarks  which  he  had  just  made,  and  he 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  must  say  that  he 
thought  the  proposition  deserved  a  more 
generous  reception  at  his  hands.  He  ven- 
tured to  think  that  there  was  a  great  prin- 
ciple involved,  and  that  principle  was  one 
which  ought  to  commend  itself  to  hon. 
Members.  The  towns  in  their  schedule 
were  rising  towns  —  not  very  large,  per- 
haps, from  an  English  point  of  view,  but 
still  large  for  Scotland ;  and  in  proposing 
that  Selkirk  should  cease  to  return  one 
Member,  they  only  proposed  its  disfrau- 
ohisement  for  a  special  purpose— namely, 
to  unite  it  with  Peebles.  He  did  not  think 
that,  under  the  circumstances,  the  Com- 
mittee ought  to  consider  the  proposition 
of  the  Government  anything  but  a  liberal 
one,  and  he  was  surprised  that  it  had  been 
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received  in  the  manner  it  had  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ediu- 
burgh. 

Mr.  LAING  said,  he  must  also  express 
his  surprise  at  the  observations  that  bad 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Moncreiff),  and  that  he 
should  be  opposed  to  this  proposition,  lie 
(Mr.  Laing)  thought  the  Scotch  Memberi 
ought  to  look  to  the  opinions  of  their  con- 
stituencies. The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  that  this  proposition  was 
against  the  opinion  of  the  Scotch  repre- 
sentatives. Now,  he  must  sav  that  asscr- 
tion  was  entirely  contrary  to  the  fact;  be- 
cause the  opinion  of  the  Scotch  Members 
was  strongly  in  favour  of  the  scheme  ori- 
ginally proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter),  in  which  several 
largo  constituencies  would  have  obtained 
additional  representation.  Not  being  able 
to  carry  out  that — because  they  have  only 
succeeded  in  getting  seven,  instead  of  ten 
Members — the  question  now  comes,  whe- 
ther, by  uniting  those  very  small  counties 
in  Scotland,  which  were  obviously  belo«r 
the  standard  of  county  representation  in 
England  and  Wales,  they  could  get  addi- 
tional Members  to  supplement  the  inade- 
quate representation  at  present  existing  in 
some  parts  of  Scotland.  A  Conservative 
Government — he  must  do  them  the  justice 
of  saying — had  made  a  step  in  that  direc- 
tion, and  they  had  volunteered  and  offered 
what  was  really  a  Liberal  measure,  and 
then  opposition  was  mado  by  the  Law  Ad- 
viser of  the  late  Liberal  Government  to 
any  more  progress  being  made  in  that  di- 
rection. Of  the  two  counties  in  question 
one  had  a  population  of  10,444  and  the 
other  of  11,408.  They  would  in  future 
be  represented  by  one  Member,  and  that 
would  enable  the  Committee  to  give  one 
Member  to  Perthshire,  with  a  population 
of  100,000,  or  to  the  city  of  Aberdeen, 
with  a  population  of  90,000,  and  which 
would  have  7,000  voters  under  the  neir 
Bill. 

Major  CUMMIXG  BRUCE,  referring 
to  a  statement  that  no  such  thing  as  a 
union  of  counties  existed  in  Scotland,  re- 
minded the  Committee  that  ho  represented 
the  counties  of  Nairn  and  Elgin.  When 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Moncreiff)  talked  about  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers having  objected  to  this  proposition, 
he  forgot  to  say  that  some  of  the  Scotch 
Members  had  never  heard  of  some  of  the 
meetings  which  had  been  held  until  after 
they  were  over. 
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Mb.  MCLAREN  said,  the  assertioD  of 
liis  right  hon.  and  learned  Golleagne 
(Mr.  Moncreiff),  that  the  Scotch  Memhers 
vere  not  favourable  to  this  proposal  re- 
quired to  be  explained  a  little,  because 
it  was  apt  to  confcy  an  erroneous  impres- 
sion. The  Motion  for  uniting  those  two 
counties  was  put  upon  the  Paper  by  him- 
self a  month  ago,  and  at  the  meetings 
of  the  Scotch  Members  which  had  been 
held,  he  was  not  aware  that  any  Member 
objected  to  it.  One  hon.  Gentleman  cer- 
tainly did  ask  him  if  he  was  going  to 
persist  in  it,  and  he  said  he  was.  This 
was  all  that  occurred.  On  the  merits  of 
tlio  question,  therefore,  he  thought  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
had  a  right  to  appeal  to  this  side  of  the 
House.  There  were  towns  in  that  district 
which  had  increased  in  an  extraordinary 
degree  ;  the  three  burghs  would  hare 
25,000  inhabitants,  and  he  did  not  think 
there  were  25,000  more  industrious,  ac- 
tire,  or  energetic  people  anywhere.  Only 
to-day  he  had  a  letter  from  a  gentleman, 
expressing  the  pleasure  unifersally  felt  at 
the  fact  that  the  GoTornment  had  agreed 
to  tho  proposition. 

Mr.  PERCY  WTNDHAM  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Bright)  had  said  that  this  was  not  a  ques- 
tion of  nationality,  and  that  Scotland  was 
only  the  name  of  that  portion  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions  Viorth  of  the  ri?er 
Tweed  ;  and  further,  that  if  a  place  was 
worthy  of  representation  it  ought  to  have 
it.  In  both  of  those  opinions  he  coincided, 
and  wished  them  to  be  applied  to  Eng- 
land ;  for  it  was  well  known  that  some 
of  the  enfranchised  counties  of  Scotland 
were  not  so  numerous  and  wealthy  as  some 
in  England  which  had  no  representation  at 
all. 

Mb.  AYTOUN  begged  simply  to  say 
that  he  was  exceedingly  surprised  to  hear 
the  right  lion,  and  learned  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Moncreiff)  declare  that 
the  Scotch  Members  as  a  body  agreed  with 
him  in  feeling  a  dislike  to  the  system  of 
uniting  counties,  as  proposed.  Qe  was  in 
faTour  of  that  principle  when  it  could  be 
done  without  straining,  because  ho  desired 
to  adopt  any  means  which  would  diminish 
the  undue  influence  of  very  large  land- 
owners, and  he  was  delighted  to  see  any 
measure  proposed  or  carried  which  would 
effect  that  object.  When  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  makes  the  remark 
which  be  has  done,  he  was  bound  to  tcU 
bim  thai  he  did  not  think  he  had  taken 


the  trouble  to  ascertain  the  opinion  of  the 
Scotch  Members  to  whom  he  alluded. 

Mr.  G.  young  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  only  question  before  it  was 
that  the  counties  of  Peebles  and  Selkirk 
should  be  united,  and  as  that  proposal  was 
not  opposed  it  was  only  a  waste  of  time  to 
continue  the  present  discussion. 

Lord  HENRY  SCOTT  said,  as  repre- 
sentative of  one  of  the  counties  (Selkirk) 
that  was  to  be  amalgamated,  he  could  state 
that  if  his  constituents  were  to  make  the 
sacrifice  required  of  them,  it  could  be  only 
upon  the  understanding  that  the  seat 
should  be  disposed  of  within  the  district. 
He  could  speak  as  to  the  energy,  in- 
dustry, and  intelligence  of  the  inhobi- 
tants  of  these  towns.  He  had  represented 
in  Selkirkshire  a  manufacturing  rather 
than  an  agricultural  constituency,  and 
he  could  speak  to  the  importance  of  the 
great  woollen  manufactures  in  which  they 
were  engaged.  He  thought  the  Govern- 
meut  deserfcd  credit  for  this  proposition, 
and  he  hoped  the  inhabitants  of  the 
towns  when  they  got  their  Member  would 
remember  it  was  due  to  the  Go?ernment, 
and  not  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  wished  to  move  the 
insertion,  after  the  words  which  had  just 
been  adopted,  of  the  words^ 

**  And  tbe  City  of  Aberdeen  shall  return  two 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament." 

His  object  was  to  give  the  additional  Mem- 
ber obtained  by  uniting  the  counties  of 
Peebles  and  Selkirk  to  the  city  of  Aber- 
deen, instead  of  to  the  group  of  small  bo- 
roughs— namely,  Galashiels,  Selkirk,  and 
Hawick  <—  which  the  Lord  Advocate  pro- 
posed to  constitute.  The  proposal  of  the 
learned  Lord  would  destroy  the  whole  effect 
of  the  Amendment  to  which  the  Committee 
had  just  agreed,  because,  having  amalga- 
mated the  counties  of  Peebles  and  Selkirk 
on  acconnt  of  the  smallness  of  their  popu- 
lation, it  was  now  proposed  to  cut  them 
down  again  by  taking  out  the  towns  in 
order  to  form  them  into  a  group.  He 
therefore  proposed,  instead  of  creating  such 
a  group,  returning  one  Member,  to  give 
the  Member  thus  gained  to  the  city  of 
Aberdeen. 

Colonel  SYKRS  seconded  the  propo- 
sition. 

Sir  graham  MONTGOMERY  said, 
he  was  surprised  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ayr  (Mr.  Craufurd)  should  have  made 
this  proposal  to  the  Committee.    The  in* 


987 


Parliammiary 


{COMMONS} 


Beform — 


986 


tentioQ  of  the  GoTernment  in  Dniting  the 
counties  of  Peebles  and  Selkirk  was  to  pro- 
vide a  Member  for  a  set  of  populous  and 
rising  places  in  the  South  of  Scotland. 
The  county  of  Peebles,  which  he  repre- 
sented, had  no  objection  to  sacrificing  a 
Member  in  order  to  provide  representation 
for  these  populous  places  ;  but  it  was  ab- 
surd to  think  that  they  would  be  willing 
to  make  that  sacrifice  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  another  Member  to  the  city  of 
Aberdeen. 

Colonel  SYEES  congratulated  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  on  his  recognition  of  the  prin- 
ciple that  representation,  population,  and 
contribution  to  the  public  Revenue  ought  to 
bear  some  relation  to  one  another.  The 
admission  of  the  principle  in  the  present 
instance  established  the  claims  of  Aber- 
deen to  an  additional  Member,  remarkable 
as  that  city  was  for  its  progress,  industry, 
accumulation  of  wealth,  and  the  intellectual 
character  of  the  majority  of  its  inhabitants. 
The  question  the  Committee  had  to  deter- 
mine was,  whether  or  not  they  would  give 
the  liberated  Member  to  Aberdeen.  That 
city  had  at  present  4,236  electors,  and 
when  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  was  passed 
the  number  would  be  closely  approximate 
to  9,000.  According  to  the  official  Returns 
of  the  Town  Council,  it  had  a  population 
of  about  90,000.  The  trade  of  the  city 
had  received  a  great  impulse.  Manufac- 
turing industry  was  flourishing,  and  the 
character  of  its  shipbuilding  was  known 
all  over  the  world.  The  valuation  of  the 
city  had  risen  from  £193,000  in  1860,  to 
£257,000  in  1867-8.  an  increase  of  23  per 
cent.  Its  harbour,  which  was  one  of  the 
largest  in  tbe  Kingdom,  of  thirty  acres  in 
extent,  having  cost  £250,000  would  be 
rendered  more  convenient  to  the  mercan- 
tile world — a  Bill  having  passed  through 
the  House  enabling  the  energetic  people 
of  Aberdeen  to  alter  the  course  of  the  river 
Dee,  and  to  improve  the  harbour,  at  a 
cost  of  £238,000,  and  when  completed  it 
would  form  a  harbour  of  refuge  for  the 
east  coast  of  Scotland.  These  were  not 
small  claims  upon  the  consideration  of  the 
House  and  the  country.  Then  the  paper 
manufactories  and  granite  works  of  Aber- 
deen should  be  remembered ;  and  in  re- 
ferring to  the  latter  he  felt  no  remark 
was  necessary  on  his  part  to  justify  their 
high  character,  since  most  great  ornamental 
works  in  Great  Britain  testifled  to  the  tri- 
bute paid  to  the  Aberdeen  granite  manufac- 
tors.    Since  1861  the  city  had  built  620 
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houses,  acoommodating  2,000  families.  Its 
commercial  and  intellectual  activity  was 
evidenced  by  the  fact  that  last  year  the 
number  of  letters  delivered  amounted  to 
4,090,000.  There  were  numerous  other 
instances  which  he  could  cite  to  establish 
the  claim  of  Aberdeen  to  a  second  Mem- 
ber, but  he  did  not  think  it  was  necessary 
to  enter  into  minute  details  beyond  what 
he  had  already  stated.  He  would  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  and  ask  him  whether, 
after  having  had  these  claims  brought 
under  his  consideration,  he  was  to  place 
Aberdeen,  with  its  flourishing  industries, 
its  great  intellectual  status,  in  the  same 
category  as  the  three  burghs  he  had  ab- 
stracted from  Scotland,  and  which  were 
left  to  what  ? — to  flourish  in  Scotland  ? 
no,  but  to  rot  in  England  ?  Was  Aberdeen 
to  be  left  in  the  same  category  with  these  ? 
He  could  not  think  it  possible  ;  and  he 
felt  assured  that  after  the  sense  of  right 
shown  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  he 
would  by  hook  or  crook  give  another  Mem- 
ber to  Aberdeen. 

Mr.  MILLER  considered  that  Leith 
had  stronger  claims  to  another  Member 
than  Aberdeen  ;  for  although  the  popula- 
tion was  not  so  large,  the  electors  in  pro- 
portion to  the  population  were  more  than 
at  Aberdeen  ;  and  further,  Leith  contri- 
buted more  to  the  Revenue  than  any  place 
on  the  East  coast  excepting  Hull.  He 
had  placed  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper, 
to  the  effect  that  Musselburgh  and  Porto- 
bello  be  joined  to  Dalkeith  and  Lasswade, 
in  forming  a  group  of  boroughs  to  send  a 
Member  to  the  House. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLE  BROOKE  ex- 
pressed  his  surprise  that  the  Government 
had  not  recognized  the  importance  of  places 
near  the  Clyde  and  erected  them  into  a 
borough.  They^were  places  of  the  highest 
importance;  and  if  they  were  not  formed 
into  an  independent  borough  they  would 
prefer  remaining  in  the  county. 

Mr.  BAXTER  said,  that  this  country 
should  be  treated  as  a  united  Empire,  as 
far  as  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland 
were  concerned  ;  and  where  constituencies 
were  found  too  small  for  representation, 
the  House  should  not  necessarily  look  to 
the  immediate  neighbourhood.  Therefore, 
in  his  opinion  there  was  no  force  in  the 
argument  that  because  Selkirk  and  Peebles 
were  too  small  to  return  one  Member  each 
room  should  be  found  for  the  second  Mem- 
der  in  a  burgh.  He  represented  a  larger 
bistrict  than  Leith,  and  his  constituents 
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had  ased  pressure  upon  bim  to  get  a 
second  Member  ;  but  he  had  steadily  re- 
fused,  and  for  this  reason — that  he  believed 
they  were  not  entitled  to  a  second  Member. 
He  thought  if  they  were  to  act  on  the 
principle  of  taking  one  Member  heroi  and 
putting  another  there,  they  would  find 
theniseWes  by-and-by  in  a  position  of  con- 
fiiderable  di£5cu1ty.  To  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Pricnd  (Colonel  Sykes)  he  would  say, 
"  llave  patience/'  Glasgow,  with  a  popu- 
In  lion  of  nearly  500,000  of  inhabitants, 
nnd  with  an  extension  of  its  Parliamentary 
and  municipal  boundary,  had  three  Mem- 
bers ;  and  he  was  perfectly  satisfied  that 
before  two  or  three  years  had  passed  o?er 
it  would  have  fair  representation  in  the 
House.  Ho  was  told  that  this  matter  was 
'*  squared"  and  arran^red  already.  He 
appealed  to  the  present  House  of  Commons 
and  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Disraeli),  and  he  was  confident  that,  as 
they  had  left  the  burgh  untouched,  and  left 
Glasgow,  with  its  population  of  upwards 
of  400,000,  untouched,  their  successors 
would  take  up  the  question  in  a  different 
spirit,  and  that  in  future  years  Scotland 
would  have  a  fair  representation  in  the 
Commons  House  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  LAING  said,  the  representation  of 
seats  in  Scotland  should  not  be  settled  upon 
mere  questions  of  local  jealousies  and  pre- 
judices, nor  yet  be  the  subject  of  arrange- 
ment out  of  doors  between  hon.  and  learned 
Members  on  either  side  of  the  House.  He 
thought  they  ought  to  look  at  the  matter 
broadly,  and  do  what  the  public  opinion  of 
Scotland  expected  them  to  do.  They  might 
do  themselves  infinitely  more  harm  by  se- 
curing this  matter  than  by  acting  on  intel- 
ligible principles  ;  and  the  principle  they 
contended  for  was,  that  the  same  system  of 
representation  which  existed  south  of  the 
Tweed  should  be  extended  northward.  The 
claims  of  Aberdeen  were,  in  his  opinion, 
peculiarly  strong.  It  was  not  a  mere  or- 
dinary burgh  town.  It  bad  been  for  many 
centuries  the  provincial  capital  of  a  large 
and  important  district  of  Scotland.  It  was 
tho  centre  of  intellectual  life  and  education, 
and  as  a  commercial  place,  its  position  was 
one  of  great  importance.  The  population 
was  between  80,000  and  90,000.  It  would 
have  a  constituency  under  the  new  Reform 
Bill  of  between  8,000  and  9,000  electors, 
belonging  to  a  class  than  which,  in  his 
opinion,  none  more  intelligent  or  indepen- 
dent could  be  found  anywhere.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  the  people  of  Scotland  would 
look  upon  this  settlement  as  a  job.    Great 


misfortune  would  attend  it,  because  it  would 
undoubtedly  lead  to  the  re-opening  of  this 
question  under  the  new  Parliament.  Ho 
confussed  he  was  a  very  moderate  Liberal, 
and  in  the  exertions  he  made  last  year  for 
a  better  re-distribution  in  England,  he  did 
so  very  much  on  the  ground  that  he  wished 
for  a  settlement  which  would  stand  for  a 
long  term  of  years.  He  was  therefore 
disappointed  that  in  the  case  of  Scotland  it 
was  proposed  to  act  on  principles  that 
would  necessitate  the  opening  of  this  ques- 
tion at  an  early  date.  He  should  vote  on 
the  earliest  opportunity  for  giving  a  second 
Member  to  Aberdeen. 

Mb.  grant  duff  supported  the  claim 
of  Aberdeen  to  increased  representation. 
If  that  claim  were  not  now  allowed  tho 
question  would  speedily  have  to  be  re- 
opened. 

Mr.  PIM  thought  Aberdeen  was  fully 
entitled  to  another  Member,  and  if  she  had 
been  placed  south  of  the  Tweed  she  would 
have  got  it  long  ago.  Edinburgh,  as  the 
capital  of  Scotland,  deserved  a  third  Mem- 
ber, and  Glasgow  also  ought  to  have  a 
Member  more  than  she  had  yet  obtained. 

Mb.  EARSLAKE  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  Pim) 
would  point  out  some  places  in  Ireland  from 
which  Members  might  be  transferred  to 
Aberdeen  and  Edinburgh. 

Colonel  FRENCH  recommended  the 
union  of  Scotch  counties  where  the  con- 
stituency numbered  only  180  in  order  to 
provide  additional  Members  for  Edinburgh 
and  Aberdeen. 

Mb.  Serjeant  G  ASELEE  thought  Scot- 
land should  be  treated  in  the  same  way  as 
England.  Aberdeen  had  a  right  to  another 
Member.  The  tiiree  seats  obtained  from 
England  and  still  left  undisposed  of  should 
be  kept  in  reserve  to  meet  other  wants 
that  might  arise.  He  was  inclined  to  de- 
prive some  small  Irish  boroughs  of  their 
representation. 

Mb.  M'LAREN  questioned  the  correct- 
ness of  the  figures  which  had  been  put 
before  the  Committee  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Colonel 
Sykes),  ond  stated  that  according  to  tho 
Census  recently  taken  by  the  local  autho- 
rities, Hawick  had  11,000  inhabitantii, 
Galashiels  about  10,000,  and  Selkirk  4,000. 

Mr.  LAMONT  said,  he  felt  that  upon 
this  subject  he  ought  not  to  return  a  silent 
vote.  Should  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Craufnrd)  press  his  Motion  to  a  division,  he 
should  certainly  follow  him  to  the  Lobby, 
and  whatever  might  be  the  result,  he  hoped 
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that  the  GoTernmcnt  would  not  ignore  the 
claims  of  the  large  and  important  city  of 
Aberdeen.  He  wished  also  to  say,  as  a 
Liberal  Member,  that  he  thanked  the  Go> 
▼eanment  for  having  sacrificed  some  Mem- 
bers bj  the  union  of  those  two  counties. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  he  was  Tory 
much  satisfied  with  the  discussion  raised 
upon  the  Amendment  which  he  proposed, 
and  ho  could  not  hesitate  to  say  that  he  felt 
the  force  of  the  arguments  put  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Colonel 
Sykes).  He  perhaps  had  not  raised  his 
Amendment  in  the  manner  most  adfan- 
tagcous  to  Aberdeen,  and  he  thought  it 
would  not  be  desirable  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind  to  detain  the  Committee  byadifision. 
But  he  thought  he  gathered  the  feeling  of 
the  Committee  as  being  that  the  claims  of 
Aberdeen  to  an  additional  Member  were 
fully  sustained  and  endorsed.  His  feeling 
was  that  it  would  not  be  fair  to  remofe  the 
Member  who  was  liberated  in  the  south- 
east of  Scotland  as  far  away  as  Aberdeen. 
As  there  was  another  Motion  about  to  be 
made  presently,  either  by  his  hon.  Friend 
or  himself,  for  liberating  another  Member, 
he  thought  he  should  consult  the  interests 
of  Aberdeen  better  by  withdrawing  the 
present  Motion. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  then  proposed 
to  insert  after  the  words  "  burghs  and 
towns "  the  words  "  Hawick,  Qalashiels, 
and  Selkirk." 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  the  decision  of 
the  Committee  had  been  taken  as  to  joining 
the  counties  of  Peebles  and  Selkirk,  and  a 
further  proposal  was  now  made  to  take  out 
of  those  counties  a  Tery  large  population. 
He  wanted  to  know  if  he  was  to  understand 
that  the  Committee  were  agreed  to  go  back 
from  their  prefious  decision,  and  content 
that  the  remnant  of  the  county  of  Selkirk 
should  be  added  to  the  county  of  Peebles, 
for  that  was  what  it  really  amounted  to  ? 
They  had  decided  that  the  whole  of  the 
county  of  Peebles  and  the  whole  of  the 
county  of  Selkirk  should  be  added  together. 
Now,  it  was  proposed  to  take  out  of  the 
county  of  Selkirk  a  population  of  between 
6,000  and  7,000  ;  so  that  when  they  were 
joined  together  they  would  only  have  a  joint 
population  of  barely  15,000.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  proposal  now  before  them 
was  one  which  could  be  entertained.  If  it 
were  true  that  some  arrangement  had  been 
come  to  out  of  the  House,  that  this  thing 
bad  to  be  assented  to  in  order  to  save  a 
similar  grouping  taking  place  in  another 
part  of  Scotland,  he  should  be  most  unwil- 
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ling  to  give  credit  to  it.  He  should,  how- 
ever, be  able  to  ascertain  the  truth  presently, 
when  the  Motion  was  made  for  grouping 
two  other  counties  of  Scotland.  It  was  a 
matter  which  ought  to  be  resisted  alto- 
gether, and  he  thought  that  the  subject 
wss  one  which  ought  not  to  be  settled 
without  some  discussion. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  asked  how  the  bounda- 
ries were  to  be  settled  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  that 
Selkirk  was  a  Royal  borough,  and  that 
Galashiels  and  Havrick  had  boundaries  con- 
stituted under  the  General  Police  Act  of 
Scotland,  and  they  would  not  be  disturbed 
unless  there  should  be  a  Boundary  Com- 
mission. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  1 1  (Towns  added  to  certain  Dis- 
tricts of  Burghs). 

Mr.  LAING  thought  that  the  decision 
which  the  Committee  had  come  to  with 
regard  to  Selkirkshire  and  Peeblesshire 
virtually  decided  the  question  in  respect  to 
Sutherlandshire,  for  the  Committee  had 
decided  that  the  two  former  counties  were 
not  large  enough  to  return  a  representa- 
tive each.  The  county  of  Sutherland  had 
only  180  electors,  and  the  new  constitu- 
ency would  only  increase  that  number  by 
118,  so  that  Sutherlandshire  would  only 
have  300  voters  under  the  new  Reform 
Bill.  If  two  counties  which  had  each 
constituencies  of  700  were  not  worthy  of 
a  single  representative  each,  then  a  county 
having  only  180  electors,  and  which  under 
the  Reform  Bill  would  not  have  300 
voters,  ought  not  to  continue  to  send  a 
single  Member  to  Parliament.  He  always 
wished  to  avoid  touching  upon  personal 
questions ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  that 
there  were  circumstances  which  were  of 
much  public  notoriety,  and  it  would  be 
quite  impossible  to  shut  their  eyes  to  them. 
The  county  of  Sutherland  happened,  with 
the  exception  of  one  small  estate,  to  belong 
entirely  to  one  single  proprietor.  Of 
course,  it  was  impossible  for  the  people  of 
Scotland  or  of  Englond,  in  weighing  a 
question  of  this  sort,  to  shut  their  eyes  to 
such  a  fact.  Tho  principle  extensively 
acted  upon  in  England  in  disfranchising 
"  pocket ''  boroughs  was  that,  when  a 
borough  was  clearly  under  the  influence  of 
one  individual,  it  ought  not  to  have  one 
share  in  the  representation  possessed  by 
an  ordinary  constituency.     He  did  not  say 
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the  same  principle  fihould  not  be  applied 
to  "  rotten  "  counties  as  well  as  to  "  rot- 
ten ''  boroughs.  The  Committee,  in  con- 
sidering the  re-distribution  of  seats,  could 
not  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  fair 
that  a  great  centre  of  intelligence  and 
commerce  like  Aberdeen  should  not  re- 
cei?e  a  second  Member,  while  a  miserable 
county  like  Sutberlandshiro  should  be  left 
to  return  a  representative  to  Parliament. 
The  only  question  which  could  arise  was 
as  to  the  county  with  which  it  should  be 
united — whether  with  Ross  and  Cromarty 
to  the  south,  or  with  Caithness  to  the 
north  ;  and,  in  deciding  that  question,  it 
would  be  proper  to  consider  the  amount  of 
population  and  constituency,  the  similarity 
of  circumstances,  and  the  convenience  of 
intercommunication.  The  circumstances 
of  Sutherland  and  Caithness  were  totally 
dissimilar,  while  those  of  Sutherland  and 
Eoss  were  entirely  identical.  The  new 
constituency  of  Caithness  would  be  1,277, 
that  of  Ross  and  Cromarty  1,162.  Ross- 
shire  was  a  Highland  county,  inhabited, 
like  Sutherland,  by  a  Goelic  population  ; 
Caithness,  with  the  exception  of  one 
parish,  had  a  purely  Lowland  population, 
consisting  of  small  owners  and  occupiers, 
who,  either  as  fish  curers  or  owners  of  a 
herring  boat,  or  a  share  in  one,  formed  as 
intelligent  and  independent  a  constituency 
as  they  could  wish  for.  The  county  of 
Caithness  represented  a  branch  of  industry 
which  was  most  important  to  a  maritime 
country  like  this.  It  was  said  that  the 
city  of  Amsterdam  was  built  upon  herring 
bones,  and  the  same  might  be  said  of  the 
county  of  Caithness.  It  contained  a  hardy 
population  bred  to  the  sea,  which,  in  case 
of  exigency,  would  bo  of  great  service  to 
this  country.  He  thought,  therefore,  they 
had  a  claim  to  separate  representation. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  proximity, 
they  ought  to  look,  not  to  mere  geographi- 
cal distance,  but  to  facility  of  communica- 
tion. Now,  it  so  happened  that  the  bulk 
of  the  population  of  Sutherland  lay  on  the 
east  coast ;  that  the  county  town  was 
within  sight  of  Tain,  in  Ross-shire;  both 
were  connected  by  railway,  and  could  com- 
municate with  one  another  in  the  course  of 
a  single  day.  On  the  other  hand,  Suther- 
land was  cut  off  from  Caithness  by  a  great 
range  of  mountains,  and  it  might  be  long 
before  a  railway  was  carried  so  far  north. 
In  the  meantime,  there  was  practically 
next  to  no  communication  between  the 
two.  That  Sutherland  with  its  180  electors 
should  return  a  Member  was  a  rank  job 
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which  stunk  in  the  nostrils  of  the  peopio 
of  Scotland.  On  the  other  hand,  tho 
claims  of  Aberdeen  or  Perthshire  were 
exceedingly  strong.  He  begged  to  move 
that  the  county  of  Sutherland  be  added  to 
the  adjoining  county  of  Ross  and  Cromarty, 
for  the  purpose  of  returning  jointly  one 
Member  to  serve  in  all  future  Parliaments. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  tho  end  of 
the  Clause,  to  add  tho  words — 

"  The  county  of  Sutherland  shall  he  added  to 
the  adjoining  county  of  Ross  and  Cromarty  for 
the  purpose  of  returning  jointly  one  Member  to 
serve  in  all  future  Parliaments." — {Mr.  Laing.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Lord  RONALD  LEVESON-GOWER 
said,  that  he  did  not  mean  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  Committee  with  his  own  per- 
sonal affairs,  but  the  attack  which  had 
been  made  on  his  county  required  refuta- 
tion. It  was  not  correct  to  say  that  there 
was  any  difficulty  about  the  communica- 
tions, which  were  good  throughout  tho 
county,  and  therefore  he  saw  no  reason 
why  it  should  be  treated  so  badly  as  was 
proposed  by  the  hou.  Member  for  Wick 
(Mr.  Laing).  His  own  county  (Suther- 
land) had  got  a  population  of  25,793,  which 
was  larger  than  the  population  of  two 
English  counties — Rutlandshire  and  Rad- 
norshire —  the  former  of  which  had  a 
population  of  21,861,  and  the  latter 
18,305.  He  believed  the  way  in  which 
the  counties  had  been  attacked  lately  was 
owing  entirely  to  tho  borough  interest. 
He  did  not  think  the  boroughs  had  got  so 
much  to  say  for  themselves.  He  had  got 
a  list  of  half  a  dozen  of  them,  all  of  which 
had  a  smaller  population  than  that  of 
Sutherland.  The  Dumfries  burghs  had  a 
population  only  of  22,996  ;  the  Invorncss 
burghs  of  20,380;  Kirkcaldy,  23.476; 
St.  Andrews,  16,777 ;  Wigton,  10,385 ; 
and  Wick  only  16,995.  Then  there  were 
three  boroughs  in  England  which  were  to 
retain  their  representatives,  and  which  had 
populations  under  5,000— namely,  Eves- 
ham, with  4,680  inhabitants;  Marlborough, 
with  4,893  ;  and  Northallerton,  with 
4,755.  He  thought  it  quite  unfair  to 
swamp  the  landed  interest  in  Scotland,  as 
was  evidently  the  design  of  those  Gentle- 
men who  had  brought  forward  this  Motion. 
It  should  never  be  said  of  him,  however, 
that  he  was  willing— 

"  To  throw  away  the  dearest  thing  he  owned 
As 't  were  a  careless  trifle." 
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Mb.  CRAUFURD  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  Committee,  having  amalgamated  the 
two  counties  of  Peebles  and  Selkirk,  the 
joint  constituency  of  which  would  be  over 
1,100,  would  apply  the  same  principle  to 
Sutherland.  Whether  it  should  be  united 
with  Ross  or  Caithness  was  for  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  11.  BAILLIE  said,  that  if  the 
Committee  had  the  slightest  regard  to  its 
own  consistency  it  could  not  refuse  to 
vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Wick  Burghs  (Mr.  Laing).  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sutherland 
(Lord  Ronald  Lcveson-Gower)  had  been 
voting  with  all  his  might  for  the  disfran- 
chisement of  a  number  of  English  bo- 
roughs, not  one  of  which  had  not  a  much 
larger  number  of  electors  than  the  county 
which  he  represented.  To  unite  Suther- 
landshire  with  the  constituency  of  Ross 
and  Cromarty  would  be  a  great  mistake. 
These  questions  must  be  decided,  as  those 
of  the  English  boroughs  had  been,  accord- 
ing to  population  ;  and  the  population  of 
the  counties  of  Ross  and  Cromarty  was 
larger  than  that  of  Caithness  and  Suther- 
landshire  together;  while  the  two  latter 
counties  were,  he  believed,  under  one 
sheriff,  one  set  of  Customs'  officers,  and 
one  police  organization,  and  were,  in  fact, 
virtually  united.  All  they  wanted  was  to 
have  a  representation  in  common,  and  that 
he  wished  would  be  the  decision  of  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  fiOUVERIE  said,  he  thought  the 
ease  against  Suthcrlandshire  was  not  quite 
•0  clear  as  the  hon.  Members  for  Wick  and 
Ayr  (Mr.  Laing  and  Mr.  Craufurd)  seemed 
to  think.  There  was  a  large  tract  of  coun- 
try, consisting  chiefly  of  sheep  farms,  and 
thinly  populated,  but  with  a  considerable 
population  of  small  householders  on  the 
coast.  It  was  all  very  well  to  talk  of  the 
number  of  electors,  but  population  had 
guided  the  House  hitherto  ;  and  this  enor- 
mous tract  of  country  had  a  population  of 
25,000,  larger  than  that  of  the  county  of 
Bute  or  than  that  of  the  county  of  Rut- 
land, which  returned  two  Members,  or  the 
proposed  united  counties  of  Peebles  and 
Selkirk.  He  knew  it  was  said  the  whole 
tract  belonged  to  one  proprietor,  who  held, 
as  it  were,  the  seat  in  his  pocket,  and  could 
return  what  Member  he  pleased  ;  and  that 
he  argued  was  not  a  desirable  state  of  things. 
But  this  was  an  accident  which  did  not  exist 
twenty-five  or  thirty  years  ago,  and  which 
might  not  exist  that  time  hence  ;  and 
Scotch  tenant-farmers    were  capable  of 
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taking  political  questions  into  their  own 
hands,  and  rebelling  against  their  land- 
lords, as  they  did  at  the  last  election  for 
Aberdernshire,  while  there  were  some  who 
wished  to  protect  the  independence  of 
tenants  by  means  of  the  ballot.  Was  this 
body  of  tenantry  to  be  deprived  of  the  pri- 
vilego  of  returning  a  Member  because  the 
land  happened  to  be  in  the  hands  of  one 
proprietor  ?  There  were  English  boroughs 
in  the  same  position  ;  be  knew  one  in 
the  West  of  England  where  the  great 
landowners  had  returned  a  Member  ever 
since  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Act,  and 
yet  no  question  had  been  raiaed  about 
it.  He  was  not  satisfled  they  would  be 
doing  right  to  act  upon  the  notion  that 
because  a  county  belonged  to  one  proprietor 
it  ought  to  be  disfranchised.  In  this  case 
he  believed  the  population  to  be  entitled  to 
independent  representation. 

Major  CUMMING-BRUCE  said,  he 
objected  to  the  proposed  amalgamation  of 
Suthcrlandshire  with  Ross  and  Cromarty 
instead  of  Caithness,  seeing  that  Caithness 
and  Suthcrlandshire  were  contiguous  and 
connected  by  railway  as  well  as  in  local 
administration  ;  and  he  objected  to  the 
virtual  disfranchisement  of  Sutherland- 
shire,  whose  people  distinguished  them- 
selves in  the  last  war,  and  who  were  en- 
titled to  all  the  more  consideration  because 
of  their  distance  and  separation  from  the 
seat  of  Government.  When  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  was  referred 
to  as  having  defended  small  constituencies, 
he  said  he  did  not  defend  them,  but  nomi- 
nation boroughs.  This  was  the  case  of  a 
nomination  county,  and  therefore  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  consistently  oppose 
its  absorption  in  a  larger  constituency, 
which  it  was  proposed  should  embrace  not 
two  but  three  counties — Ross,  Cromarty, 
and  Suthcrlandshire.  Ross  and  Cromarty 
had  a  population  of  81,000,  which  was 
larger  than  the  united  populations  of 
Suthcrlandshire  and  Caithness,  and  the 
property  Returns  also  gave  Ross  and  Cro- 
marty a  pre-eminence. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  he  wished  to  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  there  were  on 
the  Paper  twenty  pages  of  Amendments. 
They  were  on  the  eve  of  the  Whitsuntide 
holydays,  and  if  the  Committee  did  not 
get  through  the  Bill  to-night  a  new  crop  of 
Amendments  would  turn  up,  and  nobody 
knew  when  they  would  get  through  the 
Bill.  The  only  way  they  could  do  that 
would  be  by  the  Government  propounding, 
or  by  there  being  propounded  from  some 
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otiicr  quarter,  a  basis  on  which  they  might 
the  Prime  Minister  to  a  Question  in  the 
a)l  Agree.  He  thought  that  the  Answer  of 
early  part  of  the  evening  gave  them  a  fair 
prof^pect  that  the  Bill  would  be  advanced 
rapidly  through  the  Committee.  All  the 
Scotch  Members  must  have  felt  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tried  to  meet  them 
in  a  fair  and  conciliatory  spirit,  which  was 
reciprocated  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  answer  to  a  question  put  to  him,  said, 
he  was  prepared  to  adhere  to  the  scheme 
propounded  by  him  at  a  late  hour  on  the 
last  evening  they  had  this  question  before 
them,  a  few  minutes  before  a  division,  when 
thero  was  really  no  time  to  consider  the 
question  at  all.  When  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
leman  said  he  intended  to  adhere  to  that 
plan,  they  all  thought  it  was  a  well-consi- 
dered scheme  of  the  Government ;  and  on 
that  understanding  the  Opposition  assented 
to  the  plan  of  the  Government.  Noir,  of 
these  Amendments,  there  was  hardly  one 
in  favour  of  which  a  good  deal  might  not  be 
sflid,  and  if  one  were  carried  there  was  no 
telling  how  far  the  Committee  might  not 
have  to  go.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Laing) 
rested  his  case  entirely  on  the  number  of 
electors;  but  what  you  wanted  to  know  was 
the  amount  of  population  and  the  interests 
to  be  represented ;  you  must  take  the 
population  as  a  basis  of  representation,  not 
the  mere  number  on  the  electoral  roll. 
Sutherland  had  a  greater  population  than 
that  of  some  English  counties  ;  it  was 
greater  than  Rutland,  which  had  two 
Members,  while  Sutherland  only  had  one. 
By  raising  such  questions  you  opened  a 
wide  door  to  further  discussion,  and  no  one 
could  tell  when  the  labours  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  close.  Tiie  Government  had 
agreed  that  seven  Members  should  be  given 
to  Scotland.  He  thought  that  Scotland 
was  entitled  to  ten  ;  but,  in  return  for  the 
concessions  which  had  been  made  by  the 
Opposition,  the  Government  ought  to  stand 
by  their  scheme. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  The  scheme  of  the 
Government  was  one  framed  with  a  due 
regard  to  the  interests  and  the  wishes  of 
both  sides  of  the  House  ;  and,  on  the  whole, 
I  am  of  opinion  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances, it  was  calculated  fairly  and  rea- 
sonably to  satisfy  those  interests  and  wishes. 
I  think  it  of  great  importance  that  we 
should  close  the  Committee,  if  possible, 
on  this  stage  of  the  Bill  to-night.  We 
know  well,  from  our  experience  of  last  year, 
that  on  such  a  subject  as  the  re-distribution 


of  representation*  and  the  re-adjustment  of 
our  electoral  system  there  is  no  end  to  tho 
Amendments  which  may  be  proposed,  all 
of  which  you  can  prove  by  statistics  to  be 
the  most  just  which  can  possibly  be  brought 
forward.  The  proposition  submitted  by  tho 
Government  was  made  with  as  much  regard 
to  the  interests  and  wishes  of  those  sitting 
opposite  as  of  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  and  it  was  made  with  the  hope  of 
bringing  the  question  to  a  settlement.  I 
am  not  therefore  prepared  to  support  any 
further  alteration  in  this  clause.  I  under- 
stood that  there  was,  not  a  secret  compact, 
but  an  understanding  in  favour  of  a  scheme 
which  would  bring  the  discussion  of  the 
present  Bill  to  a  close  to-night,  and  I  must 
therefore  resist  any  proposition  made  from 
either  side  of  tho  House  in  favour  of  fur* 
ther  changes.  At  the  same  time,  without 
reference  to  any  such  understanding  as  I 
have  mentioned,  but  upon  the  abstract 
merits  of  the  question,  I  should  certainly 
oppose  this  proposal  to  disfranchise  Suther- 
land. It  is  an  extensive  tract  of  country  ; 
the  population  is  very  considerable — as  con- 
siderable as  that  of  some  counties  in  Eng- 
land represented  by  a  larger  number  of 
Members — and  I  should  be  opposing  that 
interest  which  I  have  always  for  the  sake 
of  our  constitutional  liberty  endeavoured  to 
uphold  in  this  House — namely,  the  real 
representation  of  the  landed  interest— if 
upon  a  Motion  of  this  kind  I  agreed  to  dis- 
franchise Sutherland.  The  Bill  has  been 
fairly  considered,  and  after  some  difference 
of  opinion  it  has  been  generally,  if  not 
unanimously,  adopted  by  the  House  ;  and 
for  my  part  I  am  not  prepared  to  coun- 
tenance any  further  alterations  in  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  need  hardly  say 
that  there  is  no  understanding  between  me 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  heod 
of  II er  Majesty's  Government  other  than 
that  which  may  have  been  arrived  at  across 
this  table ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I 
think  the  language  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  present  occasion  is  the  lan- 
guage of  good  sense.  The  question  of 
opening  up  the  representation  of  the  county 
of  Sutherland  is  nothing  but  the  first  of  a 
long  list  of  questions,  end  if  you  concede 
to  the  plausible  motives  which  have  been 
urged  and  adopt  this  Motion  you  will 
bitterly  repent  it  before  you  come  to  tho 
end  of  your  labours.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  county  of  Inverness  (Mr. 
H.  Baillie)  said' that  if  the  Committee  has 
any  regard  to  consistency  it  must  adopt 
this  Motion.     NoW|  I  dispute  the  proposi- 
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tion  altogether,  in  spite  of  the  high  and 
almost  overwhelming  authority  of  mj  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth (Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee).  It  requires 
great  audacity  to  offer  the  smallest  doubt, 
or  qualiBcation,  or  exception  to  anything 
which  falls  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, either  by  way  of  speech  or  cheers;  but 
on  this  particular  occasion  I  must  take  the 
liberty  of  differing  from  him.  Now  Jet  us  see 
how  wc  stand  with  regard  to  this  question. 
We  on  this  side  of  the  House  were  firmly 
persuaded  that  Scotland  had  a  good  claim 
to  ten  additional  seats,  and  also  that  these 
ten  additional  scats  might  most  conyeniently 
and  properly  be  obtained  by  drawing  a  line, 
which  happened  to  coincide  with  the  popu- 
lation, at  the  figure  of  5,000.  The  House, 
however,  was  pleased  to  give  a  vote  the 
other  night  which  implied,  though  it  did 
not  directly  affirm,  that  only  seven  addi- 
tional seats  were  to  be  given  to  Scotland. 
Now,  if  we  are  to  enter  upon  a  considera- 
tion of  conflicting  claims  in  Scotland,  as 
they  are  likely  to  be  advanced  by  Gentle- 
iden  who  are  strongly  impressed  with  the 
merits  of  their  own  individual  schemes,  one 
effect  will  be  that  we  shall  be  compelled  to 
re- open  what  I,  for  one,  have  no  anxiety  to 
re-open — namely,  the  question  of  English 
seats,  with  a  view  to  the  fuller  satisfaction 
of  the  claims  of  Scotland,  and  thereby  to 
begin  again  at  the  beginning  after  we  have 
80  nearly  got  to  the  end.  I  must  protest 
entirely  against  the  doctrine  of  my  hon. 
Friend  as  regards  the  consistency  of  the 
House.  How  is  it  consistent  after  giving 
a  Member  to  two  counties  with  a  popula- 
tion of  some  22,000  we  should  take  away 
one  from  a  county  containing  a  population 
of  25,000  ?  He  says  there  are  more  voters, 
but  how  is  the  electoral  roll  made  up  in  the 
counties  of  Selkirk  and  Peebles  ?  What 
number  of  the  electors  in  Selkirk  and  Peebles 
does  he  think  have  a  hondjide  interest  and 
tenure  in  the  soil  and  real  property  in  those 
two  counties  ?  But  I  think  my  hon.  Friend 
is  wrong  in  his  fundamental  proposition. 
And  first  as  to  the  question  of  property. 
I  think  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wick  (Mr.  Laing)  was  not  accurate  in 
what  he  said  as  to  the  whole  county  of 
Sutherland  belonging  to  one  individual, 
with  the  exception  of  the  small  estate.  I 
am  aware  that  the  Duke  of  Sutherland  has 
an  overwhelming  share  in  the  property  of 
the  county  ;  but  I  believe  that  about 
one-fifth  of  the  county  is  in  other  hands. 
.  ['•  No !  "]  Well,  one  estate  which  did  not 
belong  to  the  Duko  of  Sutherland  was  sold 

Mr,  QladitoM 


the  other  day  for  £130,000.  Now,  the 
question  to  be  considered  is,  whether  it  is 
expedient  and  convenient  for  the  House,  in 
determining  the  distribution  of  represents* 
tion,  to  inquire  what  proprietors  are  pes* 
sessed  of  large  properties  in  the  different 
counties  and  boroughs  ;  for  if  that  is  to  be- 
gin in  Scotland  it  cannot  stop  there.  There 
may  be  some  hon.  Members  who  are  con- 
scious that  there  exist  divisions  of  counties 
which  are  not  altogether  different  in  this 
respect  from  the  county  of  Sutherland,  and 
there  are  certainly  boroughs  which  must 
be  disfranchised  if  the  county  of  Sutherland 
is,  on  the  ground  of  the  great  bulk  of  the 
tenantry  belonging  to  one  individual,  to  bo 
disfranchised.  [An  hon.  Member:  Not 
disfranchised.]  Yes,  as  much  as  Thetford 
is  disfranchised.  Everv  man  in  Sutherland 
having  a  county  qualification  will  be  repre- 
sented in  another  county,  and  consequently 
Sutherland  will  be  disfranchised  as  a  county. 
["  No,  no  !  *']  If  Sutherland  is  to  undergo 
that  operation,  call  it  by  what  name  yoa 
like,  on  the  ground  of  its  belonging  to  one 
particular  person,  an  inquiry  will  have  to 
be  instituted  in  other  cases,  and  while  I 
do  not  assert  that  there  may  not  be  plau- 
sible reason  for  instituting  such  inquiry, 
I  maintain  that,  on  the  whole,  the  incon- 
veniences attendant  thereupon  would  be 
much  greater  than  the  benefits  to  be  de- 
rived from  it.  But  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Laing)  takes  the  number  of  electors  in 
Sutherland  ;  but  if  we  were  to  propose  to 
increase  that  number  by  lowering  the 
county  franchise,  my  hon.  Friend  would 
meet  the  proposal  with  stern  opposition.  I 
confess  for  my  own  part  I  think  it  has 
pleased  the  House  to  establish  such  a  dis- 
crepancy between  the  borough  and  county 
occupation  franchise  in  this  island  as  is  not 
likely  to  be  very  endurable;  but,  inde- 
pendently of  that,  I  must  say  that  the 
principle  of  our  representation  is  founded 
on  the  basis  of  population.  This  doctrine 
of  disfranchising  on  account  of  there  being 
only  a  certain  number  of  electors  is  a 
totally  novel  doctrine.  It  overlooks  the 
fact  that  our  movements  in  regard  to  the 
franchise  are  movements  forward.  Do  not 
suppose  that  there  is  not  in  the  county  of 
Sutherland  a  most  intelligent  population, 
for  I  will  venture  to  say  that  in  the  whole 
of  this  island  there  exists  not  a  more  in- 
telligent population  connected  with  the  la- 
bouring and  industrial  interests  than  the 
population  of  the  county  of  Sutherland, 
particularly  on  its  easteni  coast.  If,  then, 
you  are  prepared  to  found  your  representa- 
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tion  on  any  other  ground  tban  that  of  po* 
puIatioDy  you  must  re*conBi(ler  all  you  havo 
done.     We  disfranchised  certain  boroughs 
the  other  day  because  they  had  less  tban 
5,000  population  ;  but  if  we  had  taken  the 
number  of  electors  the  results  would  have 
been  totally  different,  and  some  boroughs 
which  now   retain  their  Members   would 
have  been  included  in  the  list  if  we  had 
proceeded  on  the  principle  that  the  number 
of  electors  ought  to  be  the  test  according 
to  which  representation  is  to  be  distributed. 
Then,  it  is  only  fair  to  remark  that  this 
population  of  the  county  of  Sutherland  is 
almost  entirely  without  borough  representa- 
tion, for  there  is  only  one  small  borough, 
which  is,  in  point  of  fact,  a  village  with  a 
purely   agricultural    population.     Now,   if 
you  are  prepared  to  say  that  a  seat  should 
be  withdrawn  from  a  community  of  25,000 
persons  in  order  to  satisfy  your  notions  of 
equality,  you  will  be  laying  down  a  prin- 
ciple of  which  you  ought  to  measure  well 
the  consequences  and  results  before  you 
adopt  it  by  implication  by  agreeing  to  a 
Motion  of  this  character.     Whether  you 
are  satisfied  or  not  with  the  proposal  of  the 
Government,  I  believe  the  wise  course  to 
take  if  you  mean  to  go  forward  with  the 
Bill  will  be  to  adopt  their  proposals  as  far 
as  re-casting  the  distribution  is  concerned 
and  to  reject  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  (Mr.  Laing). 

Sib  WILLIAM  STIRLINO-MAX- 
WELL  said,  it  appeared  to  him  that  a 
Reform  Bill,  whether  for  England  or  Scot- 
land, must  necessarily  be  a  thing  of  sur- 
prises. At  the  commencement  of  the  even- 
ing be  was  very  much  surprised  to  hear 
his  right  lion,  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Moncreiff)  protest- 
ing against  the  creation  of  a  popular  con- 
stituency in  the  South  of  Scotland.  The 
right  hon.  Member  made  that  protest  in  a 
few  faltering  sentences,  and  his  speech  then 
came  to  an  end  with  a  suddenness  yery 
unusual  with  his  right  hon.  and  eloquent 
Friend.  Later  in  the  debate  he  found  the 
two  counties  of  Selkirk  and  Peebles,  with 
an  electorate  of  over  1,000  and  a  popula- 
tion of  22,000,  joined  together  without  the 
Committee  going  to  a  division  on  the  sub- 
ject. Soon  afterwards,  he  was  surprised 
to  find  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  which  pro- 
posed this  extinction  of  one  county  con- 
stituency, defending  from  a  similar  fate 
another  county  constituency,  with  an  elec- 
torate of  only  180.  He  was  yet  more 
astoniBhedi  however,  to  bear  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire   (Mr.  Gladstone)  describe   the  lan- 
guage of  the  right  hon.    Gentleman  the 
First  Minister  as  the  language  of  good 
sence.     This  was  certainly  the  most  sur- 
prising of  all  these  occurrences.    Then  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Sutherlandshire  (Lord    Ronald    Leveson- 
Gower),  who   had   made  so  spirited  and 
agreeable  a  defence  of  his  county,  was 
also  to  some  extent  a  surprise.      Those 
who   had   the   honour  of  sitting  in   that 
House  at  the  time  when  the  noble  Duke 
who   had   been  so  frequently   alluded   to 
was  a  Member  of  it,  must  have  perceived 
that  the  invariable  tendency  of  the  noble 
Duke's  votes  and  action  was  towards  the 
achievement  of  what  had  now  been  actu- 
ally achieved— namely,  a  Reform  Bill  with 
considerable  disfranchisement.  Seven  seats 
had  been  taken  from  England  in  order  to 
supply  the  wants  of  Scotland.     In  spite  of 
the  ingenious  arguments  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire, and  his — he  would  not  say  menaces, 
but  his  solemn  warnings  to  both  sides  of 
the  House  to  mind  what  they  were  doing, 
it  appeared  to  him  a  perfectly  monstrous 
thing  that  this  anomalous  county  constitu- 
ency should  be  allowed  to  continue  its  ex- 
istence. He  (Sir  William  Stirling-Maxwell) 
should  have  thought  that,  so  far  from  the 
representative  of  the  county  of  Sutherland 
objecting  to  the  Motion  before  the  House, 
he  would  have  been  the  first  person   to 
propose  it  ;  having  himself  always  been 
disposed    to    sympathize   with   the   noble 
Duke  in  what  he  conceived  must  have  been 
his  feeling  of  disappointment  that  he  had 
never  been  able  to  obtain  in  any  Liberal 
Reform  Bill  the  disfranchisement  of  the 
county  of   Sutherland.      In  making   the 
suggestion  that  the  county  of  Sutherland 
should  be  united  to  the  county  of  Ross  and 
Cromarty,  he  had  been  deferring  to  the 
local  knowledge  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wick  (Mr.  Laing).     However,  after  what 
he  bad  heard  on  the  subject  in  the  course 
of  this  discussion,  he  confessed  that  his 
own  judgment  in  the   matter  had   been 
premature  ;   and  he  should   vote  for  the 
Amendment  of  which  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend    the    Member    for   Elgin    (Major 
Cnmming-Bruce)  had   given   Notice  —  to 
unite  Sutherland,  not  with  Ross,  but  with 
Caithness. 

Mr.  Sebjbant  GASELEE,  in  reference 
to  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  LancashirOt 
begged  to  say  he  had  yet  to  learn  that  aq 
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independent  Member  betoir  tlie  OongirBy  i  leai  tree  pointed  out  io  the  former  coonlf , 
naa  not  entitled  to  eipreBs  Mb  opinion,  b^  '  whereon  the  Earls  of  Sotherluid  were  ao- 


nel]  SB  lion.  Gentlemen  who  «at 

Treniury  Benches.      He  certninl;, 

mott  point*,  bad  an  opinion  of  his  own, 

that  genorallf  a  deoided  one,  ai 

required  any  apologj,  ha  found 

harinj;  been  so  long  an  humble  follow 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     Though 

Scotch  Member,  without  any  acknowledf;-  |  of  thi 

ment  had  stolen  half  his  plan,  and  anothei-    pair-- 


cuitomed  periodioally  to  hang  the  Earls  of 
:porii  Caithness. 

and        LonD  HENRT  SCOTT  was  nnderttood 

f  that '  to  protest  against  the  counties  of  Selkirk 

nd  Peebles  being  spoken  of  in  a  depre- 

iating  manner. 

Ur.  U'LARBN  snid,  that  at  the  time 

Union  six  counties  were  joined  in 

ind  in  1832  six  were  dealt  «  '  '    ' 


the  other  half,  ho  was  the  first  Member  to  j  the  same  waj,  only  that  under  the  junc- 
propose  in  thnt  House  the  disfranchisement ;  tion  arrangement  niado  at  the  time  of  the 

of  the  small  English  boroughs —  "  '  ■     -   ■      .  

"  Hoi  >go  Tsraiculos  feci,  titlit  alter  bonorea." 
But  he  did  not  want  applause.     He  got, 
by  the  kindness  of  the  Hou 
of  it.    He  feh  that  he  should 
consistently  with  his  own  prtnoi, 
did  not  Tote  for  uniting  Sutherlandshi 
with  some   other  connty.      A  pocket-bo- 
rough was    bad   enough, 
county  was  very  muoh  worse.     He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
■hire  would  allow  him  to  remind  hira  nith-    AmendmeDt,   hy  leaving  out    the   words 


:h  of  the  two  counties  joined  to- 
gether returned  a  Member  to  Farliameot 
alternately  ;  while  bj  the  Reform  Act  of 

^ 1832   the  counties   then    united    in  pain 

not  be  acting' ^'"^7'  returned  one  Member  jointly  for 
inoiples  if  hfe  '^"'i  P^'**-  ^'  ""^  ridioulous  to  talk  of  the 
'  ■  *  great  importance  oF  Sutherland  when  the 
number  of  sheep  and  deer  there  u  com- 
pocket-  P*red  with  the  number  of  men  was  maielf 
~    -~hat  wot  taken  into  consideration. 

Amendment     made    to     the     proposed 


lothcr  lecture,  that  to  unite  Suthi 
landshire  with  another  county  would  nol 
bo  to  diafranchise  it.  Not  a  single  free- 
holder would  be  disfranohisod  by  that  opera- 
tion ;  but  each  of  the  183  voters  in  the 
county  of  Sutherland  would  only  bave  that 
power  of  Tolinfr  to  which  ho  was  entitled. 

Lord  ELCHO  observed,  that  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  seemed  to  suppose  that  with 
reference  (o  tlie  proposition  now  before  the 
Committee,  there  had  been  an  understand- 
ing between  tlie  two  front  Bunches.  Whe- 
tlier  that  were  so  or  not,  the  duty  of  in- 
dependent Members  woe  to  take  what  ap- 
peared to  them  to  be  the  right  course  in 

the  matter-  As  a  rule,  he  did  not  think  disFranohiee  contained  a 
it  was  a  judicious  proceeding  to  disregard  tors  very  little  larger  tha 
time-honoured  divisions  of  the  country;  fur  '  ''      "      ''  '  <    -  < 

by  so  doing  they  would  drive  men  who  did 


''  Rosa  and  Cromarty,"  end  inaerting  tlie 
word  "  Caithness." — {Major  Cummmg 
Brwe.) 

Question  pat,  "That  the  words  of  the 
proposed  Amendment,  as  amended,  be 
there  added. " 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  103 ; 
Noes  195:  Majority  92. 

Mr.  H.  BAILLIB   rose  to  propose  an 

Amendment,  the  object  of  which,  ho  said, 

like  that  which  had  just  been  negatived, 

was  to  show   that    to    a    certain    extent 

Scotland  was  able  to  help  herself.     The 

district  of  hurghs  which   he  proposed  to 

lUmber  of  eleo- 

that  of  some  of 

English  pocket-boroughs  which  were 

to  be  diafraachised  for  the  benefit 


not  wish  to  see  the  whole  country  governed  '  of  Scotland,     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
by  the  towns  to  adopt  the  principle  of  elcc-  i  opposite  (Mr,  Gladstone)  had  argued  that 
(orn)  districts.     It  appeared,  ' 
the   system  of  joining  counties  had  bi 
establiihed  in  1832,  and  it  had  been  again 
acted  on  in  an  early  period  of  this  evening. 
If  the  principle  oF  grouping  was  sound  in 
the  case  of  Peebleshire  and   Selkirkshire, 
it  was  equally  sound  with  regard  to  Suther- 
landshire   and   Rossshire 
ehire.     He  whs  opposed  to 
tion  ;  but  if  this  were  determined  on, 
would    rather   see    Sutherland    joined 
aithnessshire.      In  former  times  very 


that    population    was  tiie  proper  test ;    but  be 

'  maintained  that   the   number   of  electors 

was  the  proper  criterion,  since  it  involved 

property  as  well  as  numbers.   The  Wiglco 

district    consisted  of  four  towns,    if  they 

could  be  dignified  hy  that  name,  or  rather 

of  one  town,  Stranraer,  with  6,500  inha- 

id  Cromarty- '  bitants,  and  three  villages — namely.  New 

Galloway,  with  4S0tnbabitsnts;  Whithorn, 

with  1.623;  and  Wigton,  with  2,100.  The 

number  of  electors  was  less  than  SOU.  while 

ill  Northallerton,  which  was  to  be  disfran- 

timate  relation!  had  existed  between  thue  ,  cbiaed,  it  was  upwuds  of  450.  Now,  what 

two  counties.     There  was  itill  an  old  leaf- 1  was  sauoe  for  the  gooie  wu  sanoe  for  the 


Mr.  SnjMnt  OmeUt 
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gander,  and  if  English  boroughs  were  to 
be  disfranchised  for  the  sake  of  Scotland, 
these  small  districts  ought  to  undergo  the 
same  fate  if  the  large  towns  were  to  have 
additional  representation.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman concluded  by  moying — 

"  That  from  and  after  the  present  Parliament 
the  Wigton  district  of  Barghs  shall  no  longer  re- 
turn a  Member  to  serve  in  Parliament  ;  the 
Burghs  of  Stranraer  and  Wigton  shall  be  added 
and  form  part  of  the  Dumfries  district  of  Burghs  ; 
and  the  City  of  £dinbargh  shall  return  a  third 
Member." 

The  chairman  expressed  an  opinion 
that  tho  Amendment  should  hare  been 
proposed  on  Clause  10,  which  created  or 
extinguished  constituencies,  whereas  the 
present  clause  only  added  certain  towns  to 
existing  districts  of  burghs. 

Ma.  H.  BAILLIE  remarked  that  part 
of  his  Amendment  added  towns  to  an  ex- 
isting district. 

Mjk.  M'LAREN  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said:  Sir,  I  rise  to 
entreat  the  Committee  not  to  be  led  away 
by  the  arguments  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  InTernessshire  (Mr.  Baillie) 
and  1  trust  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
First  Minister  will  give  this  proposal  his 
most  strenuous  opposition.  It  may,  no 
doubt,  be  argued  that  the  Wigton  burghs 
are  the  smallest  burgh  constituency  in 
Scotland,  but  the  Committee  has  just  re- 
'  fused  to  sanction  the  partial  disfranchise- 
ment of  Sutherland — a  county  whose  con- 
stituency is  not  half  that  of  the  Wigton 
burghs.  Stranraer,  the  principal  town  of 
the  group,  is  a  most  rising  seaport,  ond 
has  increased  and  is  increasing  most  rapidly 
both  in  wealth  and  population.  The  burgh 
of  Wigton  is  also  rapidly  improving.  I  livo 
near  Stranraer,  and  am  able  to  speak  on 
this  subject  with  the  greatest  impartiality. 
I  do  not  agree  in  political  views  with  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Wigton  burghs  (Mr.  Young), but  I  feel 
bound  to  do  all  in  my  power  to  resist  this 
disfranchisement.  These  towns  sent  re- 
presentatives to  the  Scotch  Parliament, 
and  since  the  Union  have  had  a  separate 
Imperial  political  existence.  Though  the 
present  feeling  in  this  district  is  to  support 
the  party  opposite,  it  is  unfair  to  say  that 
this  will  always  continue,  or  that  it  is 
brought  about  by  undue  influence.  Indeed, 
not  many  years  since,  a  Conservative  can- 
didate polled  within  one  of  the  Whig  who 
was  returned.  These  burghs  have  a 
separate  interest,  and,  owing  to  their  geo* 


graphical  position,  could  not  well  be  added 
to  any  other  existing  group.  It  is  im- 
possible for  the  Committee  to  sanction 
their  union  with  tho  Dumfries  district,  as 
Stranraer  is  more  than  ninety  miles  from 
some  towns  in  the  Dumfries  group,  and 
which  have  no  community  of  interest  to 
recommend  this  grouping.  I  trust  the 
Committee  will  resist  the  proposal. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  12  (Certain  Counties  to  be  di- 
vided, and  each  Division  to  return  a  Mem« 
ber). 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  pro- 
posed to  omit  the  clause,  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  divide  Lanarkshire,  with  its 
200,000  inhabitants,  in  an  unequal  and 
objectionable  manner,  1cavin(|^  one  division 
with  a  population  of  only  20,000,  niiother 
with  one  of  60.000,  and  a  third  with  a  po- 
pulation of  120.000. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  said,  he 
was  surprised  to  hear  such  an  objection 
coming  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Lanark- 
shire. The  object  of  the  clause  was  to 
divide  tho  county  so  as  to  have  the  mer- 
cantile and  manufacturing  interest  repre- 
sented in  that  House  as  well  as  the  agri- 
cultural interest.  It  was  somewhat  extra- 
ordinary to  find  an  hon.  Member  opposing 
the  representation  of  a  district  in  which 
his  property  was  situate.  He  trusted  that 
the  hon.  Baronet,  on  consideration,  would 
not  persevere  with  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  MONCREIFF  thought  that  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Honiton  (Mr.  B.  Cochrane) 
was  open  to  the  charge  of  inconsistency  in 
the  course  he  had  just  advocated  in  respect 
to  Lanarkshire  and  that  which  he  had  sup- 
ported when  the  question  of  the  representa- 
tion of  Glasgow  was  under  consideration. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  proposition  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lanark- 
shire (Sir  Edward  Colebrooke)  was  a 
reasonable  one.  The  uniform  practice  was 
that  two  Members  should  sit  for  each 
county  without  having  any  division. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  tliat 
this  was  the  first  opportunity  which  had 
arisen  of  discussing  the  question  how  two 
Members  should  be  allotted  to  one  county. 
In  England  divisions  of  counties  were  re- 
presented by  two  Members  ;  but  in  the 
present  case  the  county  was  seventy  miles 
in  length  and  fifteen  miles  broad,  and  it 
would  be  a  great  convenience  to  have  a 
diTision.  The  proposal  to  divide  Aberdeen- 
shire met  with  approval,  and  the  proposal 
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to  divide  Ajrsliire  was  not  objected  to. 
The  only  objection  was  io  tbe  case  of 
Lnoarkshire.  The  dirision  of  tbo  county 
inserted  in  tbe  Bill  of  last  year  was,  how- 
Gver,  tbe  same  as  tbat  now  proposed,  and 
he  then  understood  tbat  tbe  bon.  Baronet 
did  not  object  to  it,  if  tbe  county  were  to 
be  divided  at  all.  On  tbe  whole  tbe  plan 
of  tbe  Government  was  thought  tbe  best 
for  large  and  extensive  counties. 

Mr.  LOCKE  observed  tbat  there  ap- 
peared to  be  a  great  difficulty  amongst  the 
Scotch  Members  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
they  should  divide  the  spoil.  Seven  Mem- 
bers, to  be  taken  from  England,  were  to 
bo  appropriated  to  Scotland,  but  there  did 
Dot  seem  to  be  any  inhabitants  to  receive 
them.  He  understood  the  proposition  was 
to  divide  the  county,  and  give  a  Member 
to  a  certain  number  of  agricultural  indi- 
viduals. He  should  support  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  lion.  Member  for  Lanarkshire 
(Sir  Edward  Colebrooke),  as  he  objected 
to  leave  one  Member  to  be  returned  for  a 
division  in  which  there  appeared  to  be  no 
constituency  at  all. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
as  the  learned  Lord  Advocate  bad  referred 
to  a  private  communication  which  he  had 
had  with  him  in  his  office  when  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  invited  him  to 
inspect  the  plan  of  the  boundaries  to  be 
proposed,  he  (Sir  Edward  Colebrooke) 
thought  it  only  fair  to  refer  to  what  had 
really  passed  on  tbat  occasion.  No  doubt 
on  that  occasion  he  bad  expressed  a  strong 
suspicion  tbat  an  unfair  division  would 
take  place  ;  but  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  did  not  when  he  went  to  him 
propose  any  distinct  plan,  but  named 
several  propositions  which  he  had  under 
his  attention.  The  impression  left  was 
that  tbe  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  not  made  up  his  mind,  and  he  (Sir 
Edward  Colebrooke)  said  that  if  a  fair  and 
equal  division  were  proposed  tbe  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  stand  upon 
strong  ground.  In  his  opinion,  however, 
this  had  not  been  done,  and  no  division  of 
the  county  could  be  made  which  would 
separate  tbe  commercial  from  the  agricul- 
tural population. 

Mr.  FORDYCE  thought  tbat  so  far  as 
Aberdeensbire  was  concerned,  tbe  division 
proposed  by  the  Government  was  most  fair 
and  equitable,  and  ho  hoped  the  proposal 
wouid  be  persevered  in.  He  had  presented 
two  petitions  from  Aberdeen  in  favour  of 
it,  one  largely  and  influentially  signed,  and 
anotlier  from  the  Committee  of  Supply  of 

The  Lord  Advocate 


the  county.  Tbe  county  contained,  he  be- 
lieved, 1,250,000  inhabitants,  widely  scat- 
tered so  tbat  none  but  the  most  wealthy 
could  hope  to  canvass  the  entire  county. 
He  trusted  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Edward 
Colebrooke)  would  not  include  Aberdeen- 
sbire in  his  opposition. 

Sir  WILLIAM  STIRLING  -  MAX- 
WELL said,  he  bad  never  heard  a  word  of 
weight  against  the  Government's  proposed 
division. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  he  believed 
strong  local  feeling  existed  in  favour  of 
having  tbe  two  Members  for  the  undivided 
county. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSON  said,  his  ex- 
perience  as  a  Member  for  the  county  dif- 
fered from  that  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Craufurd).  He  knew  from  personal  ex- 
perience tbe  difficulty  attending  a  canvass 
of  tbo  county,  and  remarked  incidentally 
that  it  was  of  not  tbe  slightest  importance 
to  any  party  how  the  matter  was  decided. 

Question  put,  "  Tbat  the  Clause  stand 
part  of  tbe  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  206 ; 
Noes  141 :  Majority  65. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clauses  13  and  H  ordered  to  stand  part 
of  the  Bill. 

Clause  15  (Liferenters,  Joint  Owners, 
and  Joint  Occupants). 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  proposed  the  omis- 
sion of  certain  words,  with  a  view  to  pre- 
vent joint  occupiers  below  £50  in  counties, 
with  certain  exceptions,  from  exercising 
tbe  franchise. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he  was 
surprised  tbat  any  objection  should  be 
taken  to  this  clause,  which  was  precisely 
similar  in  its  terms  to  tbe  27th  Section  of 
the  English  Act.  He  did  not  see  why  a 
distinction  should  be  drawn  between  tbe 
two  countries. 

Mr.  ELLICE  proposed  the  insertion, 
in  line  9,  page  5,  after  "joint  tenants," 
of  tbe  words  **  or  joint  owners,"  so  as  to 
provide  that  only  two  joint  tenants  or  two 
joint  owners  should  have  a  vote  for  the 
same  property. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  intimated 
his  willingness  to  accept  this  Amendment. 

Previous  Amendment  toithdraivn;  Clause, 
as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  16  to  19  ordered  to  stand  part 
of  tbe  Bill. 
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Clause  20  (Registration  of  Voters). 

Mb.  YOREE  moved  that  the  Chairman 
report  Progress.     [**  No,  no  !"] 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 
They  were  now  getting  on  very  well,  and 
he  trusted  some  further  progress  would  be 
made  with  regard  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
Clauses  21  and  22  agreed  to. 
Clause  23  pottponed. 
Clause  24  agreed  to. 

Clause  25  (Rooms  to  be  hired  for  polling 
wherever  they  can  be  obtained). 

Mr.  M*LAREN  said,  that  he  had  an 
important  clause  to  propose,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  report  Pro- 
gress. ["  No,  no  !*']  The  hon.  Member 
then  moved  after  '*  burgh  "  to  insert — 

**  And  all  the  expenses  for  or  connected  with 
Bach  polling  booths  or  rooms,  including  therein 
the  fees  for  clerks  and  poll  sheriflfs  employed  bj 
the  Returning  Officer  within  the  same,  shall,  in 
burjB^hs,  be  defrayed  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
registration  expenses  incurred  under  the  Acts  of 
nineteenth  and  twentieth  jears  of  the  reign  of 
Her  present  Majesty,  chapter  fifty-eight ;  and  in 
counties  shall  be  defrayed  in  the  same  manner  as 
the  registration  expenses  incurred  under  the  Act 
of  the  twenty-fourth  and  twenty-fifth  years  of 
Her  present  Majesty,  chapter  eighty-three,  are 
now  defrayed." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  opposed  the 
Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  a  similar 
proposal  had  been  made  in  the  English 
Bill,  and  had  been  rejected. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  26  to  36,  inclusive,  pottponed. 

Clauses  37  to  50,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  51  (In  event  of  Dissolution  of 
Parliament  before  I  Nov.  1868,  Elections 
to  take  place  as  heretofore). 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  urged 
that  the  clause  should  be  postponed  for 
the  purpose  of  being  amended. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  it  could 
bo  amended  on  the  bringing  up  of  the 
Report. 

Mr.  MONCREIFF  suggested  the  post- 
ponement of  the  clause,  as  there  was  a 
great  desire  on  the  part  of  both  sides  of 
tho  House  that  the  dissolution  should  take 
place,  if  possible,  before  the  1st  of  No- 
vember.    [••No,  no!"] 

Clause  negatived. 
Clause  52  agreed  to. 


Postponed  Clause  6  (Restriction  on 
Number  of  Votes  in  Glasgow). 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  asked  if  they  were  to 
discuss  this  clause  at  one  o'clock  in  tho 
morning  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  there  were  some 
other  postponed  clauses  to  be  considered; 
for  instance,  the  clause  relating  to  the 
seven  seats  to  bo  given  to  Scotland  ;  and 
he  supposed  they  would  like  to  get  those 
seven  seats. 

Mr.  graham  moved  that  the  clause 
be  postponed,  with  a  view  to  consider  tho 
alternatives  that  might  be  submitted  for 
adoption — namely,  that  there  should  be  a 
division  of  the  city  into  two  parts — one 
division  to  return  two  Members,  and  the 
other  one  Member — or  to  consider  whether 
it  was  advisable  that  Glasgow  should  take 
a  third  Member  under  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  moved  that  the 
Chairman  report  Progress. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  discourteous,  after  the  assistance 
they  had  received,  to  oppose  the  Motion. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress,  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  8th  June. 


SUPPLY— VOTE  ON  ACCOUNT  OF  CIVIL 
SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  SCLATER- BOOTH  asked  the 
House  to  go  into  Committee  of  Supply  to 
pass  a  Vote  on  Account.  He  made  the 
proposal  on  the  supposition  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  take  all  the  Votes  before 
the  I  St  of  July,  when  several  half-yearly 
payments  were  to  be  made. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE :  How  long  will  the 
money  last  ? 

TnB  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EX- 
CHEQUER: We  only  took  a  Vote  on 
Account  for  six  weeks  on  the  last  occa- 
sion, and  it  is  necessary  to  take  one  now. 
The  money  we  now  ask  for  will  last  until 
the  middle  of  July. 

BwPLY— considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Rsiolved,  That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding 
£1,412,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  ac- 
count, for  or  towards  defraying  the  Charge  for 
the  following  Civil  Services,  to  the  Slst  day  of 
Maroh  1869. 

[Then  tho  several  Services  are  set  forth.] 
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BOUNDARIES  OP  BOROUODS, 
INSTRUCTION  TO   SELECT  COMIOTTEE. 

Sir   STAFFORD   NORTHCOTE 

moved — 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Boandaries  of  Boroughs  that  they  hare 
power  to  consider  the  Petitions  presented  to  this 
House  on  the  subject  of  the  places  of  nomination 
for  County  Elections ;  that  the  Petitions  from 
South  Molton,  Barnstaple,  Torrington,  and  Ilfra- 
combe,  relative  to  the  place  of  nomination  for  the 
Northern  Division  of  the  county  of  Devon,  bo 
referred  to  the  Committee/' 

Sir  WILLIAM  STIRLING  MAX- 
WELL  said,  the  Committee  had  nearly 
concluded  its  labours,  and  was  almost 
ready  to  report,  and  he  did  not  think  it 
reasonable  that  this  new  duty  should  be 
imposed  upon  the  Members.  The  subject 
was  one  which  was  not  submitted  to  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  ;  the  Committee 
did  not  think  it  should  be  submitted  to 
them,  and  he  therefore  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  press  the 
Instruction. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  also  hoped  the  Motion 
would  not  be  pressed. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
as  he  understood  from  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
(Mr.  Walpole)  that  this  was  a  business 
that  they  would  not  be  willing  to  under- 
take, he  would  not  press  the  Motion ;  but 
he  thought  it  right  to  move  the  Instruc- 
tion, because  a  desire  had  been  expressed 
that  the  question  should  bo  referred  to  the 
Committee. 

Motion,  by  leaTe,  withdrawn. 

BANKRUPTCT  ACT   AMENDMENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mofvatt,  Bill  to  amend 

"The  Bankraptoj   Act,   1861/'   ordered   to  be 

brought  in  by  Mr.  Moffatt,  Mr.  Cbawfoed,  Mr. 

Atrton,  and  Mr.  Chablks  Fobstkb. 

BiW  pretetUedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  145.] 
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MINUTES.!— SELBCt  CoMinmB On  Arti- 

zans'  and  Labourers*  Dwellings  nominaJUd, 

PoBuo  Bills — Firtt  Reading — West  Indies* 
(135). 

CommtVfe^— Metropolis  Subways  •  (73). 

Report ^^eA  Fisheries*  (^35);  Metropolis  Sab- 
ways  •  (73). 

Third  i2«kz</%— Stockbrokers  (Ireland)  *  (105) ; 
Documentary  Eridonce*  (88),  and  passed. 

Roi/cU  AsseiU — Customs  and  Income  Tax  [31  Vict, 
c.  28]  :  Exchequer  Bonds  (£1,600,000)  [31  Via. 
c.  27]  ;  Consolidated  Fund  (£17.000,000) 
[31  Vict,  c.  16]  ;  London  Coal  and  Wine  Do- 
ties  Continuance  [31  Vict.  c.  17];  Railways 
(Extension  of  Time)  [31  Vict.o.  18];  Eeele- 
siasticai  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coaodl 
[31  Vict.e.  19];  Legitimacy  Declaration  (Ire- 
land) [31  Vict.c.  20];  Prisons  (Compensation 
to  Officers)  [31  Vict.c.  21];  Oyster  and  MosmI 
Fisheries  [31  Vict,  c.  9J ;  Petty  Sessions  and 
Lock-up  IJooses  [31  Vtct,  c.  22];  Marriagei 
(Frampton  Mansel)  [31  Viet.  o.  33];  Capiul 
Punishment  within  Prisons  [31  Viet.c,  21]; 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland)  [31  Vici.  c.  25l; 
Indian  Railway  Companies  [31  Viet.  c.  26] : 
United  Parishes  (Scotland)  [31  VicL  o.  30]; 
Medical  Practitioners  (Colonies)  [31  Viet, 
c.  29]  ;  Inclosure  [31  Vict,  o.  31]  ;  Local  Go- 
vernmcnt  Supplemental  (1868)  [31  Vict.e.  10]. 


c0ubt8  of  ohancebt  and  exchequer     | 

(ieeland)  fee  funds  bill. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sclaixb-Booth,   Bill  for 
transferring  the  Fee  and  other   Funds  of  the 
Courts  of  Chancery  and  Exchequer  in  Ireland  to 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  | 
by  Mr.  Solatxb-Bootu  and  Mr.  Chanckllob  of  ] 

the    EXOHEQUXB.  I 

Bill  presented,  a^ndre&d  the  &nt  time.  [Bill  146.] 

ASSIGNEES   OF  MABINE   POLICIES  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cahdltsh,  Bill  to  enable  As-  ' 
signees  of  Marine  Policies  to  sue  thereon  in  their  , 
own  names,   ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Candush,    Sir   Colman    O'Loohlen,   and    Mr. 

NOBWOOD. 

Bill  jpr(;«^n(^,  and  read  thefii*st  time.  [Bill  147.] 

HouM  A^oarned  at  half  after  , 

One  o'clock. 


UNIVERSITY  TESTS.— PETITIONS. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
had  given  Notice  that  to-day  he  would 
present  Petitions  from  resident  and  non- 
resident Members  of  the  University  of 
Oxford,  praying  for  the  Removal  of  llc- 
ligious  Tests  in  the  University.  He  had 
given  this  Notice  because  the  Petitions 
were  of  so  much  weight  and  importance 
that  he  desired  to  call  the  special  atten- 
tion of  their  Lordships  to  them.  One  of 
these  Petitions,  signed  by  102  persons  who 
now  were  or  formerly  had  been  Fellows  of 
the  University  of  Oxford,  set  forth  that 
theological  tests  at  the  Universities  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge,  while  failing  to 
secure  unity  of  religious  opinion,  had 
proved  injurious  to  learning  and  educa* 
tion,  and  had  the  effect  of  excluding  large 
numbers  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  from 
the  benefits  of  University  education.  For 
these  reasons  the  Petitioners  prayed  that 
all  theological  tests  in  the  Universities 
might  be  removed.  If  ho  were  to  read  to 
their  Lordships,  which  he  certainly  should 
not  trouble  them  by  doing,  the  names  ap- 
pended to  the  Pctitioni  it  would  be  seen 
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that  they  were  the  names  of  gentlemen  of 
great  weight  and  reputation,  and  such  as 
undoubtedly  would  have  influence  with 
their  Lordships.  The  other  Petition,  to 
which  he  attached  even  greater  import- 
ance, was  signed  by  eighty  resident  Mem- 
bers of  the  University  of  Oxford,  and  it 
was  especially  to  be  remarked  that  it  in- 
cluded the  names  of  sixty  ont  of  the  105 
Tutors  and  Lecturers  of  the  University  of 
Oxford,  representing,  therefore,  a  clear, 
distinct  and  considerable  majority  of  the 
whole  teaching  power  of  the  University. 
To  pursue  the  analysis  a  little  further — in 
Merton,  Corpus,  Trinity,  and  New  Colleges 
the  whole  of  the  educational  staff  had 
signed  the  Petition  ;  in  Baliol,  Oriel,  Lin- 
coln, and  Worcester  at  least  two- thirds  of 
the  staff  had  signed ;  and  out  of  the  whole 
eighteen  Colleges  in  which  teaching  was 
carried  on  there  were  only  six  where  a 
majority  of  the  tutors  and  lecturers  had 
not  signed  the  Petition.  The  Petitioners 
stated  that  they  were — 


**  Engaged  as  Heads  of  Colleges,  Leoturera, 
Teachei*8,  or  resident  Fellows,  in  the  work  of 
education  in  the  University;  that  a  portion  of  the 
nation  were  excluded  from  the  benefit  of  the  Uni- 
versity by  the  religious  tests  imposed  io  it  and  in 
the  Colleges  ;  and  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Pe- 
titioners, these  tests  might  be  removed  without 
injury  to  the  Church,  without  prejudice  to  the  re- 
ligious character  of  academical  education,  and 
without  interference  with  the  religious  working 
of  the  Colleges." 

The  importance  of  this  Petition  consisted 
not  only  in  the  number  of  the  signatures, 
but  in  the  plainness  and  distinctness  of 
the  prayer — there  was  no  doubt  or  hesita- 
tion as  to  the  ground  that  should  be  taken 
up  —  the  Petitioners  declared  that  tests 
wore  an  hindrance  to  an  extension  of  edu- 
cation to  the  whole  nation,  and  they  prayed 
Parliament  to  remove  them.  The  present 
state  of  affairs  was  this — in  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford  persons  not  belonging  to 
the  Established  Church  might  proceed  as 
far  as  the  Bachelor  degree,  and  at  Cam- 
bridge as  far  as  the  degree  of  M.A. ;  but 
in  both  Universities  such  persons  were  ex- 
cluded from  any  share  in  the  government 
and  from  the  Fellowships.  They  had  in 
this  matter  made  some  progress  of  late 
years;  but  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  very 
progress  they  had  made  in  the  right  direc- 
tion was  a  proof  that  now  it  was  impos- 
sible to  stand  still*  But  a  very  few  years 
ago  no  one  could  be  admitted  to  either 
University  unless  he  conformed  to  the 
Church  of  England.    Now  Nonconformists 


were  admitted  to  the  benefits  of  the  edu^ 
cation  given,  but  were  still  excluded  from 
any  share  of  the  privileges  and  emolu- 
ments  open  to   a  successful   academical 
career.    That  he  ventured  to  think  was  a 
state  of  things  which  was  utterly  unten- 
able.    He  could  understand  the  Univer- 
sities being  dealt  with  as  institutions  ex- 
clusively Church  of  England  in  their  cha- 
racter ;  but  he  could  not  understand  why, 
having  admitted  Nonconformists  and  Jews 
to  enter  the  Universities  and  attain  cer- 
tain degrees,  an  arbitrary  barrier  should 
then  be  created  to  prevent  their  further 
progress.    He  did  not  say  that  an  Act  of 
Parliament  ought  to  be  passed  compelling 
the  Colleges  to  open  their  Fellowships  to 
persons  of  all  religious  beliefs,  but  he  did 
say  that  Parliament  should  remove  those 
barriers  which  it  had  itself  raised  to  thd 
free  action  of  the  Colleges  in  the  matter. 
The  measure  of  last  year  had  been  com- 
plained of  as  an  incomplete  one,  because 
it  extended  only  to  offices  in  the  Univer- 
sities,  and  did  not  touch  offices  in  the 
Colleges ;  and,  to  meet  that  complaint,  he 
would  suggest  that  upon  the  occasion  of 
any  measure  on  the  subject  again  coming 
before  their  Lordships,  they  should  con- 
sent to  deal  not  only  with  offices  in  the 
Universities,  but  also  to  abolish  those  Acts 
of  Parliament  which  prevented  the  Colleges 
from  opening  their  Fellowships  if  they 
should  think  fit  to  do  so,  to  persons  not 
belonging  to  the  Church  of  England.     It 
must  be  admitted  to  be  a  matter  of  ex- 
treme importance  that  all  the  upper  and 
middle  classes  of  the  country  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  receiving  the  best  edu- 
cation that  the  Universities  could  afford. 
Was  it,  therefore,  a  desirable  thing  that 
so  large  a  portion  of  the  middle  classes  as 
belonged  to  Nonconformist  bodies  should 
be  excluded  from  the  main  benefits  and 
attractions   which  the  Universities  held 
out  ?      The    Nonconformists    themselves 
felt    acutely    the    distinction    that    was 
drawn    to   their  disadvantage,   and   had 
expressed,   in  a  very  remarkable   state- 
ment,   their    sense    of   the    great    good 
they  would  reap  if  the  whole  privileges 
and  emoluments  of  the  Universities  were 
thrown  open  to  them.      What  were  the 
objections    that  were    capable  of   being 
urged  ?    He  thought  they  must  either  be 
objections  derived  from  some  argument 
connected  with  education,  or  else  from 
some  consideration  exclusively  connected 
with  the  Church.    Could  it  be  contended 
that   the  education  of  members  of  the 
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Church  of  England  would  suffer  by  others, 
not  mcmberSi  being  admitted  to  share  in 
the  privileges  and  emoluments  of  Fniver- 
sities  ?     He  knew  that  such  an  argument 
had  been  put  forward ;  but  he  believed 
that  since  he  had  the  honour  of  being  a 
resident  member  of  the  University  matters 
had  not  very  much  changed,  and  he  could 
say  for  himself  that  the  amount  of  direct 
religious  instruction  which  he  had  received 
at  Oxford  was  so  infinitesimally  small  that 
whether  he  had  received  it  at  the  hands 
of  one  who  was  or  was  not  a  member  of 
the  Church  of  England  made,  he  thought, 
exceedingly  little  difference.     He  remem- 
bered that  a  great  portion  of  the  instruc- 
tion which  was  given  at  that  time  con- 
sisted of  a  short   lecture  on   the  Greek 
Testament  given  to  freshmen  during  their 
first  and  second  term,  being  left  after  that 
pretty  much  to  their  own  devices,  and  of 
the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  which  men  were 
compelled  to  get  up  with  great  labour, 
and,  he  feared,  with  little  profit,  in  order 
that  they  might  be  called  upon  to  repeat 
them  in  the  schools.     If  a  similar  system 
were  pursued  in  the  present  day,  he  did 
not  think,  as  far  as  religious  teaching  was 
concerned,  anybody  need  much  care  whe- 
ther the   Fniversities  were  or  were  not 
opened  to  persons  not  being  members  of 
the  Church  of  England.     Undoubtedly,  as 
far   as  those  undergraduates  were  con- 
cerned who  were  going  to  take  Orders, 
their  religious  instruction  was  a  matter  of 
great  importance,  and  especial  care  should 
be  laken  to  preserve  to  them  such  advan- 
tages as  they  now  enjoyed.     It  was  not 
proposed  that  any  alteration   should  bo 
made  in  the  lectures  given  upon  special 
subjects  of  theology,  and  those  wishing 
to  receive  special  instruction  in  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Church  of  England  would 
continue  to  receive  it;   but  could  it  be 
advisable  that  an  exclusive  policy  should 
be  persisted  in  with  regard  to  the  Univer- 
sities as  a  whole,  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  securing  the  education  of  one  portion 
of  the  people  ?    The  Church  of  England, 
he    maintained,    was    not  supported    or 
strengthened  by  such  a  policy.     The  true 
policy  of  the  Church,  like  that  of  every 
other  institution,  was  to  make  as  many 
friends  and  as  few  enemies  as  possible; 
and,  believing  that  an  exclusive  policy 
and  the  maintenance  of  restrictions  tended 
to  make  enemies,  he  believed  that  it  was 
calculated   to  weaken    tho  Church.      It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Church  would  fare 
better  if  its  adherents  would  allow  it  to 
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stand  upon  its  own  merits.  He  ventured 
to  suggest  that  tho  Universities  were 
national  institutions,  that  they  should 
be  maintained  for  the  exclusive  use  of  no 
particular  portion  of  the  community,  and 
that  when  Petitions  such  as  those  he  now 
presented  to  their  Lordships  came  before 
them  signed  by  those  who  were  best  ac- 
quainted with  the  character  of  their  Uni- 
versity, and  undoubtedly  had  its  interests 
at  heart,  Parliament  should  certainly  pay 
great  attention  to  the  prayer  of  such 
Petitions,  and,  if  possible,  proceed  to  legis- 
late in  their  spirit.  The  noble  Earl  ^ea 
presented  Petitions  of  Heads  of  Colleges, 
Professors,  &c.,  resident  in  Oxford  ;  and 
of  non-resident,  present,  or  former  Fellows 
of  Colleges  at  Oxford,  for  the  Abolition  of 
Tests  in  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge. 

LoHD    HOUGHTON    thought    that    a 
Petition  coming  from  a  body  of   men  of 
such  varying  opinions,  but  all  of  whom 
occupied  a  position  of  considerable  weight 
and   influence,   was    deserving    of    their 
Lordships'    highest    consideration.       He 
sincerely  hoped  that  the  press  of  Public 
Business  would  not  be  such  as  to  prevent 
their  Lordships  from  taking  into  their  con- 
sideration and  coming  to  a  decision  upon 
the    Bill   now   before    the  other   House, 
which  dealt  with  the  subject  of  this  Peti- 
tion— he  meant  the  University  Tests  Bill. 
He  proposed,  when   the  Bill   should  be 
before   their    Lordships,   to    express    his 
opinion  on   this   subject   at    length.     At 
present  he  would   simply    say   that    this 
Petition  was  of  extreme  value,  as  show- 
ing the  opinion  of  the  members  of  the 
principal  Colleges  of  Oxford  in  regard  to 
the  management  of  their  own  affairs.     He 
had   always    insisted    that   there   was  a 
great  distinction  between  the  University 
and  the  Colleges,  and  he  regretted  that 
the  extremely  moderate  measure  proposed 
last  year  was  not  adopted.     While  they 
recogniied  the  right  of  the  Universities  to 
the  title  of   Imperial  institutions,   there 
was  some  difference  in  respect  to  the  Col- 
leges ;    and  when  such  a  proposal  came 
from    the    heads    of    those   Colleges,   he 
thought  it  high  time  to   set  about  their 
reform.     He  could  certainly  endorse   the 
remarks  of  his  noble  Friend  with  respect 
to  the  high  importance  of  a  religious  edu- 
cation: but  at  the  same  time  it  was  not  the 
main  business,  either  of  tho  Universities 
or  our  public  schools  to  enter  into  theo- 
logical teaching.     The    foundations  of  a 
religious  education  ought  to  be  laid  before 
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young  men  went  to  the  University,  and 
a  College  should,  properly  speaking,  con- 
fine itself  to  preventing  its  Btudents  from 
receiving  evil  impressions  wnile  it  con* 
firmed  whatever  was  good  in  them.  Cer- 
tainly religion  ought  not  to  be  ignored  at 
such  institutions,  although  there  might  be 
very  little  direct  religious  teaching.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  effect  of  the  removal  of 
existing  disabilities  would  be  to  introduce 
a  great  deal  of  theological  controversy  into 
the  Universities.  He  did  not  think  that 
that  argument  was  well-grounded.  The 
Church  of  England  itself  contained  in  its 
various  sections  the  elements  of  continual 
controversy,  and  theological  disputes  were 
much  more  due  to  points  raised  within 
the  Church  herself,  than  to  any  raised  by 
Nonconformists  ;  and  if  the  polemical  dis- 
cussions now  rife  did  no  harm,  he  did 
not  see  that  they  could  do  much  if  their 
sphere  were  somewhat  extended.  He  did 
not  believe  that  the  maintenance  of  any 
restrictions  in  the  University  would  secure 
the  Church  of  England  from  attack,  nor 
did  he  believe  that  the  young  men  who 
would  go  to  the  University  after  such  re- 
strictions had  been  removed  would  be  ex- 
posed to  any  more  theological  controversy 
than  exists  at  the  present  moment.  On 
the  contrary,  he  believed  that  it  was  for 
the  interest  of  the  Universities  that  they 
should  attract  all  the  intelligence  of  the 
country,  whatever  might  be  the  religious 
opinions  of  those  who  sought  admission  ; 
and  as  he  believed  that  the  prayer  of  the 
Petitioners  pointed  to  a  consummation  of 
this  result,  he  trusted  their  Lordships 
would  give  it  the  fullest  consideration. 

The  Earl  op  CARNARVON  said,  that 
the  Petition  presented  by  his  noble  Friend 
went  60  thoroughly  to  the  root  of  the 
whole  University  system  and  its  influence 
on  the  country  that  he  felt  bound  to  say  a 
few  words  on  it.  Since  he  had  had  the 
honour  of  a  scat  in  their  Lordships'  House 
the  question  of  religious  tests  in  the  Uni- 
versities had  passed  through  three  distinct 
phases,  which  might  well  illustrate  the 
growth,  he  would  not  say  of  opinion,  but 
at  all  events  of  feeling  on  the  part  of  one 
section  of  the  community — namely,  the  so- 
called  University  Reformers.  The  question 
was  before  the  House  when  he  first  had 
the  honour  of  taking  his  seat  among  their 
Lordships,  and  they  were  distinctly  told 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament  that  the 
Bill  which  was  then  under  consideration 
—the  University  Reform  Bill — was  not 
to  affect  in  any  degree  religious  teaching 


in  the  University.     He  had  learnt  since 
then  how  little  trust  could  be  placed  on 
Parliamentary   professions    or    securities. 
The  second  stage,  which  had  lasted  al- 
most up  to  the  present  time,  was  an  at- 
tempt on    the  part  of  the  Reformers  to 
lower  successively  the  standard  with  re- 
gard to  the  government  of  the  Universities 
— first  at  Oxford,  afterwards  at  Cambridge 
— taking  care  never  to  lower  the  standard 
of  both  Universities  to  exactly  the  same 
level,  but  making  the  lower  standard  iu 
one  University  the  pretence  for  advocating 
a  further  reduction  in  the  other  ;  and  care 
being  taken  that  the  standard  at  the  two 
should  never  be  equalized.     Since  then  a 
bolder  front  had  been  assumed,  and  the 
House  was  now  asked,  not  to  relax  Uni- 
versity tests,  but  to  abolish  them  utterly. 
The  more  open  Reformers  declared  the 
Universities  were  not  places  for  religious 
education  at  all.     Ho  did  not  understand 
that  to  be  the  desire  of  the  noble  Earl,  or  of 
the  Petitioners  whose  prayer  he  endorsed  ; 
but  he  doubted  whether,  when  the  real 
views  of  those  who  were  pressing  forward 
this  question  became  known,  they  would 
obtain  the  sanction  of  the  country.     The 
proposal  in  fact  was  to  hand  over  young 
men  of  from  seventeen  to  twenty  years  of 
age — the  age  at  which  they   were  most 
susceptible  of  religious  impressions  —  to  a 
University  system,  in  order  not  that  they 
might  make  their  selection  of  that  form 
of  religious  education  which  they  might 
approve,  but  that  they  might  be  placed 
under  a  system  from  which  public  religi- 
ous teaching  was  deliberately  excluded. 
He  doubted  whether  the  country  was  pre- 
pared  to  accept  such  a  proposition.     The 
arguments  of  a  less  advanced  school,  to 
which  his  noble  Friend  seemed  to  belong, 
asked  for  relief  from  religious  tests,  on  the 
ground  that  the  more  a  Church  was  de- 
prived of  artificial  baniers  in  the  shape  of 
religious  tests  and  securities,  the  more  the 
cause  of  religious  truth  was  likely  to  be 
promoted  in  a  University.  But  could  that 
rul©  be  applied  to  any  other  description  of 
teaching?     The  fallacy  of  the  argument 
was  apparent  the  moment  it  was  applied 
to  matters  of  secular  education.     Could  it 
be  argued  that  just  as  students  in  secular 
subjects  were    relieved    from    tests    and 
examinations,  knowledge  would  be  deve- 
loped ?     Was  it  just  then  to  the  different 
Universities  that  a  different  standard  and 
different  view  should  be  applied  to  that 
which  was  applied  to  all  other  institu- 
tions ?     He  admitted  that  religion  might 
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Btill  exist  in  the  ITniversities  after  the 
removal  of  the  tests;  but  after  their  re- 
moval there  would  exist  that  hazy  un- 
definable  atmosphere  of  religious  senti- 
ment which  as  it  was  little  connected  with 
positive  religion  so  was  iujurious  even  in 
an  intellectual  point  of  view  to  that  habit 
of  clear  definition  which  was  the  great 
object  of  education.  His  noble  Friend 
opposite  said  that  the  religious  teach- 
ing at  the  University  in  his  day  was 
very  small  —  and  he  dared  say  it  was. 
But  some  persons  went  further,  and 
said  that  the  religious  teaching  of  the 
present  day  was  worse,  and  that  most  of 
the  Masters  of  Arts  of  the  present  genera- 
tion were  of  a  sceptical  turn— -a  fact  which, 
if  it  were  true,  might  pretty  well  account 
for  so  many  being  in  favour  of  the  re- 
moval of  all  religious  tests.  His  reply  was 
— that,  first  of  all,  he  doubted  the  fact. 
But,  in  the  next  place,  even  if  it  were  so, 
was  that  a  reason  for  changing  the  sys- 
tem of  a  University  ?  He  doubted  not  that 
if  such  an  amount  of  scepticism  existed  as 
was  said,  it  was,  after  aU,  only  one  of  the 
phases  of  thought  which  might  be  here  to- 
day and  gone  to-morrow,  and  which  would 
produce  no  more  effect  than  the  wave  which 
swept  over  the  sands  of  the  sea  shore,  but 
which  in  its  retiring  left  the  old  landmarks 
clearly  definable.  Would  the  noble  Earl 
argue  that  because  there  was  a  sceptical 
phase  of  thought  now  prevailing,  they 
were  to  abolish  tests  and  safeguards  which 
were  created  for  other  purposes  and  for 
other  circumstances  ?  Such  a  proceeding 
would  be  as  sensible  as  if  in  a  time  of 
pestilence,  they  were  to  proceed  to  destroy 
the  whole  science  of  medicine  which  was 
found  efficacious  in  all  ordinary  times  for 
the  cure  of  disease.  His  noble  Friend 
spoke  of  this  as  a  Dissenters*  question ; 
he  wished  it  was,  for  he  should  not  de- 
spair of  being  able  to  come  to  terms  with 
them  ;  but  what  was  wbhed,  so  far  as 
he  could  understand,  was  not  the  re- 
moval of  tests  and  disabilities  which 
pressed  upon  Dissenters,  but  to  remove 
tests  and  securities  which  weighed  upon 
every  honest  Churchman.  It  was  there- 
fore a  serious  question  which  Dissenters 
had  to  ask  themselves  —  whether  or  not 
they  were  prepared  at  all  hazards  to  sup- 
port a  party  which  desired  to  eliminate 
from  the  Universities  all  religious  tests,  or 
whether  they  would  stand  by  those  who 
desired  to  retain  them.  In  his  opinion 
those  who  sided  with  those  who  now  pro- 
posed the  abolition  of  those  tests  would 
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find  themselves  carried  much  further  than 
they  intended.  But  anyhow  the  time  of 
the  decision  of  the  question  had  not  yet 
arrived.  There  was  no  Bill  before  their 
Lordships*  House,  and  it  was  not  neces- 
sary for  the  House  to  attempt  any  definite 
settlement  of  the  question.  Still  no  one 
could  deny  the  fact  that  the  time  was  ap- 
proaching when  some  decision  must  be 
come  to.  Things  could  not  go  on  very 
long  as  they  were  ;  it  was  evident  that  both 
parties  were  collecting  all  their  strength, 
and  it  would  be  for  the  religious  Dis- 
senters to  say  v^hat  side  they  would  take 
— whether  true  to  the  principles  which 
they  had  often  recognized  they  would  side 
with  the  cause  of  the  Church  of  England 
— or  whether  they  would  take  part  with 
the  [enemies  of  the  Church  of  England, 
and  espouse  the  cause  of  those  who  desire 
absolutely  to  banish  all  religion  from  the 
educational  system  of  our  two  great  Uni- 
versities. 

The  Dfkk  op  DEVONSHIRE  said,  that 
in  his  position,  he  thought  he  ought  to  say 
a  few  words  with  reference  to  the  state  of 
feeling  in  the  University  of  Cambridge  on 
this  question.  The  opinions  of  the  mem- 
bers of  that  University  had  been  materially 
influenced  by  what  had  already  taken  place 
on  the  question,  and  his  knowledge  of  the 
University  justified  him  in  saying  that  the 
preponderance  of  feeling  on  the  part  of  the 
resident  members  was  decidedly  against 
the  relaxation  of  the  disabilities  which  it 
was  proposed  to  remove;  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  was  a  very  considerable 
and  a  decidedly  increasing  minority  in  fa- 
vour of  the  removal  of  these  restrictions. 
The  University,  in  its  corporate  capacity, 
had  protested  against  the  relaxation,  the 
matter  being  decided  in  the  Senate  house 
by  a  majority  of  about  2  to  1  against 
the  Bill  before  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  he  believed  that  those  numbers 
very  faithfully  represented  the  relative 
strength  of  the  two  sides  of  the  University. 
There  was  also  the  Memorial  presented  to 
the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  signed  by 
1,000  graduates  of  the  University,  com- 
bining, no  doubt,  a  large  number  of  emi- 
nent men.  On  the  other  side  a  Petition 
had  been  presented  by  226  gentlemen,  in- 
cluding many  Professors  of  the  University 
and  Fellows  of  Colleges  who  had  attained 
the  highest  University  distinctions,  and 
also  by  a  number  of  laymen,  which  peti- 
tion was  decidedly  in  favour  of  the  relax- 
ation of  the  existing  restrictions.  The  dis- 
tinguishing feature  of  the  Petition  was 
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that  the  motive  was  not  so  much  to  obtain 
a  large  number  of  signatures  as  to  secure 
the  assent  of  men  of  mark  and  distinction; 
and  it  was  worthy  of  remark  that  the 
names  included  those  of  many  whose  opi- 
nions on  general  questions  were  decidedly 
of  a  Conservatiye  tendency.  Besides  the 
Petitions  emanating  from  the  Universityy 
Petitions  had  been  presented  from  Trinity 
College,  Christ's  College,  and  St.  Peter's 
College.  The  Petition  from  Trinity  was 
signed  by  a  majority  of  the  Fellows — 
by  32  out  of  60 — and  he  was  informed 
that  among  the  minority  were  several 
who  declined  to  affix  their  names  to  a 
Petition  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  Petition  from  Christ's  College 
was  signed  by  the  Master  and  all  the 
Fellows  but  one.  What  conferred  a  value 
on  these  Petitions  was  that  the  mainten- 
ance of  these  disabilities  was  a  practical 
grievance  to  the  Colleges ;  and  at  the  lat- 
ter College  he  understood  it  was  contended 
that  the  interests  of  the  College  had  suf- 
fered material  injury  from  the  continuance 
of  these  tests.  At  Trinity  for  man^  years 
past  a  large  number  of  Nonconformist  stu- 
dents had  constantly  been  admitted,  many 
of  them  being  Presbyterian  students  who 
had  received  a  portion  of  their  education 
in  Scotch  Colleges;  and  the  Fellows  of 
Trinity  spoke  favourably  of  the  result.  He 
could  not  help  thinking,  looking  at  the  fact 
that  the  uniform  tendency  of  the  legisla- 
tion of  late  years  had  been  to  remove  such 
disabilities,  that  it  was  hard  that  these 
tests  should  still  be  continued.  As  far 
as  concerned  a  considerable  proportion 
of  the  members  of  the  University  of 
Cambridge,  a  measure  affecting  their  re- 
moval would  not  have  to  be  forced  on 
those  who  were  reluctant  or  unwilling  to 
receive  it.  There  was  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  if  the  Act  of  Uniformity  were 
repealed,  as  far  as  it  related  to  the  ad- 
mission to  College  Fellowships,  some  of 
the  Colleges  would  avail  themselves  of  the 
liberty  afforded  them  and  admit  Dissenters 
to  Fellowships  in  such  cases  as  they  might 
deem  expedient;  while  the  remaining  Col- 
leges would  have  an  opportunity  of  judg- 
ing from  experience  the  results  of  the  re- 
laxation which  had  been  made  in  the  case 
of  the  other  Colleges. 

Thb  Bishop  of  ELY  said,  the  noble 
Lord  was  correct  in  his  statement,  that 
some  very  important  Petitions  against  the 
Bill  had  been  presented  by  members  of 
Colleges.  Indeeid,  he  held  in  his  hand  one 
important  Petition,  which  the  rules  of  the 


House  prevented  him  from  presenting  on 
that  occasion.  It  was  a  Petition  signed 
by  nearly  1,000  undergraduates  and  Bache* 
lors  of  Arts  of  Cambridge,  who,  though 
they  held  no  political  status  in  their  Uni- 
versity, were  most  of  them  probably  of  full 
age,  and  so  fairly  entitled  to  petition  Par- 
liament, representing  as  they  did  a  large 
body  of  the  most  highly  educated  yoang 
men  in  England.  The  Petition  strongly 
urged  their  Lordships  not  to  entertain 
either  of  the  Bills  now  before  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  He  might  further 
state  that  a  short  time  since  he  had 
been  present  when  a  deputation  from 
the  University  of  Cambridge  waited  upon 
the  Primate  with  a  Petition  or  Me- 
morial, signed,  not  as  the  noble  Duke  had 
said  by  1,000,  but  by  2,800  graduates  of 
Cambridge,  a  very  large  number  indeed, 
considering  how  widely  scattered  such 
persons  are,  over  England,  Scotland,  Ire- 
land, the  Continent,  and  the  Colonies. 
The  Petition,  which  had  the  names  of 
many  of  the  most  eminent  members  of  the 
University  attached  to  it,  urged  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury  to  plead  the  cause 
of  the  University  against  the  proposed 
changes.  It  was  true  that  these  changes 
were  advocated  by  a  certain  number  of 
able  men  ;  but  there  never  was  a  time 
when  there  were  not  able  men  who  took 
liberal  views  both  in  politics  and  theology, 
and  he  should  be  sorry  that  their  Lord- 
ships should  be  carried  away  by  the  state- 
ment that,  on  this  occasion,  the  liberal 
view  was  the  view  of  the  leading  men  in 
Oxford  and  Cambridge.  It  was  stated  the 
other  day  at  Lambeth  by  a  distinguished 
lay  member  of  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge, who  accompanied  the  deputation 
to  the  Archbishop,  that  not  only  the 
clerical  members  of  the  University  but  a 
large  number  of  the  most  distinguished 
laymen,  especially  many  of  the  lay  pro- 
fessors at  Cambridge,  men  of  world-wide 
reputation,  who  did  not  so  much  represent 
Churchmen  as  men  of  science,  literature, 
and  intellect,  protested  against  them.  He 
had  not  been  aware  that  there  was  any 
intention  to  discuss  the  subject  that  even- 
ing ;  but,  as  it  had  been  brought  forward, 
he  trusted  that  their  Lordships  would  allow 
him,  as  Bishop  of  the  diocese  in  which  one 
of  the  Universities  lay,  to  make  a  few  ob- 
servations in  answer  to  remarks  which 
had  fallen  from  noble  Lords  opposite.  As 
regarded  the  question  of  the  religious  edu- 
cation of  the  Universities,  he  must  respect- 
frdly  say,  that  he  could  not  agree  with 
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what  had  been  said  by  the  noble  Earl  op 
posite  concerniog  theological  lectares.  Per 
Bonally  he  felt  that  he  owed  a  debt  of 
gratitude  for  the  lectares  which  he  had 
attended  when  he  was  an  undergraduate  ; 
and  he  knew  by  testimony  which  he  had 
received  from  many  quarters  that  thou- 
sands had  been  indebted  through  life  to 
the  religious  instruction  they  had  received 
in  Colleges.  Without  question,  much  of  the 
religious  and  theological  teaching  of  the  Col- 
leges, as  well  as  of  the  University,  was  not 
compulsory  teaching,  and  therefore  one  per- 
son may  have  profited  by  it,  whilst  others 
were  wholly  regardless  of  it.  He  was 
speaking  only  for  Cambridge ;  but  as  his 
Oxford  friends  were  rather  fond  of  twitting 
Cambridge  with  the  inferiority  of  its 
system  of  religious  teaching,  he  presumed 
that  what  he  had  said  of  such  teaching  at 
Cambridge,  applied  at  least  as  much  to 
the  teaching  of  Oxford.  It  was  said  that 
the  Colleges  would  profit  by  the  proposed 
changes.  In  the  first  place,  he  would 
remind  their  Lordships  that  these  Col- 
leges were  all  Church  foundations.  They 
were  all  founded  by  members  of  the  na- 
tional Church — very  many  of  them  clergy- 
men— for  education  on  Christian  principles 
connected  with  that  Church.  All  the 
benefits  of  their  education  were,  indeed, 
open  to  everyone,  whatever  his  creed — all 
the  honours,  even  the  degrees ;  everything 
but  the  positions  which  would  admit  them 
to  power  and  authority.  But  they  were 
founded  and  endowed  by  Churchmen,  and, 
though  he  did  not  for  a  moment  admit  the 
distinction  between  pre-Beformation  and 
post-Reformation  foundations— for  the  Re- 
formation did  not  change,  though  it  puri- 
fied the  Church — yet  it  was  to  be  observed 
that  some  whole  Colleges,  and  many  foun- 
dations within  the  Colleges,  came  into 
existence  since  the  Reformation,  for  the 
special  purpose  of  educating  Churchmen, 
often  for  the  special  purpose  of  educa- 
ting clergymen.  One  of  his  own  prede- 
cessors, Hugo  de  Balsham,  Bishop  of  Ely, 
founded,  out  of  his  own  episcopal  revenues, 
the  first  College  ever  founded  in  Cam- 
bridge. Another  of  his  predecessors,  in 
the  same  manner.  Bishop  Alcock,  founded 
Jesus  College.  The  College  to  which  he 
himself  belonged  had  been  founded  since 
the  Reformation  by  an  English  Churchman 
for  the  education  of  English  clergymen. 
It  would  be  a  strong  measure  indeed  if 
the  Houses  of  Parliament,  by  a  single  vote, 
were  to  sweep  away  these  institutions, 
founded  by  the  piety  of  our  forefathers. 

The  Bishop  of  Ely 


and  revolutionize  them  by  placing  at  their 
head  persons  who  might  not  be  members 
of  the  Church  of  England,  not  only  Dis- 
senters or  Roman  Catholics,  but  oven  per- 
sons of  no  religion  whatever.  The  noble 
Duke  had  spoken  of  the  improvement 
which  would  be  introduced  into  that  most 
distinguished  College  of  which  he  (the 
noble  Duke)  was  a  member.  But  wns  it 
not  possible,  nay,  even  probable,  that  the 
proposed  changes  would  entirely  revolu- 
tionize that  College  ?  "What  was  the  con- 
stitution of  that  College  ?  It  consisted  of 
a  Master  and  sixty  Fellows  ;  but  the  go- 
verning power  was  entirely  vested  in  the 
Master  and  the  eight  seniors.  It  would 
be  possible  enough  that  a  certain  number 
of  Dissenters  might  be  elected  into  that 
body  without  materially  aflfecting  its  prin- 
ciples or  the  working  of  the  College.  But 
suppose,  at  any  time,  some  six  or  seven  of 
the  sixty  Fellows  were  Roman  Catholic 
priests,  especially  Jesuits,  what  would  be 
the  inevitable  result  ?  These  six  or  seven 
men  could  never  marry,  could  never  take 
College  livings:  so  they  would  never 
vacate  their  Fellowships.  They  would 
therefore  in  the  course  of  time  become 
members  of  the  seniority,  would  become 
a  large  majority  of  that  seniority.  Now, 
the  seniority  elects  Fellows,  appoints  tutors, 
governs  the  whole  College.  Hence  if  six 
Jesuits  or  Roman  Catholic  priests  were 
once  elected  among  the  sixty  Fellows  of 
Trinity,  they  would  have  it  in  their  power, 
by  holding  on  till  they  were  seniors,  to 
revolutionize  the  whole  body,  and  to  con- 
vert it  from  what  it  now  is  into  a  simple 
Roman  Catholic  College.  They  would 
have  it  in  their  power,  and  on  their  own 
principles  they  would  naturally  exercise 
that  power,  Neither  then  on  principles 
of  justice,  nor  on  principles  of  expediency, 
can  it  be  well  to  deprive  our  Colleges  of 
their  religious  character. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  begged 
their  Lordships  to  consider,  whether  the 
Universities  were  really  national  institu- 
tions, of  the  nation  and  for  the  nation,  or 
merely  to  be  devoted  to  the  education  and 
advantage  of  those  who  belonged  to  the 
Church  of  England  ?  He,  with  many  of 
those  who  belonged  to  the  University  of 
Oxford,  turned  to  their  noble  Chancellor 
(the  Earl  of  Derby),  who  so  gracefully  and 
ably  presided  over  the  destinies  of  that 
University,  with  a  feeling  of  confidence 
that  his  powerful  voice  would  be  heard  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  to  which  allusion  had 
been  made  when  it  came  up  to  their  Lord- 
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ships'  House.  They  had  instituted  in- 
quiries into  national  schools  and  middle- 
class  schools,  showing  that  the  intentions 
of  founders  need  not  always  be  carried  out 
to  the  very  letter  ;  and  he  asked  them  to 
consider  whether,  when  in  politics,  in  law, 
and  in  the  lower  kinds  of  education,  the 
thoughts  of  men  were  widening,  they  would 
not  consent  to  the  proposed  changes  with 
reference  to  the  highest  education  of  all— 
whether  they  were  not  prepared  to  accept 
a  measure  which  must  confer  the  highest 
advantages  on  future  generations  ? 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  he 
would  not  detain  their  Lordships  from  a 
more  interesting,  if  not  a  more  important, 
discussion ;  but  he  wished  to  say  a  very 
few  words  for  the  purpose  of  obviating  the 
great  confusion  which  evidently  arose  from 
mixing  up  the  case  of  the  Colleges  with 
that  of  the  Universities.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  from  the  noble  Baron  (Lord  Houghton) 
that  these  two  things  should  be  kept  dis- 
tinct. They  were  in  reality  very  different. 
One  point  he  thought  of  importance,  and 
that  was,  that  Colleges  should  not  be 
allowed  to  regulate  themselves  by  persons 
who  might  accidentally  be  members  at  the 
time  ;  if  there  was  any  right  in  the  mat- 
ter, it  should  be  regulated  by  Parliament 
itself.  In  his  time  n  great  deal  of  religious 
instruction  was  given  in  the  Colleges. 
During  the  seven  years  he  was  tutor  of  a 
College,  at  least  one-third  of  his  time  was 
occupied  in  giving  religious  instruction. 
How  far  it  was  profitably  received  by  those 
to  whom  it  was  given  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  say.  It  was  lamentable  to  think 
that  time  so  given  had  been  wasted,  as 
many  would  have  them  believe. 

Petitions  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

WUITSUNTIDE   RECESS— VOTE   OF 
THANKS  TO  THE  ARMY  IN  ABYSSINIA- 
STATE  OF  PUBLIC  AFFAIRS. 

The  Eakl  op  MALMESBURY:  My 
Lords,  before  moving  the  adjournment  of 
tlic  House  to  Monday,  the  8th  of  June,  I 
wish  to  inform  your  Lordships  that  I  shall 
move  a  Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Forces  who 
have  been  so  victorious  in  Abyssinia  on 
Tuesday,  the  9  th;  and  on  Monday,  the 
8th,  I  shall  be  able  to  lay  on  your  Lord- 
ships' table  the  terms  in  which  I  propose 
to  put  that  Vote  to  the  House.  My  Lords, 
I  move  that  this  House  do  adjourn  till 
Monday,  the  8th  of  June. 

Iloved,  **  That  this  House  do  adjourn  to 
Monday,  the  8th  of  June  next."— (71^ 
Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

VOL.  CXCII.  [iniRi)  SERIES.] 


Earl  KXJSSELL:   My  Lords,  I  have 
given  Notice  to  call  the  attention  of  your 
Lordships  to  the  state  of  public  affairs, 
because  I  wish  to  obtain  some  explanation 
from  the  noble  Lord  (the  Lord  Privy  Seal), 
on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
also  because  I  conceive  that  the  present 
state    of   affairs    is   one  without  prece- 
dent since  the  accession  of  the  House  of 
Hanover.     I  think  there  never  has  been  a 
time  when    Parliament    was   proceeding 
quietly  with  the  ordinary  Business  when 
it  had  been  formally  announced  that  the 
Government  had  not  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons.     I  state  this  on  no 
mean    authority.      The    Prime    Minister 
himself  has  stated,  and  the  statement  has 
been  circulated  throughout  the  country, 
that  in  consequence  of  the    vote  of  the 
House  of  Commons  with  respect  to  tlio 
Irish  Church  he  had  thought  it  necessary 
to  ask  an  audience  of  Her  Majesty,  and 
that  at  that  audience  he  had  asked  of  Her 
Majesty,   in  the  name  of  the  Ministry, 
permission  to  use  the  Prerogative  of  the 
Crown  for  the  purpose  of  dissolving  Par- 
liament.   Now  a  more  authoritative  decla- 
ration never  was  addressed  to  the  House 
of  Commons  by  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  natu- 
rally and  truly  stated  that  he  was  an  ex- 
press authority    on    the    subject.      Her 
Majesty,  on  that  advice,  gave  him  per- 
mission to  use  the   Prerogative    of    the 
Crown  for  that  purpose,  in  order  to  take 
the  sense  of  the  people  on  the  question  of 
the  Irish  Church  as  soon  as  the  despatch 
of  Public   Business  would  allow  of  the 
dissolution  of  the  Parliament.    But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Eirst  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  did  not  take  the  course  which 
Her  Majesty  had  sanctioned — namely,  that 
as  soon  as  Publio  Business  would  allow 
there  should  be  a  dissolution  of  Parlia- 
ment.    There  were,  I  confess,  strong  rea- 
sons for  not  taking  that  course.     There 
seemed  no  object  to  be  gained  by  putting 
the  whole  country  to  the  trouble  and  vast 
expense  of  a  General  Election,  when  that 
election  would  produce  no  adequate  result. 
Supposing  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
prediction  should  be  fulfilled,  and  that  he 
had  a  majority  against  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Church  on  an  appeal  to  the 
present  constituencies,  still  it  was  evident 
that  before  very  long  there  must  be  an- 
other election,  and  an  appeal  to  constitu- 
encies very  considerably  enlarged,  especi- 
ally in  the    boroughs    of   the    country. 
Therefore,  the  opinion  to  be  derived  from 
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the  present  electors  would  not  be  a  final 
decision  ;  and  the  country  would  have 
been  put  to  a  great  expense  and  the 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
very  considerable  trouble  by  a  General 
Election  under  the  existing  system — and 
that,  too,  as  I  said  before,  with  no  ade- 
quate result.  It  is  evident,  therefore, 
that  there  were  sufficient  reasons  why 
there  should  not  be  a  dissolution  at  once  ; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Eirst 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  while  not  advising 
an  immediate  dissolution,  has  taken  an- 
other course,  which,  however  defensible  it 
may  be,  is  altogether  new,  and  requires 
at  least  the  attention  of  your  Lordships. 
The  course  proposed  is,  in  eflfect,  that  the 
present  Ministers  should  continue  to  keep 
their  places  after  having  declared  that 
they  had  not  the  confidence  of  tho  present 
House  of  Commons,  and  that  the  House 
should  continue  transacting  its  ordinary 
Business,  and  that  that  position  should  last 
for  six  months  after  the  time  at  which  the 
Prime  Minister  had  advised  a  dissolution. 
I  must  say  that  that  is  an  extraordinary 
and  unprecedented  state  of  things.  There 
have  been  •  many  instances  in  which  -a 
Minister  who  has  been  defeated  in  the 
House  of  Commons  has  tendered  his 
resignation,  and  often  the  Minister  so  de- 
feated has  obtained  the  permission  of  the 
Crown  to  resort  to  a  dissolution  of  Par- 
liament; but  I  do  not  recollect  any 
ease  in  which  a  Minister,  having  ad- 
vised that  there  should  be  a  dissolution, 
that  dissolution  should  not  take  place  for 
more  than  six  months  after  the  advice 
has  been  tendered  to  the  Crown.  Ko 
doubt  there  is  groat  convenience  to  be 
obtained  by  that  course — a  great  conveni- 
ence to  tho  Minister,  who  would  thus 
remain  in  Office,  though  not  possessing 
the  confidence  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  and,  likewise,  it  is  greatly  con- 
venient to  the  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  who  otherwise  would  have  to 
undergo  the  expense  of  two  General  Elec- 
tions instead  of  one,  while  the  country  is 
spared  a  great  disturbance.  At  the  same 
time,  I  must  say  that  if  Parliament  and 
the  country  acquiesce  in  that  state  of 
affairs— a  state  of  things  which  is  without 
precedent,  and  difficult  of  justification—- 
there  are  some  conditions,  at  least,  which 
we  ought  to  have  from  the  Executive  Go- 
veinment.  I  think  that  the  first  condition 
should  be  that  no  time  should  be  lost,  and 
that  there  should  be  no  unnecessary  delay 
before  the  registration,  which  would  afford 
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the  means  of  having  a  General  Election 
completed.  It  appears  to  me  that  there 
was  great  and  unnecessary  delay  in  the 
course  taken  last  year.  In  looking  back 
to  the  Session  of  1832,  I  find  that  a  very 
large  and  extensive  measure  of  Eeform 
was  passed  for  England  and  the  Scotch  and 
Irish  Reform  Bills  were  also  passed ;  there 
were  Boundary  Bills  for  England  and 
Ireland,  and,  I  rather  believe,  for  Scotland 
also;  and  the  Session  ended  on  the  16th 
of  August.  I  must  say  it  seems  to  me 
that,  in  the  course  of  last  year,  the  Govern- 
ment, of  which  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  was  then  tho  head, 
seemed  rather  to  have  procrastinated  Busi- 
ness, with  a  view  not  to  pass  the  Scotch 
and  Irish  Eeform  Bills,  so  that  there 
might  be  an  unnecessary  Session  in  tho 
present  year.  That  being  the  case,  I  hope 
the  Government  will  assure  us  that,  instead 
of  interposing  unnecessary  delays,  they 
will  rather  hasten  some  of  the  processes 
by  which  tho  registration  is  to  be  made 
out.  There  is  no  need,  for  instance,  for 
so  very  long  a  time  being  allowed  to  the 
Revising  Barristers.  By  the  Reform  Act 
of  1832  power  was  given  to  the  Judges  to 
increase  the  number  of  Revising  Barristers 
if  it  were  inadequate,  to  get  through  tho 
business  in  tho  time  limited.  If  that  power 
were  now  exercised,  no  doubt  considerable 
expedition  in  establishing  the  rights  of  the 
voters  would  result.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  can  be  great  despatch  obtained  by  a 
step  which  has  been  suggested — namely, 
that  before  the  registration  is  completed 
there  should  be  a  dissolution  of  Parlia- 
ment; because  I  believe  that  when  there  is 
a  dissolution  the  elections  in  London, 
Westminster,  and  all  places  near  the 
metropolis  will  occur  in  about  four  days 
afterwards.  But  we  may  ask  that  there 
should  not  be  any  unnecessary  loss  of  time, 
and  that  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Reform 
Bills  and  the  Boundary  Bill  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with  as  speedily  as  possible,  so 
that  the  country  may  have  the  satisfaction 
of  exercising  the  suffrage  under  the  new 
Reform  Acts,  which  many  persons  believe 
to  be  an  improvement  of  the  electoral 
system,  but  which  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
called  "a  leap  in  the  dark,"  and  which,  es 
I  believe,  was  very  justly  so  described. 
At  all  events,  we  should  know  what  we 
are  to  expect  from  it.  The  next  thing 
which  I  think  we  have  a  right  to  ask  is 
that  there  should  be  some  definite  policy 
announced  by  Her  Mojesty's  Government. 
I  think   that  whenever  the    dissolution 
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occurs  it  would  be  nnfair  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  ask  the  decision  of  the  country  as 
to  who  should  be  its  representatives  unless 
they  announced  certain  principles.  In  the 
summer  of  last  year  I  ventured  to  state 
that  I  thought  there  were  three  questions 
of  great  importance  to  be  decided.  The 
first  is  the  question  of  church  rates. 
There  is  no  policy  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  church  rates. 
Mr.  Gladstone,  who  is  in  fact  the  Leader 
of  the  majority  in  the  other  House,  and 
who  introduced  a  Bill  in  respect  to  church 
rates,  was  impressed  with  the  belief  that 
the  Government  intended  to  oppose  that 
measure ;  and  it  was  only  because  the  de* 
monstration  of  force  against  it  proved 
insufficient  that  they  abstained  from  direct 
resistance  to  it.  The  Bill  then  passed  by 
a  considerable  majority,  and  came  to  this 
House.  We  were  then  assured  that  the 
Bill,  having  passed  the  other  House  by  a 
large  majority,  would  bo  fairly  treated  in 
this,  and  the  noble  Earl  opposite  proposed 
that  it  should  go  to  a  Select  Committee, 
not,  as  he  represented,  with  the  view  of 
defeating  it,  but  for  the  purpose  of  its 
improvement.  Well,  I  trust  that  the  Bill 
will  come  out  of  that  Select  Committee 
uninjured,  and  in  such  a  shape  that  the 
House  of  Commons  will  have  no  difficulty 
in  adopting  the  Amendments.  But  when 
I  understand,  as  there  was  a  great  de- 
monstration of  force  against  it  in  the  other 
House,  and  when  I  know  that  it  has  many 
enemies  in  this  House,  I  feel  doubtful 
whether  some  of  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment will  give  it  that  cordial  support 
by  which  alone  it  can  obtain  the  general 
assent  of  Parliament.  Another  subject  to 
which  I  alluded  as  being  of  vast  importance 
was  the  great  question  of  education.  1 
will  not  now  anticipate  the  discussion  on 
that  question ;  but  I  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  some  measures  in  contemplation 
which  will  comprehend  that  subject  in  all 
its  breadth — which  will  provide  for  the 
primary  education  of  the  poorer  classes,  the 
education  of  the  middle  classes,  for  the 
treatment  of  endowed  schools,  and,  lastly, 
for  the  improvement  of  education  in  our 
Universities.  I  hope  when  the  Reformed 
Parliament  meets  some  measure  worthy  of 
its  consideration  will  be  proposed  on  these 
subjects.  There  is  another  subject  of  which 
I  then  stated  I  thought  there  must  be  a 
consideration  at  an  early  period.  That  is 
the  state  of  Ireland.  Everything  shovrs 
that  it  is  a  question  which  requires  im- 
mediate oonnderation.   When  the  Suspen- 


sion of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  in  Ireland 
was  passing  through  this  House,  and  I  was 
giving  my  ready  assent  to  that  measure,  I 
said  that  I  hoped  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  Ireland  would  bo 
stated  and  developed.    In  reply  to  my  ob- 
servation on  the  subject  the  Government 
replied  that  the  only  reason  for  not  stating 
that  policy  in  this  House  then  was  that  it 
would  be  more  convenient  that  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
— himself  a   Member  of    the    Cabinet- 
should  state  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment what  was  the  whole  policy  of  the 
Government  with  respect  to  Ireland.     We 
were  told  in  the  month  of  March   that 
within  a  few  days — I  think  on  the  Monday 
following — the  whole  of  that  policy  would 
be  stated  by  the  noble  Earl  in  the  House 
of  Commons.     It  was  stated  in  tho  Houso 
of  Commons,  and  it  embraced  that  portion 
of  the  Irish  question  which  had  engaged 
the  special  attention  of  your  Lordships— 
namely,  the  position  of  the  Church.     I 
think  I  have  got  here  what  was  said  by  the 
Earl  of  Mayo  when  speaking  on  that  sub- 
ject.     He  said  —  *•  There  would  not,  I 
believe,  be  any  objection  to  making  all 
Churches  equal,  but  the  result  must  be  se-* 
cured  by  elevation,  and  not  confiscation." 
That  was  a  very  important  declaration.  It 
was  the  deliberate  declaration  of  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  the  month 
of  March  last'.  Undoubtedly,  equality  may 
be  produced  by  what  is  called  "  elevation" 
as  well  as  by  endowment ;  but  I  cannot 
see  how  with  one  Church  in  possession  of 
establishment  and  endowment  you  could 
produce  equality  among  all   Churches-— 
which  is  Lord  Mayo's  phrase — otherwise 
than  by  giving  establishment  and  endow- 
ment to  the  Roman  Catholic  and  the  Pres- 
byterian Churches  in  Ireland — I  eay  I  do 
not  see  how  equality  can  be  established  by 
elevation,  if  establishment  and  endowment 
are  to  be  continued  to  tho  Protestant  Epis- 
copalian Church  in  that  country,  in  any 
other  way  than  by  raising  tho  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church  and  the  Presbyterian  Church 
as  regards  endowment  and  establishment 
to  the  same  level  as  the  Episcopal  Church. 
Of  course,  every  one  supposed  that  was  tho 
policy  of  equality  by  elevation  put  forward 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government— that  their 
policy  was  to  extend  to  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics and  the  Presbyterians  privileges  simi- 
lar to  those  now  enjoyed  by  the  Established 
Church  in   Ireland.     It  is  obvious  that 
equality  together  with  elevation  could  be 
produced    in  no   other   way ;    and   yet, 
2  L  2 
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after  some  three  months,  when  we  ask 
what  this  policy  araoants  to,  it  appears 
that  the  plan  at  one  time  entertained  of 
giving  a  charter  to  a  Roman  Catholic 
XJniversity,  which  threatened  to  create  a 
most  calamitous  division  on  the  subject  of 
education  in  Ireland,  has  been  abandoned. 
Indeed,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  the  whole  of 
that  policy  which  was  stated  in  such 
detail  by  Lord  Mayo  in  a  three  hours* 
speech  has  been  abandoned.  It  appears 
that  the  elevation  of  all  Churches  which 
the  noble  Earl  proposes  amounts  simply  to 
this — that  the  Eoman  Catholics  will  be 
allowed  to  lay  out  their  own  money  and 
build  their  own  churches — that,  in  fact,  no 
law  will  be  proposed  to  prevent  them  from 
laying  out  their  own  money  in  providing 
for  their  own  spiritual  wants  according  to 
the  rites  of  their  own  religion.  The  policy 
of  the  Government  is,  therefore,  to  do 
nothing ;  but  that  is  hardly  a  policy  to 
require  more  than  three  hours  for  its  ex- 
position. It  is  a  policy  which  ought  to  be 
fairly  stated,  at  all  events.  When  we 
ask  what  the  Government  mean  to  do  to 
meet  the  evils  of  Ireland,  I  do  not  mean 
to  say  they  ought  to  adopt  any  views 
which  I  may  entertain;  but,  at  all  events, 
they  should  say,  "  We  intend  to  do  no- 
thing. We  think  force  is  sufficient;  force 
has  been  used  hitherto,  force  will  do  in 
future,  and  we  have  no  other  policy." 
There  are  many  other  subjects  with  regard 
to  which  I  think  the  Government  might 
be  asked  to  state  their  policy  ;  but  those 
are  three  very  main  subjects.  Well,  I 
ask  next,  what  has  been  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  in  respect  to  executive 
administration  and  the  preservation  of  the 
public  peace  ?  I  find  a  most  remarkable 
assertion  made  by  the  Committee  of  the 
Reform  League  with  regard  to  the  preser- 
vation of  the  peace  of  this  metropolis  on  a 
very  memorable  occasion.  The  late  Go- 
vernment proposed  a  plan  of  Reform  which 
the  country  generally  appeared  to  approve. 
It  was  heartily  approved  by  numerous 
meetings  composed  of  very  large  numbers. 
It  failed,  however,  to  obtain  the  approval 
of  Parliament.  But  when  the  party  of  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  came  into  power,  the 
Reform  League  appears  to  have  thought 
that  nothing  but  very  great  demonstrations 
of  numbers  and  power  would  obtain  a 
measure  of  Reform  from  the  new  Govern- 
ment. The  Chairman  of  the  Executive 
Committee,  I  believe,  of  the  Reform 
League  thus  states  what  happened — 
"  Then  followed  the  now  celebrated  demonatra- 
£arl  Euisell 


tion  at  Ilyde  Park  on  the  2drd  of  July,  1866. 
The  Tory  Government,  having  illegally  closed 
the  Park  gates  against  the  people" — I  am  not 
adopting  this  assertion — "the  Park  palings  fell. 
The  police  and  military,  called  in  to  the  aid  of 
the  Goyemment,  were  unable  to  clear  the  Park 
either  that  evening  or  on  the  two  following  days, 
and  on  the  adernoon  of  the  25th  the  same  Gorem- 
meat  which  had  closed  the  Park  against  the  League 
and  the  people  on  the  23rd  applied  to  the  League 
to  restore  that  law  and  order  which  the  Govem- 
ment  themselves  had  broken,  and  to  preserve  the 
peace  of  the  metropolis  from  what  threatened  to 
bo  a  very  serious  and  dangerous  crisis." 

My  Lords,  I  am  not  entering  into  the 
question  of  the  legality  or  illegality  of  the 
meetings  in  the  Park ;  but  that  the  Re- 
form League  was  applied  to  when  the  Go- 
vernment were  unable  to  restore  order  in 
Hyde  Park  I  believe  to  be  perfectly  true. 
There  are  too  many  instances  of  their  in- 
ability to  preserve  the  public  peace  and 
order.  Your  Lordships  recollect  the  case 
of  the  men  who  were  executed  at  Man- 
chester for  the  rescue  of  persons  charged 
with  high  treason. 

The  Eakl  of  DERBY:  They  were 
executed  for  murder;  not  for  treason. 

Earl  RUSSELL :  They  were  properly 
convicted  —  properly  convicted  of  murder 
committed  in  the  rescue ;  but  I  refer  to 
the  case  as  one  in  which  proper  precau- 
tions were  not  taken  —  had  such  precau- 
tions been  taken  there  would  have  been 
no  loss  of  life.  Again,  there  has  been  the 
case  of  the  working  men  from  Staffordshire 
who  went  into  Lancashire  for  a  peaceable 
purpose,  who  were  there  subjected  to  acts 
of  physical  violence,  and  who  were  obliged 
to  return  again  to  Staffordshire  because 
they  could  not  obtain  protection  in  Lan- 
cashire. Then  the  peace  has  been  broken 
by  the  destruction  of  Roman  Catholic 
chapels,  and  there,  again,  there  was  a  neg- 
lect of  precautionary  measures.  It  was  only 
after  the  steed  has  been  stolen  that  pre- 
cautions were  taken  to  shut  the  stable  door. 
There  is  another  question  on  which,  I 
think,  we  ought  to  call  on  the  noble  Earl  to 
state  explicitly  what  are  the  views  of  the 
Government.  As  I  have  already  stated, 
the  Government  have  themselves  declared 
that  they  have  not  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  On  the  question  of 
the  Irish  Church  there  had  been  at  the 
time  to  which  I  alluded  two  divisions.  In 
one  of  these  there  was  a  majority  of  60 
and  in  the  other  a  majority  of  65  against 
the  Government.  A  third  division  has 
since  been  taken  with  a  less  mojority,  but 
still  with  a  majority  of  54  against  the 
Government.    It  is  clear,  therefore,  that 
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on  the  subject  in  respect  of  which  they 
themselves  proclaimed  that  they  had  not 
the   confidence   of  the   House   of  Com- 
mons, they  have   not  obtained  that  con- 
fidence  since    the    power   of    dissolving 
was  accorded  to   them.      The  key- stone 
of  the    arch  on   which  the  Constitution 
of   this    country   rests  is  that  a   Minis- 
try  should   not  remain    in  Office  unless 
it    possesses    the    confidence   of    Parlia- 
ment.    The  present  Prime  Minister  was  so 
strongly  impressed  with  this  conviction  in 
1841,  that  he  quoted  a  saying  of  Mr.  Fox, 
marked,  as  his  sayings  generally  are,  with 
superabundant    energy.     Mr.   Eox    said 
that  the  Minister  who  remained  in  Office 
without  the  confidence  of  Parliament  was 
guilty  of  a  high  crime  and  misdemeanour. 
I  do  not  say  that ;  but  I  do  say  that  the 
safety  of  the  Constitution  depends  on  the 
Government  not  remaining  in  Office  when 
it  ceases  to  possess  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons.     I  need  not  particu- 
larly refer  to  tho   events  of  old  times, 
before  this  principle  was  acknowledged, 
when  those  violent  means  were  resorted  to; 
when  Lord  Strafiford  lost  his  life  on  the 
scaffold,  Lord   Clarendon   was   banished, 
and  Danby   was   imprisoned ;    but  from 
the  time  of  Sir  Robert  Walpole  to  this 
day  the  machine  has  worked  smoothly, 
and  the  safety  of  the  Constitution  of  this 
country    has   depended   on   a  change   of 
Government  being  made    whenever    the 
Minister  lost  the  confidence  of  the  House 
of  Commons.     I  am  not  now  referring  to 
the  question  of  dissolution  or  to  the  ap- 
peal which  may  be  made  to  the  consti- 
tuent body,  as  established  upon  a  novel 
system.     But  I  ask  whether  the  Minis- 
ters acknowledge  the  principle,  and  whe- 
ther they   do    not  think    it    would    be 
wrong  to  remain  in  Office  after  the  dis- 
solution  if  they  were  not  supported  by 
the   confidence   of  the    House   of  Com- 
mons?     For  that,    I   say,   is  the  great 
key-stone  of  the  arch  of  tho  constitution 
of  this  country.     And  I  think,  from  the 
accounts  which  we  had  of  late  from  the 
other  side  of  the  Atlantic,  we  may  see  the 
importance  of  such  a  principle,  and  that 
the  absence  of  such  a  test  is  attended 
with  great  inconvenience.     The  President 
of  the  United  States  has  been  for  some 
considerable  time  at  open  variance  with 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States.     Had 
he  been  a  Minister  in  this  country  a  Vote 
of  Want  of  Confidence  would  have  dis- 
placed him ;  but  as  they  have  no  such 
convenient  machinerv  or  conclusive  test  in 


America,  they  have  thought  it  necessary 
to  impeach  him,  and  so,  by  obtaining  a 
verdict  of  guilty,  to  remove  him  from  his 
office.  In  this  case  we  see  the  evils  that 
follow  from  a  course  such  as  I  have 
spoken  of.  I  trust  that  at  all  events  this 
contest  will  cease  when  the  new  Parlia- 
ment is  elected.  If  tho  decision  of  the 
new  House  of  Commons  be  against  the 
party  to  which  we  belong  we  shall  bow  to 
that  decision  ;  and  I  trust  that  Ministers 
will  likewise  bow  to  the  voice  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  will  not  endeavour  to  set  up 
an  unconstitutional  practice  by  attempting 
to  sustain  themselves  in  power  in  spite  of 
the  adverse  decisions  of  the  House  of 
Commons. 

The  Eakl  op  MALMESBURY  :  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  has 
made  use  of  the  privilege  which,  no  doubt, 
he  possesses  as  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
in  this  House,  of  calling  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  to  account  for  the  many  and  va- 
rious  delinquencies  which  he  charges  upon 
them,  and  also  of  seeking  for  an  explana- 
tion of  those  delinquencies.  But,  unless 
your  Lordships  have  a  better  memory  than 
I  have,  you  will  hardly  remember  with 
any  distinctness  the  disconnected  accusa- 
tions which  he  has  brought  against  us. 
The  noble  Earl  began  by  attacking  us  for 
certain  acts  done  one  or  two  months  ago, 
as  to  which  he  was  totally  and  completely 
silent  at  the  time — 

Eakl  RUSSELL  :  At  the  beginning  of 
this  month,  I  think. 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBURY :  I  al- 
lude to  the  time  when  the  Prime  Minister 
had  an  interview  with  Her  Majesty. 
From  that  he  went  to  events  which  oc- 
curred quite  recently ;  and  from  them  he 
jumped  back  again  to  the  now  historical 
causes  and  efiects  of  the  Hyde  Park  riots. 
It  is  rather  difficult  to  answer  a  speech  so 
fitfully  expressed  as  that  of  the  noble 
Earl ;  and  therefore  I  must  beg  your  Lord- 
ships to  grant  me  all  your  usual  indulgence 
while  I  try  to  make  intelligible  that  which 
the  noble  Earl,  like  one  of  the  heroes  of 
Homer,  has  thrown  a  cloud  around,  pro- 
bably to  prevent  any  effective  reply.  It 
was  first  of  all  asserted  that  we  have  not 
the  confidence  of  Parliament ;  and  the 
noble  Ear],  as  an  ancient  friend  and  sup- 
porter of  the  British  Constitution,  stated 
— and  stated  very  truly — that  for  a  Mi- 
nistry to  continue  in  Office  which  docs  not 
possess  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Commons  is  not  only  a  delinquency  in 
itself,  but  may  have  the  worst  possible 
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results  upon  the  country  and  its  institu- 
iiooB.  But  then  the  noble  Earl  begs  the 
question.  He  says  we  have  not  the  con- 
fidence of  the  House  of  Commons;  but 
how  does  he  prove  that  ?  He  may  justly 
say  that  we  have  not  the  confidence  of 
the  House  of  Commons  on  a  particular 
question ;  but  I  have  not  yet  heard  that 
the  House  of  Commons  has  exercised  its 
undoubted  privilege — one  that  has  been 
frequently  resorted  to  in  other  cases— of 
expressing  by  a  distinct  declaration  its 
want  of  confidence  in  the  Government.  1 
can  only  say  that  if  the  House  has  not 
any  confidence  in  the  general  conduct  of 
public  afiairs  by  the  Government  the  dis- 
credit rests,  not  with  the  Government  for 
remaining  in  Office,  but  with  the  House 
of  Commons,  which  does  not  force  them 
out  of  Office  by  a  bold  and  straightforward 
Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence.  Aiid  if  the 
House  of  Commons  fails  in  its  duty,  what 
is  to  prevent  the  noble  Earl  who  sits 
opposite,  or  any  of  his  Colleagues  who  sit 
near  him,  from  inviting  an  expression  of 
opinion  by  your  Lordships  by  bringing 
forward  a  Motion  of  Want  of  Confidence  ? 
There  must  be  some  reason  why  this  is 
not  done,  and  I  think  your  Lordships  can 
easily  imagine  why  such  a  Vote  has  not 
been  come  to,  and  why  the  noble  Earl 
does  not  come  forward  to  propose  it.  The 
plain  answer  must  be  that  for  the  general 
purposes  of  carrying  on  the  Business  of 
the  country  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  House  of  Lords  have  confidence  in 
Her  Majesty's  Government;  and  there- 
fore all  the  constitutional  arguments  which 
we  have  heard — arguments  which  I  have 
not  the  slightest  idea  of  opposing — fall  to 
the  ground,  because  the  premises  will 
not  bear  the  test  of  examination.  Then, 
with  reference  to  another  complaint  of  the 
noble  Earl,  why,  when  the  Prime  Minister 
had  the  important  conference  with  Her 
Majesty,  and  Her  Majesty  was  graciously 
pleased  to  refuse  to  accept  our  resignations 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  put  into 
her  hands,  why  did  not  the  noble  Earl 
come  forward  at  that  time  and  explain  to 
the  House  and  the  country  how  unconsti- 
tutional our  conduct  was  in  his  eyes.^ 
Why,  we  did  not  hear  a  whisper  from  the 
noble  Earl  on  the  subject,  and  I  think  it 
is  now  nearly  two  months  since  those 
events  occurred.  Then  the  noble  Earl 
entered  into  a  discussion  of  various 
points  to  show  that  we  had  not  the 
confidence  of  the  country  —  or  rather, 
that  we  ought  not  to  have  its  confidence. 

The  Earl  of  Malmelwry 


But  the  noble  Earl  forgets  that  he  and 
some  of  his  former  Colleagues,  far  from 
uttering  the  opinions  which  he  now  ex- 
presses, have  on  various  occasions,  with  a 
generosity  which  we  perfectly  appreciate, 
actually  gone  out  of  their  way  to  express 
satisfaction  at  the  conduct  of  public  affairs 
in  several  Departments.  Sometimes  in 
this  House,  sometimes  in  the  other  House, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  received 
the  compliments  of  leading  Members  of 
the  Opposition  upon  three  or  four  very 
important  subjects.  The  foreign  policy 
of  my  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Foreign  Office  has  constantly  been  received 
with  approbation  in  Parliament,  and  this 
feeling  has  been  expressed  especially  by 
my  noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Clarendon),  who,  I  would  say,  knows  as 
much  of  foreign  afiairs  as  probably  any  of 
your  Lordships.  Then,  as  to  the  manage- 
ment of  Ireland  by  the  present  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant and  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
under  the  great  difficulties  arising  out  of 
the  Fenian  conspiracy,  from  individual 
Peers  who  do  not  agree  with  us  upon 
general  subjects,  as  well  as  from  indi- 
vidual Members  of  the  Opposition  in  the 
other  House,  we  have  received  compli- 
ments upon  our  conduct  of  Irish  afiairs. 
As  to  our  homo  policy,  to  which  the  noble 
Earl  himself  adverted  in  speaking  of  the 
execution  of  the  Fenians  for  murder,  very 
high  encomiums  have  been  passed  from 
time  to  time  upon  the  Home  Secretary  for 
the  manner  in  which  he  maintained  the 
peace  of  the  country,  and  for  the  great 
sagacity  which  he  exhibited  and  labour 
which  he  bestowed  upon  discovering  and 
unwinding  the  threads  of  the  Fenian  con- 
spiracy. In  ten  days*  time  your  Lordships, 
I  hope,  will  be  called  on  to  return  thanks 
to  the  gallant  military  and  naval  Forces 
of  the  Crown  for  their  deeds  in  Abyssinia. 
I  would  not  detract  one  iota  from  the  in- 
estimable services  of  those  troops  and  their 
officers  ;  but  they  themselves  would  be  the 
fii*st  to  say  that  this  success  could  hardly 
have  been  looked  for  if  the  civil  servants 
of  the  Crown  had  not  exerted  themselves 
assiduously  to  arrange  for  the  transport  of 
the  troops  and  stores  necessary  to  carry 
out  that  most  dangerous  and  uncertain  ex- 
pedition ;  and,  therefore.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  may  claim,  at  least,  some 
credit  for  the  success  which,  under  Provi- 
dence, they  have  had  in  Abyssinia,  and  I 
do  not  think  it  likely  that  upon  that  score 
the  House  of  Commons  will  express  any 
disapprobation  of  our  policy.    I  must  con- 
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fess  that  I  did  not  quite  understand  the 
drift  of  ono  part  of  the  noble  Earl's  ob- 
servations. He  thinks  we  act  unconstitu- 
tionally by  remaining  in  Office ;  and,  some- 
how or  other — for  be  does  not  explain  that 
point — he  thinks  that  Public  Business 
has  suffered,  that  many  important  ques- 
tions have  been  neglected  and  have  fallen 
through,  and  that  we  are  not  as  much 
advanced  as  we  ought  to  be  at  this  season 
of  the  year.  Well,  my  Lords,  such  are  the 
facts;  but  what  arc  the  causes?  Allow 
me  to  ask  your  Lordships  to  take  a  retro- 
spect of  past  events;  they  have  been  very 
important,  and  to  a  great  extent  they  cer- 
tainly have  been  unforeseen.  I  have  no 
scruple  in  saying  that  in  January  this  was 
the  general  view  formed  by  public  men  of 
the  course  which  public  affairs  were  likely 
to  take  this  Session.  The  great  contro- 
versy which  had  been  going  on  for  some 
years  had  been  partly  closed  by  the  efforts 
of  my  noble  Friend  the  noble  Earl  the 
late  Prime  Minister ;  the  Reform  Bill  for 
England  had  been  carried ;  but  the  Bills 
for  Scotland  and  Ireland  were  still  out- 
standing. And  if  the  noble  Eaii  reproaches 
us  for  not  passing  them  last  year,  all  I  can 
Bay  is — remembering  the  time  that  the 
English  Bill  occupied — it  was  physically 
impossible  for  us  to  do  so.  In  January 
last,  therefore,  the  organization  of  the  Con- 
stitution was  in  abeyance;  the  Beform 
Bill  for  England  had  passed  into  law,  but 
those  for  Scotland  and  Ireland  had  still 
to  be  adopted.  Under  these  circumstances 
what  were  the  expectations  of  nine  men 
out  of  ten  throughout  the  country  ?  They 
thought  this  Session  would  be  occupied  in 
maturing  the  great  question  of  Reform, 
and  completing  it  in  all  its  points— by 
passing  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Bills  ;  by 
passing  the  Bill  for  restraining  corrupt 
practices  ;  by  passing  tho  Boundary  Bill ; 
and  thus  having  prepared  a  new  arena 
for  both  parties  to  engage  in  a  trial  of 
strength  and  integrity,  the  country  would 
decide  in  a  fair  field  by  which  of  the  two 
parties  it  would  be  governed.  This  was 
the  universal  feeling:  and  although  this 
feeling  would  not  necessarily  prevent  the 
proposition  of  measures  of  another  descrip- 
tion, we  purposely  selected  measures  that 
were  not  likely  to  provoke  opposition  and 
political  feeling ;  and  in  the  like  spirit 
we  withdrew  the  Education  Bill  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  has  referred.  But  a  great 
misfortune  befel  the  country;  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  tho  Government  (the 
Earl  of  Derby)  was  obliged  to  resign  Office 


at  the  beginning  of  the  year,  and  tho 
whole  aspect  of  affairs  was  altered.  The 
armed  truce  which  we  expected  would 
last  till  the  Reform  Bills  had  passed  and 
until  the  dissolution  in  the  autumn  was 
suddenly  broken  ;  there  arose  new  causes 
for  political  agitation,  and  these  circum- 
stances are  in  reality  the  cause  of  those 
defects  in  legislation  on  which  the  noble 
Earl  has  commented.  My  Lords,  a  new 
and  extraneous  question  of  the  highest 
possible  importance  was  broached ;  it  was 
a  question  of  far  more  importance,  indeed, 
than  the  Reform  Bills,  because  they  in- 
volve only  questions  of  detail  as  to  the 
method  of  Parliamentary  election  and 
management.  And  that  important  ques- 
tion to  which  1  refer  was  not  dealt  with 
after  the  manner  in  which  it  was  brought 
forward  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  some 
time  ago ;  he  proposed  only  a  modification 
of  the  Irish  Church  by  taking  a  little  from 
it  here  and  adding  a  Uttle  there,  by  appor- 
tioning its  possessions  among  itsolf  and 
neighbours  ;  but  Mr.  Gladstone  came  upon 
the  scene  and  treated  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Earl  with  as  little  respect  as  if  it 
had  come  from  this  side  of  the  House. 
Mr.  Gladstone  declared  at  once — ''This 
scheme  won't  do  ;  it's  mere  milk  and 
water.  It's  not  worth  having ;  it's  like 
the  drag  which  you  ran  thirty  years  ago 
— the  Appropriation  Clause."  That  was 
Mr.  Gladstone's  view ;  the  remedy  was 
not  strong  enough  for  him  —  he  felt  he 
could  get  no  followers  with  such  a  pro- 
gramme ;  and  having  no  more  respect  for 
a  measure  proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  than 
he  would  have  had  for  one  proposed  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  he  boldly  and  at 
once  declared,  not  for  reforming  the  Irish 
Church,  but  for  its  abolition.  The  noble 
Earl  has  asked  me  to  state  the  opinions  of 
the  Government  on  one  or  two  points,  and 
among  others  he  has  asked  what  I  think 
respecting  the  state  of  Ireland,  and  what 
would  be  the  best  means  to  adopt  for  its 
pacification.  Now,  I  think  the  noble 
Earl  is  about  the  last  man  who  should 
press  that  question^  because  when  a  noble 
Viscount  connected  with  Ireland  (Viscount 
Lifford)  recommended  interference  with 
the  Irish  Church  only  two  years  ago,  the 
noble  Earl  with  considerable  energy  abso- 
lutely put  him  down  and  said  the  thing 
should  not  be.  And  I  might  ask  what 
did  the  noble  Earl  then  depend  upon  to 
keep  Ireland  in  a  state  of  comparative 
order  ?  Force,  my  Lords.  No  doubt  the 
noble  Earl  had  some  statesmanlike  reasons 
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for  adopting  that  policy;  lie  could  not 
have  summarily  rejected  the  counsels  of 
the  noble  Viscount  from  mere  caprice,  and 
rebuked  him  in  a  fit  of  ill-temper.  I  need 
hardly  tell  the  noble  Earl  what  are  our 
views  upon  the  subject  of  interference  with 
the  Established  Church  of  Ireland.  I 
would  not  remain  silent  on  that  subject 
if  I  were  not  a  Member  of  the  Administra- 
tion, and  as  long  as  I  have  a  vote  in  this 
House  I  will  use  it  to  support  the  Irish 
Church ;  and  I  will  do  so  because  I  am 
convinced  that  Church  cannot  be  disestab- 
lished and  disendowed  without  carrying 
with  it  in  its  downfall  the  Established 
Church  in  England.  These  are  not  my 
opinions  only ;  I  hear  them  expressed  by 
men  who  are  best  judges  of  what  the  re- 
sult would  be,  and  they  are  largely  shared 
in  by  Dissenters,  some  of  whom  deprecate 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church. 
I  happen  to  have  heard,  from  both  those 
Dissenters  who  favour,  and  those  who  ob- 
ject to  this  movement,  the  opinion  that, 
if  carried,  it  will  be  but  the  prelude  to 
the  total  disestablishment  of  the  English 
Church;  and  this  opinion  has  been  ex- 
pressed on  the  one  part  with  joy,  and  on 
the  other  with  the  deepest  regret.  I  there- 
fore give  the  noble  Earl  my  opinion  very 

plainly ;  and  I  believe  my  Colleagues  en- 
tirely concur  with  me  in  the  view  I  take. 

The  noble  Earl  has  touched  upon  the  Ro- 
man  Catholic   University   scheme.      The 

proposition  we  made  was  rejected  by  the 

Roman  Catholic  Bishops  because  we  made 

it  a  sine  qud  non  that  a  lay  element  should 

have  part  in  the  management  of  the  Uni- 
versity; and  if  the  noble  Earl  will  read 

the  published  Correspondence  between  the 

Earl  of  Mayo  and  the  Roman  Catholic 

Bishops  he  will  be  in  possession  of  all  the 

information  he  asks  for.     I  think  I  have 

nothing  more  to  say  in  answer  to  the  noble 

Eorl,  except  to  add  with  regard  to  the 

dissolution  that  the  sooner  the  event  occurs 

the  better  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 

be  pleased,  and  no  one  will  welcome  it 

more  heartily  than  myself.     If  the  noble 

Earl  has  not  patience  to  wait  until  such 

time  as  the  dissolution  can  be  brought 

about  with  fairness  to  the  electors,  I  can 

only  entreat  him  to  move  in  this  House, 

and  ask  his  Friends  in  the  other  House  also 

to  move,  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence 

against  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

nouse  adjourned  accordingly  at  half  pait 

SoTen  o'clock,  to  Monday,  the  8th 

of  June  next,  Eleven  o'clock. 

The  Earl  of  Malmeebury 
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HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Friday y  May  29,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— SiLici  CoiofiTTEic  —  Report-- 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs.    [No.  311.] 

Sdpplt — considered  in   Committee — Civil  Sen* 

VICE  EsTiMATBfl — Class  I  IT. 
Resolutions  [May  28]  reported. 

Public  Bills — Resolutions  in  Committee — Coarti 
of  Law  (Scotland);  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation  (No.  2). 

Ordered — Courts  of  Law  (Scotland)  * ;  Pier  and 
Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  *  ;  Turn- 
pike Acts  Continuance,  d:c.* 

First  Reading — Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  0>ii« 
ftnnation  (No.  2)*  rU8]  ;  Turnpike  AcU  Con- 
tinuance, &c.*[149j. 

Second  Reading —  County  Greneral  Assessment 
(Scotland)  •  [84]  ;  Promissory  Oaths  *  [113]. 

Committee — Duchy  of  Cornwall  Amendment* 
[186]. 

Report — Duchy  of  Cornwall  Amendment*  [136]. 

Third  Reading — Registration  of  Writs  (Soot- 
land)  *  [62] ;  Vagrant  Act  Amendment  *  [130], 
and  passed. 

Withdrawn  —  Inyestment  of  Trust  Fundi  Aet 
Amendment*  [116]. 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES    AT  ELECTIONS 
BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  SCHREIBER  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Eirst  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Oo 
what  day  after  the  Recess  it  is  his  iuten- 
tioii  to  proceed  with  the  Committee  on  the 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices 
at  Elections  Bill  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  in  reply,  that  he 
was  sorry  he  could  not  fix  a  day  at  present, 
but  would  do  so  on  the  first  day  after  the 
holidays. 


TURKEY— BRIGANDAGE  NEAR  SMYRNA. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  WYLD  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  any  information  has  been  received  from 
Her  Britannic  Majesty's  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople  announcing  the  release  of 
Mr.  J.  W.  Stevens,  a  British  subject, 
who  has  been  captured  by  Brigands  near 
Smyrna ;  nnd  if  the  restoration  of  Mr. 
Stevens  cannot  be  obtained  without  the 
payment  of  the  money  demanded  by  his 
captorSy  application  will  be  made  to  the 
Ottoman  Government  to  pay  the  required 
ransom  ? 

Lord  STANLEY:  Sir,  I  am  sorry  to  saj 
I  have  as  yet  no  intelligence  upon  the  sub- 
ject. There  is  a  mail  at  present  due  from 
Constantinople,  and  I  daresay  I  sball  re- 
ceive information  in  a  day  or  two. 
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CBYLON— UNAUTHORIZED    PUBLICA- 
TION OF  A  DESPATCH. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  WATRIN  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonics, At  what  time  the  noble  Duke  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  received 
on  official  letter  fully  addressed  to  his 
Grace  by  Mr.  George  Wall,  the  President 
of  the  Planters'  Association  of  Ceylon, 
and  dated  Colombo,  March  5,  1868,  which 
letter  was  entrusted  by  Mr.  Wall  to  the 
hands  of  the  Governor  of  Ceylon,  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson,  to  forward,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  usual  etiquette  ;  if  he  is 
aware  of  the  fact  that  such  letter  so  on- 
trusted  to  the  hands  of  the  Governor  was 
tampered  with,  and  was  published  in  a 
local  paper  called  the  Ceylon  Herald 
before  it  could  have  come  to  the  hands  of 
the  Chief  Secretarv,  and  without  the 
knowledge  or  consent  of  the  writer,  or  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  ;  and,  what  course 
is  intended  to  be  taken  in  reference  to 
such  a  proceeding  ? 

Mr.  ADDERLBY,  in  reply,  said,  the 
noble  Duke  the  Colonial  Secretary  receired 
Mr.  Wall's  letter  dated  Colombo,  March  5, 
in  a  Despatch,  dated  March  21,  on  April 
27,  and  a  further  letter  from  Mr.  Wall, 
dated  April  17,  complaining  of  the  first 
having  been  published  in  a  local  newspaper. 
On  inquiry  it  appeared  that  this  publication 
was  without  the  authority,  consent,  or  even 
knowledge  of  the  Governor,  but  much  to 
))is  annoyance,  as  unfair  to  himself.  But 
the  substance  of  the  letter,  and  of  one  of 
the  League  Committee  of  the  same  date, 
was  sent  by  Mr.  Wall  himself  to  a  local 
newspaper  before  even  tho  transmission  of 
tho  documents  from  the  island.  The  Gover- 
nor, however,  had  been  requested  to  ascer- 
tain, if  possible,  whether  the  letter  appearing 
in  a  local  newspaper  supporting  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  effected  by  any  Govern- 
ment officer  or  by  any  breach  of  official 
duty.  An  answer  had  not  yet  been  re* 
ccived. 


IRELAND— UNIVERSITY  EDUCATION. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  PAWCETT  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
in  order  to  secure  nn  adequate  discussion 
on  the  subject  of  University  Education  in 
Ireland,  he  will  promise  that  there  shall  not 
be  A  Morning  Sitting  on  Friday,  the  19th  of 


June,  the  day  fixed  for  a  Motion  relating 
to  Trinity  College,  Dublin  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI  :  Sir,  I  really  am 
unable  to  see  so  far  ahead  as  the  19th  of 
June.  At  the  same  time  I  shall  be  very 
sorry  to  interfere  with  the  discussion  indi- 
cated by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

LOSS  OF  TnE"GAEONNE."-.QUESTI0N. 

Admiral  ERSKINE  said,  ho  wishedto 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  If  the  Board  will  institute  an  inquiry 
into  the  loss  of  the  steamer  Oaronne  on 
the  Land's  End,  which  is  said  to  have 
been  caused  by  a  want  of  seamanship,  and 
to  have  been  attended  by  a  great  loss  of 
life? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  ;  Sir,  The 
Board  of  Trade  have  already  sent  instruc- 
tions to  the  Solicitor  of  the  Customs  to 
take  steps  for  an  immediate  inquiry  into 
the  circumstances  attending  the  unhappy 
loss  of  this  vessel. 

RIOTS  AT  ASUTON,  STALEY  BRIDGE, 
BIRMINGUAM,  Ao.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  WU ALLEY  said,  ho  would  beg  to 
ask  tho  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  tho  Government  to  institute  any  inquiry 
as  to  the  origin  and  nature  of  tho  recent 
riots  at  Ashton  and  other  places  in  the 
county  of  Lancaster,  and  at  Birmingham 
and  other  places  in  the  counties  of  War- 
wick and  Stafford  ;  and  whether  the  Go- 
vernment has  made  any  and  what  provision 
for  the  better  protection  of  public  lecturers 
and  those  who  may  attend  such  lectures 
in  the  event  of  threats  to  suppress  such 
lectures  by  riot  and  outrage,  and  then  pre- 
vent the  recurrence  of  such  riots  as  before 
referred  to? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  Sir,  I 
practically  answered  this  Question  the 
other  night.  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  institute  any  inquiry  at 
present,  whilst  trials  are  pending  ;  and 
with  respect  to  tho  latter  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, I  may  say  it  seems  to  me  that  tho 
matter  is  one  that  rests  entirely  with  the 
local  authorities. 

METROPOLIS  —  OBSTRUCTION    OF 
THOROUGHFARES.—QUESTION. 

Mr.  OTWAYsaid.he  wished  to  ask  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  a  Question 
of  which  he  had  given  private  Notice. 
When  Parliament  re-assembled  after  the 
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Easter  holidays  tbe  usual  access  to  the 
House  was  ohstructed  through  a  street 
having  been  broken  up.  On  the  eve  of  the 
**  Derby"  the  access  to  the  South-Western 
Railway  was  similarly  obstructed  in  the 
Westminster  Road.  At  present,  Bond 
Street,  Yere  Street,  and  part  of  Oxford 
Street— to  say  nothing  of  Park  Lane  and 
many  other  thoroughfares — were  also  ob- 
structed. He,  therefore,  wished  to  ask. 
Whether  the  attention  of  the  Government 
has  been  called  to  these  obstructions ;  by 
whom  they  are  authorized  ;  and  whether 
any  Department  of  the  Government  has 
power  to  prevent  persons  breaking  up  the 
thoroughfares  at  a  time  when  London  is 
full,  and  when  it  is  most  necessary  that 
traffic  should  be  unimpeded  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  could  only  repeat  the  Answer  he 
had  given  privately  to  the  hon.  Member, 
which  WAS  that  the  Government  had  no- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  the  management  I 
and  control  of  the  streets  of  tho  metropolis.  | 
The  cost  of  the  maintenance  and  repair  of 
them  was  not  defrayed  out  of  moneys  voted 
by  Parliament,  but  out  of  rates  levied  upon 
ratepayers  by  local  authorities.  It  was 
clear,  therefore,  that  the  management  and 
control  of  the  streets  must  be  vested  in  the 
representatives  of  tho  ratepayers,  who  had 
to  pay  for  the  maintenance  of  them.  Those 
representatives  were  the  local  authorities, 
and  they,  and  not  any  Department  of  the 
Government  were  responsible  for  the  state 
of  the  streets. 

ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  wish.  Sir,  to 
ask  a  Question  with  respect  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  (Ireland)  Bill,  which  stands 
for  Committee  on  Friday  next.  I  appre- 
hend there  may  be  many  Members  of  this 
House  who  would  not  feel  themselves 
obliged  to  return  to  London  next  week  ex- 
cept for  this  Bill.  I  understood  the  Go- 
vernment to  say  they  should  not  feel  it  to 
be  their  duty  to  attempt  any  Amendment 
of  the  Bill  in  Committee.  I  think  it  might 
be  a  convenience  to  the  House  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  in  a  condition  to  state 
what  course  the  Government  will  take  at 
that  particular  stage  of  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  not  to  be  mis- 
understood, 1  may  say  that  my  opinion  of 
this  Bill  remains  the  same.  I  think  it  is  a 
bad  Bill  and  badly  drawn  ;  but  I  do  not 
think  it  incumbent  on  us  to  attempt  to 
Mr.  Otway 


improve   it.     Therefore  I  shall  not  offer 
any  formal  opposition  in  Committee. 

IRELAND— UNIVERSITY  OF  DUBLIN. 

QUESTION. 

SiE  HENRY  WINSTON- BARROX 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  a  Question  atout 
some  Returns  which  had  been  ordered  some 
time  since  and  had  not  been  produced, 
although  they  would  require  very  little  pre- 
paration. He  hoped  they  would  be  forth- 
coming before  the  re-assembling  of  Parlia- 
ment after  Whitsuntide  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI,  in  reply,  said,  he  would 
endeavour  to  get  them  issued  during  the 
holidays. 

BOUNDARIES  OF  BOROUGHS. 
REPORT  OF  THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  WALPOLE  brought  up  the  Report 
of   the    Select   Committee.      There  were 
several  corrections  which  required  to   be 
made  in   it  before  it  could  be  circulated  ; 
but  such  instructions  had  been  given  that 
he   hoped    the    Report   would   be   in   the 
hands  of  Members    by   Monday  morning. 
In  the  meantime  he  was  authorized  and 
instructed    by    the    Committee    to    com- 
municate  to    the    House    the    results   of 
their  labours,  which,  he  hoped,  would  be 
satisfactory   to   the   House.      There  wei;ie 
three  classes  of  cases  into  which  the  bo- 
roughs as  dealt  with  by  the    Committee 
might  be  divided — cases  in  which  the  Re- 
port of  the  Commission  had  been  recom- 
mended for  adoption  ;  cases  in  which  tho 
Select  Committee  recommended  that  modi- 
fications should  be  made  in  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners;  and  cases  in  which  tho 
Committee  recommended  that  the  present 
boundaries  should  be  retained.     The  first 
class,  in  which  it  was  recommended  that 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  should  bo 
adopted,   included   the  cases    of    Bolton, 
Chester,  Greenwich,  Newport  (Monmouth- 
shire), Northampton,  Preston,  Staly bridge, 

nnd  Windsor.      The   cases   in   which  tho 

* 

Committee  recommended  that  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners  should  be  modified 
were  those  of  Chelsea,  Cheltenham,  Dar- 
lington, Gloucester,  Hasting?,  Midddles- 
borough,  Newport  (Isle  of  Wight).  Oldham, 
Salisbury,  and  Wilton.  It  was  recom- 
mended that  the  present  boundaries  should 
be  retained  in  the  cases  of  Birkenliead, 
Birmingham,  Bristol,  Gateahcad,  Lambeth, 
Liverpool,  Marylebone,  Manchester,   Not- 
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tiugham,    Portsmouth,    Reading,     South 
Shields,  Tjnemouth,  Warwick  and  Wigao^ 

Report  read ;  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table,  and  to  beyrtnted.  (No.  311.) 

Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  ^printed,   (No.  311.) 

ADJOURNMENT  FOR  THE  WHITSUN 
HOLIDAYS. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  House,  at  rising,  do  adjourn 
till  Thursday  next.'* 


NEW   COURTS  OF  JUSTICE. 

OBBERTATIONS. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  said,  he 
rose  to  call  attention  to  the  site  of  the  New 
Law  Courts.     That  site  was  accepted  bj 
the  House  at  a  time  when  the  embankment 
of  the  Thames   had   scarcely   been  com- 
menced, and  when  it  was  impossiblo  for 
the  House  to  have  decided  fairljr  upon  so 
important  a  point.     There  was  an  oppor- 
tunity now,  however,  of  carrjing   out  a 
most  magnificent  design,  and  of  carrying 
it  out  without  additional  expense  and  with 
tho  greatest  advantage  to  the  pubh'o.  Three 
conditions  stiould  be  satisfied  in  the  choice 
of  a  site  for  such  a  building  :  there  must 
be  space,  light,  and  air.     Another  point 
should  be  remembered — that  things  beau- 
tiful in  themselves  became  more  beautiful 
still  by  juxta-position.     Thus,  a  woodland 
soene,  and  a  venerable  abbey,  each  beau- 
tiful in  itself,  had  new  charms  when  placed 
side  by  side.     Apply  this  principle  here. 
Nothing  could  well  be  finer  as  a  building 
site  in  European  capitals  than  the  banks 
of  the  Thames.     There  was  nothing  like 
it   in  Europe,  except   the  Neva   and  the 
Tagus.     Well,  place  the  Law  Courts  on 
tho  river  side,  and  their  architectural  effect 
would   bo  greatly  enhanced.      The  three 
conditions  requisite  in  publio  buildings  were 
space,  light,   and  air.      The  site  on  the 
Thames  Embankment  combined  these  re- 
quisites.    At  present  it   wos  proposed  to 
build  the  Law  Courts  on  a  site  which  would 
give  a  frontage  of  700  feet  and  a  depth  of 
550  feet.  Now»  the  Quarterly  Betiew  had 
shown  dearly  that  that  space  was  utterly 
inadequate.  When  erected  the  Law  Courts 
would  be  surrounded  by  most   miserable 
streets—such  as  Carey  Street,  Drury  Lane, 
and  its  purlieus.    He  had  seen  an  estimate 
showing  that  in  order  to  procure  the  ne- 
oesaary  approaches  it  would  be  necessary 
to  spend  another  £1,000,000 ;    and  the 


Courts  would  be  so  crowded  that  they  must 
beenlarged  at  aprobablecost  of  £1,000,000 
more.     On  the  other  hand,  between  King's 
College,   adjoining  Somerset  House,  and 
the  Temple,  you  had  1,000  feet  of  river 
frontage,  with  a  depth  to  the  Strand  of 
700  feet— 150  feet  deeper  and  300  feet 
longer  than  that  of  the  Strand  site.     Tho 
accommodation  would  be    admirable,  the 
approaches  would  be  made  for  yoii,  tho 
Underground  Railway  would  be  close  by, 
and  yet  the  House  hesitated  to  acquire  a 
site   which   would    be   unequalled  in   any 
capital  in  Europe,  because  they  had  for- 
merly agreed  to  place  the  Law  Courts  in 
the  Strand.      Some  of  those   Gentlemen 
(among  them  Mr.  Abraham)  wholiad  been 
of  opinion  that  the  Strand   would  be  tho 
best  position  were  now   most  anxious  to 
place  the  Law  Courts  on  the  Embankment. 
The  objection  that,  having  bought  the  site 
you  must  make  use  of  it,  reminded  him 
very  much  of  the  answer  giren  in  one  of 
Mr.  Dickens's  works  by  a  man  who  was 
getting  very  drunk  on  a  bottle  of  bad  port, 
and   who,  when  remonstrated  with,  said, 
"  1  cannot  help  it  ;  I  have  paid  for  the 
wine  and  1  must  drink  it."      Why  should 
the   House  throw  away  £2,000,000  and 
lose  all  the  advantages  they  would  derive 
from  the  adoption  of  the  Embankment  site  ? 
They  had  performed  a  good   and  philan- 
thropic work  in  purchasing  the  present  site 
and  clearing  it  from  the  dens  of  dirt  and 
infamy  with  which  it  was  crowded,  even  if 
they  had  never  intended  to  place  the  New 
Courts  there  at  all.     The  persons  whom  it 
would  be  necessary  to  turn  out  from  the 
houses   between   King's  College  and  the 
Temple  might  be  transferred  to  tho  vacant 
ground  which  had  been  bought   fronting 
the  Strand.     The  calculation  was  that  the 
land  would  cost  about  £1,000,000;  but  tho 
result  would  be  a  great  economy  in  com- 
parison with  the  existing  site,  for  the  Em- 
bankment and  the  Strand  would  be  ready- 
made  approaches.     They  would  have  only 
one  street  to  open  out,  leading  from  the 
Strand  down  to  the  River.   He  did  not  care 
how  admirable  the  architecture  might  be, 
the  building  on  the  site  now  contemplated 
could  not  have  the  same  beauty  as  if  placed 
upon  the  Thames  Embankment.  They  had 
now  got  a  great  opportunity  of  beautifying 
the  metropolis,  and  not  only  that,  but  of 
doing   honour  to   the  whole  country,  for 
almost  everyone  was   interested  in  what- 
ever promoted  that  end.    Some  Gentlemen 
might  consider  that  such  a  matter  was  not 
worthy  of  the  attention   of  Parliament ; 
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but  he,  on  the  contrary,  bad  been  much  imagined,  and  to  the  north  and  east  equally 
struck  by  tho  truth  of  a  passage  on  this  unsightly.  Of  course  tiiose  bouses  could 
Bubject  which  ho  would  read  to  the  >  not  continue  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
House—  I  Courts,  for  they  would  be  an  absolute  dis- 

"  Tho  greatest  statesmen  aud  philosophers  have  :  grace.  But  what  would  be  the  result? 
OTcr  considered  the  cultivation  ofart,and  the  build- I  Why,  that  these  must  all  be  bought  and 
ing  and  adornment  of  cities,  as  of  priimiry  poU- 1  puller]  jy^,, .  ^nd  how  much  that  would 
tical  importance.  Plato  attributes  the  origin  of'  1^..  -.  ..^„  ._.  r  ^  i  • ,,  .„  ^^„  p  . 
legislation  to  the  cultivation  of  the  arts.  Public  i  <^«»^  '^  7»  »^\  ^^"^  ^'^»"  *^  ««J^-  ^«^ 
buildings  aio  the  most  lasting  and  effective  orna-  !  everyone  knew  that  as  soon  as  a  spot  was 
ments  of  the  country,  and  at  tho  same  time  the  ;  improved  and  beautified,  that  moment  the 
cheapest  the  people  can  obtain."  |  adjacent  lands  and  premises  were  rendered 

No  matter  how  important  matters  of  poli-  i  three,  six,  and  even  tenfold  more  valuable 
tical  feeling  might  be,  it  was  most  de- 1  than  before.  But  besides,  light  and  air 
sirable  that  when  we  were  going  to  spend  |  could  not  be  obtained  without  buying  other 
millions  of  money  we  should  be  sure  of '  property,  hemmed  in  as  the  Courts  would 
doing  w^t  was  right  and  beautiful.  He  |  be  by  Carey  Street,  Bell  Yard,  and  Chan- 
liad  brought  forward  this  subject  thus  eery  Lane.  Then  how  were  they  to  ap- 
briefly  because  he  thought  it  desirable  that  preach  the  Courts  from  Holborn  and  the 
tho  llouso  of  Commons  should  know  the  ;  West  End  ;  for  access  would  be  required 
position  in  which  it  was  placed,  for  upon  it  ,  from  every  side  ?  Owing  to  the  land 
would  rest  the  responsibility  of  whatever  '  being  on  a  slope,  it  was  most  remark- 
decision  might  be  come  to.  To  tho  House  i  able  that  in  one  of  the  two  plans — the  ex- 
of  Commons  therefore  he  appealed,  before  i  temal  and  internal — which  had  been  most 
it  was  too  late,  to  take  advantage  of  nn  ,  approved,  the  Judges,  counsel,  witnesses, 
opportunity  of  beautifying  the  metropolis  ;  and,  in  fact,  all  who  had  to  go  to  the 
which  might  never  occur  again,  and  which,  Courts,  would  have  to  ascend,  as  ho  was 
if  lost  now,  might  be  lost  for  ever.  told,  nearly  os  high  as  the  Chamber  in 

Mr.  M.  CHAMBBRS  said,  he  desired  >  which  he  was  speaking,  by  means  of  a 
to  express  his  concurrence  in  the  recom-  |  magnificent  staircase.  How  they  were  ail 
mendation  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  We  '.  to  climb  so  high  was  matter  for  considera- 
had  laid  out  a  large  sum  of  money,  and  j  tion.  Some  people  said  there  were  such 
obtained  what  he  (Mr.  M.  Chambers)  '  things  as  lifts  ;  but  if  they  were  to  put  such 
thought  at  the  time  would  be  the  most  I  an  expedient  into  practice  how  ridiculous 
eligible  site  for  theN  ew  Law  Courts.  But  '  they  would  make  themselves.  Ho  ventured 
since  that  expenditure  and  the  partial  to  say  that  wo  laid  too  much  stress 
clearing  of  the  ground  it  had  become  '  on  external  beauty,  or  florid  ornament, 
known  that  it  would  be  next  to  impossible  |  and  did  not  sufficiently  consider,  in  tlto 
to  accomplish  the  original  grand  scheme,  first  instance,  what  the  object  of  the  build- 
Thcy  had  had  the  mortification  of  seeing  '•  ing  was,  and  what  the  purposes  were  for 
that  some  of  our  ablest  architects  had  ;  which  it  was  intended.  Fie  thought  solidity 
failed  in  producing  even  one  design  adapted  I  and  sedateness  should  be  consulted,  and 
for  the  purposes  in  view.  There  were,  he  was  disposed  to  prefer  the  mixed  Roman 
however,  reasons  which  might  account  for  j  and  Grecian  or  Palladian  architecture  to 
that  failure.  In  the  first  place,  the  site  ;  towers  and  turrets  and  the  monastic  or 
was  perfectly  inadequate  and  unfit  for  its  cathedral  style  proposed  in  the  plans, 
object.  It  was  upon  a  steep  descent,  or  I  Before  any  active  measures  were  taken  it 
ascent,  and  of  a  very  irregular  shape.  In  j  should  be  ascertained  by  tho  authorities 
the  next  place,  there  would  be  the  greatest  |  how  much  had  been  paid  for  the  present 
difficulty  in  getting  access  to  tho  edifice  if  site,  what  sum  it  would  be  likely  to  realise 
erected.  He  had  been  informed  by  a  gen-  either  now  or  a  few  years  hence,  and  what 
ticman  of  great  experience  that  it  would  a  new  site  on  the  Thames  Embankment 
cost  half  as  much  as  had  been  already  ex-  ;  would  cost.  His  impression  was  that  if 
pended  to  make  proper  approaches.  Then,  the  latter  site  were  pui-chased  and  cleared 
with  regard  to  the  nature  and  situation  of  i  the  value  of  the  present  one  would  imme- 
the  plot  of  land,  he  did  not  know  whether  diately  be  considerably  raised,  so  as  to 
any  Gentleman  in  that  House  had  ever  preclude  any  danger  of  loss  ;  and  a  build- 
walked  in  that  unfashionable  neighbour-  I  ing  having  the  Embank nicnt  on  one  side 
hood  ;  but  if  so,  they  must  have  discovered  |  and  the  Strand  on  the  other  would  have 
that  the  houses  to  the  west  were  the  ,  an  access  far  superior  to  one  erected  on 
dirtiest  and  worst  that  could  possibly  be    tho  north  of  tho  Strand.     We  dhould  uo( 
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be  in  too  great  a  harry  to  do  something 
Bimplj  because  we  had  a  site  in  hand.  No 
plan  having  been  adopted,  no  harm  coold 
ensue  from  waiting.  It  would  be  better 
even  to  sustain  some  loss  than  to  have  a 
bad  site  and  a  bnd  building ;  but  from  the 
experience  of  the  Metropolitau  Board  of 
Works  with  regard  to  some  of  their  pur- 
chases, he  believed  that  if  the  matter  were 
properly  monaged  the  change  of  site  would 
be  atteuded  with  gain  rather  than  with 
loss. 

Mr.  COWPEE  said,  he  felt  some  sym- 
pathy with  the  bon.   Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Baiilie  Cochrane) — who  was  known  in 
that  House  for  the  interest  which  he  took 
in  matters  of  taste — in  his  desire  for  the 
erection  of  a  fine  building  on  the  banks  of 
the   Thames,   and   he   admitted   that   on 
purely  lesthetio  grounds  thero  was  much 
to  be  said  on  behalf  of  that  site.    He  could 
Dot|  however,  admit  that  it  was  preferable 
to  the  present  one  in  point  of  convenience 
and   economy.      It   was    obviously   unde- 
sirable that  the  Courts  should  be  bounded 
by  two  noisy  thoroughfares;  and  the  pre- 
sent site,  while  having  the  Strand  on  the 
one  side,  would  have  on  the  other  streets 
which,  though  wide,  would  not  be  thorough- 
fares,   except  for  persons    attending  the 
Courts.     The  slope,  moreover,  so  far  from 
being  a  disadvantage,  would   be  a  great 
advantage;  for  it  would  furnish  a  consider- 
able amount  of  space  for  records  on  the 
lower  side,  while  the  ground  floor  would 
be  at  a  proper  height   to  prevent  incon- 
venience from  the  traflSo.     The  site,  too, 
was  just  in  the  centre  of  the  legal  quarter, 
equi-distant  from  Lincoln*s  Inn,  the  Tem- 
ple, and  Gray's  Inn,  so  that  one  object  of 
a  concentration  of  the  Law  Courts  woulJ 
be  accomplished,  and  the  convenience  of 
the  gentlemen  of  the  long  robe  would  be 
consulted.     On  the  other  hand,  n  site  on 
the  Embankment  would  cost  at  least  twice 
as  much;  for  the  houses  in  Norfolk  and 
Arundel  Streets,  and  all  the  streets  which 
would  have  to  be  pulled  down,  were  of  a 
more  valuable  description  than  those  which 
had  been  purchased  for  the  Carey  Street 
site,  the  cost  of  which,  moreover,  had  not 
exceeded  the  original  estimate.     If  1,000 
feet  instead  of  700  feet  were  required,  the 
extra  space  could  bo  obtained  at  less  ex- 
pense on  the  present  than  on  the  proposed 
site;  but  ho  did  not  believe  that  such  an 
enlargement  was  necessary.     Many  archi- 
tects, indeed,  had  fancied  that  the   pre- 
sent site  was  insufficient ;  but  this  ques- 
tion depended  on  the  amount  of  aeeommo- 


dation  which  the  Government  might  finally 
determine  upon.  It  had  not  been  neces- 
sary  to  consider  this  point  before  the  final 
adoption  of  plans;  but  he  felt  confident 
that  when  the  plans  were  ultimately 
adopted  and  were  carefully  scrutinized, 
with  a  view  of  avoiding  any  unnecessary 
Offices  or  Courts,  additional  space  would 
not  be  required,  and  that  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  expend  much  money  upon  the 
approaches  to  the  Courts.  The  site  was 
amply  sufficient  for  the  real  and  necessary 
wants  of  the  Courts.  There  was  another 
ground  on  which  the  House  ought  not  to 
make  any  change.  An  immense  incon- 
venience would  be  caused  by  the  delay 
which  would  arise  from  changing  the  site 
— a  delay  of  at  least  five  years.  Four 
years  had  already  elapsed  since  an  Act 
was  passed  authorizing  the  purchase  of  a 
site  for  the  Courts  of  Law.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  endeavour  to  push 
on  the  work  with  as  little  delay  as  pos- 
sible, and  thnt,  now  tho  Heport  of  the 
Attorney  General  had  been  received,  they 
would  give  effect  to  the  report  of  the 
judges  as  to  the  design  to  bo  adopted,  so 
that  the  two  architects  might  proceed  to 
prepare  a  plan  with  reference  to  any 
change  that  might  be  determined  upon  or 
to  the  number  of  the  Courts.  He  entirely 
demurred  to  the  assertion  that  theso  de- 
signs were  so  bad  that  none  wero  worthy 
to  be  selected.  The  reverse  was  the  fact; 
for  the  difficulty  of  the  judges  arose  rather 
from  the  excellence  of  tho  designs  than 
their  want  of  merit. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  it  was 
evident  that  considerable  delay  would  oc- 
cur before  the  plans  of  the  New  Courts 
were  settled,  because  the  Commission  of 
Judicature  proposed  great  alteration  in 
the  system  of  the  Courts  of  Law,  and  it 
would  be  absurd  to  build  a  Palace  until 
they  know  what  Courts  were  wanted,  and 
what  Parliament  would  do  upon  the  Re- 
port of  that  Commission.  He  thought  it 
would  be  a  great  advantage  to  have  tho 
Law  Courts  built  upon  the  Thames  Em- 
bankment; because  there  they  would  bo 
accessible  both  by  land  and  water,  and 
would  not  be  surrounded  by  old  and  low 
streets  and  lanes  like  tboso  which  sur- 
rounded the  selected  site.  Then  as  to  tho 
question  of  ornament  and  beauty  the 
Thames  Embankment  was,  in  his  opinion, 
far  preferable  to  the  present  site.  Having 
bought  a  site  it  might  bo  said  that  it  was 
necessary  to  make  use  of  it;  but  if  they  had 
not,  after  all,  got  a  good  Bite»  it  was  better 
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not  to  use  it.  Dr.  Johnson  being  at  a  tavern 
where  the  wine  was  not  good,  said  that  he 
called  for  the  wine  for  the  good  of  the 
house,  and  he  abstained  from  drinking  it 
for  his  own  good.  The  site  already  bought 
was  as  good  as  a  bank  note,  and,  if  sold, 
it  would  probably  fetch  more  than  the  Go- 
vernment had  given  for  it,  especially  if  it 
were  settled  that  the  New  Courts  were  to 
be  built  in  immediate  proximity  to  the  site. 
With  regard  to  the  style  of  the  new  build- 
ingi  the  plans  were  very  pictnresque,  but 
none  of  them  were,  in  his  opinion,  appro- 
priate to  the  style  of  a  Court  of  Justice. 
They  seemed  to  bo  formed  of  reminiscences 
of  feudal  castles,  cathedrals,  and  chapels, 
—  one  imitating  the  interior  of  West- 
minster Abbey,  and  others  being  reminis- 
cences of  the  Sainte  Chapelle  at  Paris  and 
various  picturesque  buildings  on  the  Con- 
tinent. What  was  wanted  was  a  plain, 
handsome,  and  noble  style,  with  no  orna- 
ment at  all.  He  thought  the  Four  Courts 
at  Dublin  was  a  building  which  would  be 
a  very  good  model  of  a  structure  of  this 
kind.  It  was  elegant,  yet  plain,  with  no  or- 
nament ;  yet  it  was  admired  by  all  persons 
of  taste.  Why  could  not  the  new  Courts 
be  built  something  in  the  style  of  Somerset 
House  ?  It  would  be  less  expensive  than 
the  fanciful  Gothic  building  in  which  they 
were  assembled,  on  which  thousands  had 
been  thrown  away  on  ornament  consisting 
of  a  repetition  of  panels  and  an  excess  of 
details,  the  result  being  very  florid  and 
very  expensive.  It  was  a  building  resem- 
bling a  wedding  cake,  covered  with  orna- 
ments, but  unfit  for  the  purpose  for  which 
it  was  intended.  What  was  wanted  for 
the  New  Courts  of  Law  was  a  structure 
with  an  exterior  plain  and  severe,  and  in 
accordance  with  the  uses  for  which  it  was 
designed. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  his  hen. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Honiton  (Mr. 
Baillie  Cochrane)  had  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  Government  would  not  hastily 
decide  on  the  site  of  the  New  Courts  of 
Law.  But  the  Government  had  no  deci- 
sion to  make  in  tlie  matter.  This  question 
had  been  decided  years  ago  by  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  —  not  hastily,  nor  by  one 
decision,  but  after  consulting  the  highest 
authorities,  and  by  repeated  Acts  of  Par- 
liament, extending  over  a  series  of  years. 
Ten  years  ago  a  Royal  Commission  was 
appointed  to  iuquire  into  this  very  question 
of  site.  That  Commission  reported  in  fa- 
vour of  the  present  site.  Parliament  sanc- 
tioned the  purchase,  which  was  now  vir- 
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tually  completed,  and  the  whole  legal  pro- 
fession were  anxiously  awaiting  the  proper 
steps  to  be  taken  to  carry  out  the  inten- 
tions of  Parliament;  yet  at  such  a  moment 
the  hon.  Member  had  thought  proper  to 
raise  the  question  of  an  entire  change  of 
site.  If  the  question  could  be  re-opened, 
no  doubt  much  might  be  said  in  favour  of 
the  site  of  the  Thames  Embankment ;  but 
the  question  had  been  definitively  settled 
by  the  Legislature.  In  answer  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dcvonport  (Mr. 
Montagu  Chambers),  he  was  able  to  state 
that  the  site  had  cost  £789,000  up  to  the 
present  moment,  and  there  were  additional 
purchases  and  contingencies,  so  that  the 
total  amount  for  the  purchase  of  the  site 
would  amount  in  a  very  short  time  to 
£896,000.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
asked  what  they  could  sell  the  site  for, 
two,  five,  or  ten  years  hence?  It  was 
impossible  to  form  anything  but  the  most 
vague  conjecture  as  to  that.  They  knew 
what  the  site  had  cost ;  but  what  it  would 
sell  for  if  put  into  the  market  was  a  matter 
of  speculation  about  which  he  could  gife 
no  opinion  offhand.  Then  it  was  said  it 
was  a  drawback  to  the  present  site  that 
the  Strand  was  not  on  a  level  with  Carey 
Street;  but  he  thought  it  would  be  found 
that  there  was  as  great,  if  not  a  greater, 
slope  between  the  Strand  and  the  Thames 
Embankment.  Thtfre  could  be  no  doubt 
that,  as  far  as  the  suitors  were  concerned, 
the  Carey  Street  site  would  be  extremely 
convenient.  Then,  again,  the  House  had, 
from  time  to  time,  appropriated  considera- 
ble funds  for  one  of  the  best  public  build- 
ings of  which  we  could  at  present  boast — 
namely,  the  Public  Record  Depository,  be- 
hind Chancery  Lane.  Including  the  sum 
of  £60,000  sanctioned  by  the  House  the 
other  day,  during  the  last  few  years  up- 
wards of  £2(X),()00  had  been  expended  on 
that  building.  It  was  of  the  greatest 
importance  that  the  public  records  should 
be  kept  in  immediate  proximity  to  the 
Courts  of  Law  ;  and  that  point  ought  also 
to  be  taken  into  view  when  they  were 
asked  to  place  the  Courts  of  Law  on  a 
different  site  from  that  which  Parliament 
had  decided  upon.  He  did  not  think, 
therefore,  that  the  present  Government 
ought  to  take  upon  themselves  the  re- 
sponsibility of  changing  the  decision  of 
the  Legislature  on  that  matter;  and  he 
felt  that  if  anything  of  that  kind  were 
now  attempted,  not  only  would  the  greatest 
delay  ensue,  but  in  all  probability  there 
would  be  an  immense  outlay  incurred,  he 


1053  Dmoluium  of 


(Mat  29,  1868] 


Parliament 


1054 


did  not  Bay  of  public  money,  because 
tbe  fund  applicable  to  tbat  purpose  was 
tbe  Suitors*  Fund,  but  tbere  would  be 
an  immense  demand  made  upon  tbat  fund, 
the  result  of  whicb  no  buman  being 
could  tell.  Most  probably,  however,  at 
the  end  of  four,  fiTO,  or  six  years,  when 
the  new  site  bad  been  purchased  and 
cleared,  and  when  the  GoTemment  of  the 
day  had  selected  the  architect  for  erecting 
the  buildiug,  other  Gentlemen  would  rise 
in  the  House  and  say  that  the  ciicum- 
stances  were  altered,  that  a  still  better 
site  might  be  obtained  in  the  east,  tbe 
west,  the  north,  or  the  south,  the  whole 
question  would  be  left  in  suspense,  and  no 
final  decision  whatever  would  be  come  to. 
On  the  question  of  space,  he  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
Gowper).  The  site  already  acquired  was 
seven  acres ;  and  if  the  Courts  of  Law 
could  not  be  accommodated  on  that  space, 
their  requirements  must  be  very  ejttraordi- 
nary  indeed.  Under  those  circumstances, 
as  his  bou.  Friend  (Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane) 
had  made  no  Motion,  he  hoped  he  would 
be  content  with  the  discussion  which  had 
just  taken  place. 


DISSOLUTION  OF  PARLIAMENT. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  W.  £.  FORSTER  said,  he  rose  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he 
can  inform  the  House  what  steps  he  in- 
tends to  take  in  reference  to  the  contem- 
plated measure  for  expediting  the  dissolu- 
tion of  Parliament  on  the  new  constituency 
in  the  autumn  ?  He  believed  that  both 
sides  of  the  House  would  be  agreed  that  it 
was  desirable  that  as  little  uncertainty  as 
possible  should  prevail  in  reference  to  that 
important  subject ;  and,  before  they  sepa- 
rated for  a  short  holiday,  he  wished  to  re- 
mind the  House  of  what  he  considered  to 
be  the  condition  in  which  they  stood  with 
respect  to  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  Head  of  the  Government  had  brought 
the  matter  before  them  in  a  Ministerial 
statement  about  three  weeks  ago.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then  told  them  that 
Her  Majesty,  acting  on  his  advice,  had 
announced  her  readiness  to  dissolve  Par- 
liament as  soon  as  the  state  of  Public 
Business  would  permit ;  and,  he  added, 
that  by  tbat  he  meant  the  autumn  of  this 
year,  when,  he  believed,  an  appeal  could  be 
made  to  the  new  constituencies.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  informed  them  tbat  the 


House  of  Commons  having  come  to  a  veto 
opposed  to  the  views  of  the  Government 
upon  a  most  important  point  of  public 
policy,  the  Government  only  held  Office 
upon  the  condition  of  making  that  Appeal 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment ;  and  he 
repeated  that  assertion  on  last  Monday,  in 
urging  them  to  proceed  as  rapidly  as  they 
could  with  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill.  On 
the  following  day  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  replying  to  a  question  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Maldon  (Mr.  Sandford)  said 
the  matter  had  been  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Government,  and  that  he  was 
bound  to  state  that  the  difficulties  con- 
nected with  it  were  greater  than  had  at 
first  been  contemplated,  and  the  answer  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  bo  his  (Mr. 
Foster's)  excuse  for  bringing  the  subject, 
at  that  moment,  under  the  notice  of  the 
House.  It  appeared  to  him,  after  having 
looked  into  the  question  as  carefully  as  he 
could,  that  the  difficulties  were  not  insu- 
perable—that it  would  be  possible  so  to  faci- 
litate the  registrations  as  to  enable  Parlia- 
ment to  meet  in  the  middle  of  November 
— say,  Thursday,  November  12.  By  the 
present  law,  six  weeks  were  allowed  for 
the  work  of  the  Revising  Barristers ;  but 
he  believed  tbat  if  they  appointed  more 
barristers,  that  work  might  be  completed 
in  four  weeks.  Then,  again,  the  printing 
of  the  register,  under  the  present  law, 
occupied  two  months  ;  but  that  was  an 
alteration  of  the  previous  law,  under  which 
the  register  was  printed  in  one  month, 
and  he  saw  no  reason  why  they  should  not 
return  to  that  former  system.  Thirty-five 
days  were  at  present  allowed  for  the  actual 
process  of  election  ;  but  he  thought  that 
on  an  emergency,  twenty-five  days  would 
be  found  sufficient  for  the  completion  of 
the  whole  of  the  elections.  Then  there 
might  be  a  few  days  gained  by  shortening 
the  time  within  which  claims  and  objec- 
tions could  be  furnished.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve there  could  be  any  change  made  with 
respect  to  the  date  at  which  the  new  regis- 
tration was  to  begin.  The  existing  law 
declared  that  it  should  begin  on  the  1st  of 
August ;  and  he  did  not  think  it  would  bo 
possible  to  antedate  that  event.  Under 
any  circumstances,  some  now  legislation 
would  be  necessary.  The  10th  section  of 
the  6  Vict,  c.  18,  provided  that  the  town 
clerk  of  every  borough  should  issue  his 
precept  to  the  overseers,  to  make  out  the 
lists  before  the  lOth  of  June  in  each  yeor. 
The  precepts  should,  of  course,  be  issued 
for  those  additions  to  the  boundaries  to  be 
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niaile  under  the   Boundary  Bill,  and   he 
Mupposcd  it  would  not  be  possible  to  get 
that  measure  passed  before  the  10th  of 
June;  so  that  some  fresh  legislation  would 
be  ncQ^saryi  in  reference  to  that  matter. 
That  was  not,  however,  an  important  point, 
because  there  would  be  time  between  the 
10th  of  June  and  the  11th  of  July  for  the 
overseers  to  prepare  the  lists.     Under  alf 
the  circumstances,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
it  would  be  quite  possible  for  Parliament 
to  meet  in  the  middle  of  November — say, 
the  12th  of  that  month,  so  that  they  might 
begin  business  on  Tuesday,  the  17th,  which 
would  bo  the  same  time  at  which  they  had 
commenced  business  last  year.     But  other 
Members  might  entertain  a  different  opi- 
nion upon  that  subject ;  and  that  being  the 
case,  he  hoped  that  the  Government  and 
the  House  would  take  into  their  considera- 
tion the  suggestion  which  had  been  made 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire    (Mr.   Gladstone),  that 
the  question  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.     There  would  be  this  advan- 
tage in  adopting  such  a  course,  that  as 
the   Committee   would    no   doubt    consist 
of    Members    from    both    sides    of    the 
House,    any   decision    to  which  it    might 
come  would  be  regarded  as  one  perfectly 
irrespective  of  party  or  personal  considera- 
tions.    Many  Members,  it  was  true,  ob- 
jected to  having  their  holidays  cut  short 
by  an  autumn  Session,  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  a  longer  Recess  with  several  months 
spent  in  canvassing,  would  come  to  much 
the  same  thing.     Whatever  might  be  the 
general  opinion,  however,  he  was  sure  the 
House  would  not  opproach  this  question  in 
any  personal   or   party  spirit.      How   an 
early  dissolution  would  tell  on  party  aims, 
he,  for  one,  had  not  the  remotest  idea. 
There  were  several  reasons  for  having  as 
early  a  dissolution  as  possible.  Undoubtedly 
it  might  be  found  that  the  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  the  adoption  of  such  a  course 
might  be  insupernble,   and  that  the  new 
elections  could  only  bo  hurried  forward  at 
the  risk  of  disqualifying  the  voters  who 
had  been  enfrancliised  under  the  new  Re- 
form Bill.     In  the  latter  event,  of  course, 
it  would  not  be  advisable  to  have  an  imme- 
diate dissolution,  for  certainly  it  was  the 
first  duty  of  the  House  to  take  care  that 
the  new  electors  to  whom  votes  had  been 
given  by  the  English,  Irish,  and  Scotch 
Bills,  should  not  be  disqualified  in   conse- 
quence of  any  haste  in  the  registration. 
But  if  there  were  no  such  difficulties  he 
thought  little  difference  of  opinion  could 
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exist  as  to  public  convenience  being  pro- 
moted by  an  early  election.  Even  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  himself 
stated  that  a  great  question  of  public  poliej 
having  been  debated,  and  the  House  having 
arrived  at  a  decision  adverse  to  the  opinion 
entertained  by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  it 
was  important  that  the  opinion  of  the 
country  should  be  taken  without  delay. 
There  was  another  reason  why  the  deci- 
sion of  the  country  should  be  given  as  soon 
as  possible,  and  that  was  that  the  longer 
this  great  question  was  in  debate,  the 
worse  it  would  be  fur  England  and  Ireland. 
If  it  turned  out,  as  was  urged  from  the 
other  side,  that  the  feeling  of  the  country 
coincided  with  that  of  the  minority  of  the 
House,  the  quicker  that  opinion  was  known 
the  better,  in  order  that  Gentlemen  on  the 
Opposition  side  might  give  up  a  fruitless 
agitation.  If,  on  the  contrary,  the  majo- 
rity of  the  people  in  the  country  coincided 
with  the  mojority  of  the  House,  even  Gen- 
tlemen from  the  North  of  Ireland  would 
agree  that  the  sooner  the  question  was 
settled  for  the  interests  of  Ireland  the 
better.  The  saving  of  three  months  dur- 
ing the  present  year  might  be  the  means 
of  saving  much  bad  blood,  o^^itation,  and 
hot  water  in  Ireland.  He  did  not  think 
the  question  whether  or  not  the  present 
Administration  possessed  the  confidence  of 
Parliament  was  of  sufficient  importance  to 
justify  the  putting  of  the  country  to  incon- 
venience in  the  matter  of  a  General  Eleo* 
tion  ;  but  nobody  could  deny  that  owing  to 
exceptional  circumstances  the  Constitution 
of  the  country  was  strained  at  the  present 
time.  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  were  hold- 
ing Office  in  a  manner  that  was  contrary  to 
the  usual  custom  of  this  country.  They 
held  it  in  opposition  to  a  majority  of  the 
House,  upon  a  question  of  the  very  utmost 
importance.  The  Government  had  stated 
that  they  held  Office  simply  because,  in 
the  present  exceptional  circumstances,  they 
found  it  difficult  to  appeal  to  the  country, 
though  they  were  most  anxious  to  make 
such  an  appeal.  He  gave  them  credit  for 
that  being  their  view,  and  upon  the  whole 
he  believed  that  tiiey  had  not  taken  a 
wrong  course  in  determining  to  appeal  to 
the  new  constituencies.  That  however, 
was  only  onother  reason  why  the  Constitu* 
tion  of  the  country  should  be  strained  as 
little  as  possible,  and  that  the  appeal  should 
bo  made  at  the  earliest  possible  opportu- 
nity. These  were  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced him  to  put  his  Question  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
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Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  could  fully  con- 
firm what  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bradford  as  to  the  possi- 
bility of  having  an  election  in  the  middle 
of  October,  and  he  thought  that  only  very 
slight  alterations  would  be  required  in  our 
electoral  machinery  for  the  purpose  of 
accomplishing  that  end;  but  the  real  ques- 
tion to  be  determined  was  whether  the 
House  were  really  desirous  to  have  a  sitting 
in  November?  He  went  so  far  with  his 
hon.  Friend  as  this — that  he  should  be 
very  glad,  in  common  he  was  sure  with 
most  hon.  Members,  to  have  the  opportu- 
nity of  eating  his  Christmas  dinner  in  peace, 
nnd  unless  there  was  to  be  an  election 
during  the  present  year,  that  desirable 
object  could  not  be  attained.  According 
to  the  present  law  Parliament  could  not  be 
dissolved  until  after  the  31st  of  December, 
and  consequently  there  could  be  no  elec- 
tions till  the  beginning  of  January ;  but 
without  going  as  far  as  his  hon.  Friend 
proposed,  and  without  even  attempting  to 
alter  any  part  of  our  electoral  machinery, 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  we  might  have 
an  election  in  December,  so  that  the  new 
House  might  meet  either  in  the  early  part, 
or  the  middle  of  January.  Thus  the  un- 
pleasantness of  canvassing  during  Christmas 
would  be  got  rid  of.  He  would  briefly  in- 
dicate how  this  might  be  accomplished. 
Under  the  present  law  the  lists  must  bo 
handed  over  by  the  Revising  Barristers  to 
the  clerks  of  the  peace  on  the  31st  of 
October,  and  the  clerks  of  the  peace  were 
allowed  two  months  from  that  time  to  pre- 
pare the  lists,  by  putting  them  into  alpha- 
betical order,  and  causing  them  to  be 
printed.  But  prior  to  the  Act  of  last  year 
the  clerks  of  the  peace  were  only  allowed 
one  month  to  prepare  the  lists,  and  were 
obliged  to  have  them  ready  on  the  30th  of 
Nuvember.  Now,  if  a  return  were  made 
as  to  what  was  the  law  on  this  subject 
previous  to  last  year  the  elections  might 
easily  occur  in  the  middle  of  December, 
nnd  the  House  might  then  meet  not  less 
than  thirty-five  days  afterwards,  or  some 
time  in  the  middle  of  January.  That 
would  be  one  way  of  getting  over  the  in- 
convenience and  unpleasantness  of  a  long 
canvass  during  the  winter  months.  He 
did  not,  however,  say  that  the  object  of  his 
hon.  Friend  could  not  bo  accomplished;  for 
he  thought  there  might  bo  an  autumnal 
meeting  of  the  Uouse  in  November,  if  the 
House  desired  it.  That  object  might  bo 
attained,  either  in  the  way  just  sketched 
out  by  his  hon.  Friend,  or  in  the  way  sug- 
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gested  by  the  Solicitor  General  some  even- 
ings ago.  At  all  events,  he  was  sure 
that  all  hon.  Members  must  desire  to 
prevent  the  long  period  of  excitement  which 
would  be  inevitable  if  the  elections  wore 
postponed  till  after  Christmas. 

LordELCHO:  Sir,  last  evening  when 
the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  was  under  discus- 
sion the  late  Lord  Advocate  said  it  was  the 
unanimous  wish  of  the  House  that  the  dis- 
solution should  be  hurried  forward.  I  ex- 
pressed my  dissent  by  a  "No,"  which 
found  a  response  on  both  sides  of  the 
House.  Now  1  think  this  is  a  question 
which  affects  other  persons  in  this  House 
besides  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit 
upon  the  front  Benches.  It  affects  the 
convenience  of  private  Members,  and  the 
interests  of  the  public,  though  I  perceive 
it  is  too  much  regarded  simply  as  a  question 
between  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other.  On  this  side  of  the  House  yon 
have  right  hon.  Gentleman  who,  no  doubt, 
suppose  it  is  not  in  the  interest  of  the 
country  that  a  Government  in  a  minority 
should  continue  in  Office.  On  the  other 
hand,  we  have  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of 
the  House  who  have  thought  it  their  duty 
to  carry  on  the  Government  with  a  minor- 
ity. I  should  remind  the  House,  however, 
that  although  the  Government  were  in  a 
large  minority  on  the  Irish  Church  question, 
yet  they  were  in  a  majority  on  the  great 
constitutional  question  which  has  occupied 
so  much  of  our  time.  Last  year,  when  the 
English  Reform  Bill  was  under  discussion, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  did  all 
he  could  to  carry  certain  propositions  which 
would  have  turned  out  the  Government,  but 
he  failed  to  do  so.  Last  night  we  had  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill  under  discussion,  and 
again  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
against  the  proposition  of  the  Government, 
and  his  party  to  a  certain  extent  supported 
him  ;  but  what  was  the  result  ?  Why,  tlio 
propositions  of  the  Government  were  car- 
ried. On  this  great  constitutional  question, 
therefore,  the  Government  has  been  able  to 
command  a  majority.  Is  there,  then,  any  im- 
portant public  reason  which  would  justify  the 
forcing  of  our  whole  system  of  registration, 
and  the  torturing  of  the  machinery  of  regis- 
tration, in  order  that  two  months,  or  perhaps 
one  month  earlier,  a  vote  may  be  taken  in 
this  House  as  to  which  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  to  be  at  the  head  of  affairs?  I 
maintain  that  there  is  no  public  reason 
which  justifies  or  demauda  that  such  a 
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course  ehoald  be  taken,  and  as  a  private 
Member  I  boldly  say,  that  after  the  hard 
work  of  a  long  Session,  we  ought  not  to  be 
put  to  the  inconvenience  of  spending  the 
months  of  August,  September,  and  October 
in  electioneering.  I  say  boldly  that  I  want 
to  have  those  three  months  free.  I  want 
my  holiday  in  August,  September,  and 
October,  instead  of  having  it  sacrifiocd  in 
order  that  an  early  decision  may  be  como 
to  as  to  whether  this  or  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  be  in  power.  At  the 
samo  time,  1,  with  other  private  Members* 
shall  be  quite  willing  to  make  the  sacriBce 
if  the  public  interest  required  that  that 
decision  should  be  precipitated.  The  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster)  showed  the  great  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  bringing  about  a  dissolution  in 
time  to  enable  the  House  to  re-assemble  on 
the  12th  or  17th  of  November.  You  were 
to  repeal  and  enact,  and,  indeed,  such 
a  description  of  the  difficulties  to  be  got 
over  was  given  that  it  seemed  to  me  the 
argument  by  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
attempted  to  show  how  possible  it  would  be 
to  do,  what  I  hope  is  unnecessary,  proved 
the  impossibility,  or,  at  any  rate,  the  im- 
policy of  doing  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  if  we  postpone  a  dissolution 
we  shall  be  spending  all  the  autumn — the 
time  we  should  naturally  spend  on  the  hills 
of  Scotland,  or  the  hills  of  Switzerland,  or, 
at  any  rate,  in  enjoying  the  country — in 
canvassing  our  constituents.  Let  the  hon. 
Gentleman  speak  for  himself,  if  his  con- 
stituents have  so  little  confidence  in  him 
that  he  has  to  spend  a  whole  holiday  in 
going  about  from  door  to  door  canvassing 
them.  1  hope  my  constituents  have  more 
confidence  in  me  than  to  require  that  I 
should  go  about  from  door  to  door  for  three 
months  waiting  upon  them.  I  maintain 
that  the  public  interests,  to  far  from  re- 
quiring all  this,  require  that  it  should  not 
be  done.  The  hon.  Gentleman  talks  about 
registration  agents,  but  a  letter  appeared  in 
The  Times  this  morning  from  the  gentle- 
man who  is,  perhaps,  the  best  authority  in 
this  kingdom  on  the  question— au  authority 
which,  at  any  rate,  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Goseben)  will 
not  dispute  ;  for  it  is  in  a  great  measure  to 
the  exertions  of  Mr.  Sidney  Smith  the 
Secretary  of  the  Liberal  Registration 
Society  in  London,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues,  including 
the  worthy  Alderman  (Alderman  Lawrence), 
owe  their  seats  in  this  House.  Mr.  Smith's 
opinion  is  not  that  of  a  theorist^  as  the 
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opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
is,  for  the  hon.  Member  is  no  more  compe- 
tent than  any  other  Member  who  ia  not  a 
lawyer,  nor  a  practical  registrar,  to  express 
an  opinion  on  the  subject.  What  does 
this  practical  man  say  ?     He  sayi^* 

"Sir, — May  I  be  permitted  to  a*k*'  [not  on 
'  behalf  of  the  right  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side,  bat]  **  on  behalf  of  the  world  outside  the 
Iloiiso  of  Commons,  what  urgent  necessity  there 
is  for  hastening  the  bnsiness  of  registration  and 
the  dissolution  of  Parliament  ? 

"  If  the  new  constitnencies  are  to  be  properly 
tested,  the  register  most  be  rightly  formed.  £rery 
ofBoial  has  a  new  and  excessively  ill-drawn  Act  to 
understand  and  to  work  ;  every  Revising  Barrister 
has  to  dispose  of  a  fresh  st<itote,  bristling  with 
points  of  doubt  which  will  all  have  to  be  argued 
out,  and  to  reconcile,  if  he  can,  anomalies  betwixt 
the  new  and  the  old  Acts,  which  will  puxzle  all 
concerned." 

The  whole  letter  is  equally  to  the  point. 
Towards  the  close  of  it,  he  says — 

"  It  the  General  Election  is  to  be  anything  bat 
a  scramble,  in  which  nobody  will  be  allowed  time 
to  discover  the  colours  under  which  he  would 
march,  it  should  not  be  before  January  at  the 
earliest." 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Which  party  would 
gain  by  it  ?  Bead  the  latter  part  of  the 
letter. 

Lord  ELCHO  :  I  am  ready  to  read  the 

whole,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  trouble  the 

House.     I   had   marked   that  passage  to 

read — 

"  The  only  fiiction  that  can  gain  by  precipitating 
the  business  of  revision  is  that  which  would  be 
weakest  if  the  new  statute  were  duly  carried 
out,  and  that  is  certainly  not  the  Liberal  party." 

I  never  said  it  was  in  the  hopo  that  you 
would  goin  by  precipitating  things  that  you 
wished  to  precipitate  them.  All  I  say  is 
that  you  are  of  opinion  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  in  the  interests  of  the  public 
that  the  two  sides  of  the  House  should 
change  places — because  you  bolieye  they 
will  ultimately  do  so — two  months  sooner 
than  this  Gentleman  says  is  compatible 
with  a  fair  testing  of  the  constituencies — 
instead  of  a  scramble — which  testing,  he 
says,  ought  to  be  in  January  instead  of 
November.  I  can  enter  into  the  feelings 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  upon 
the  Treasury  Benches — to  a  certain  extent, 
unconstitutionally,  because  they  have  not  a 
real  and  trusty  majority  at  their  backs; 
but  we  must  not  forget  how  they  are  there, 
and  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  inherited  from  Lord  Palmerston 
a  majority  of  70.  ['*  Question  !  "]  There 
can  be  nothing  so  much  to  the  question  as 
that  that  majority  was  destroyed  simply  by 
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tho  action  tnken  on  tins  lide  of  the  House 
—  [••  No,  no!  "  and  '*  Yes,  yes !"]— by  the 
mode  in  which  this  side  of  the  House  was 
led.  I  can  understand  the  feelings  of 
honourable  men,  who  must  naturally  writhe 
under  the  accusations  of  tenacity  to  Office 
which  have  been  made  so  freely  this  Ses- 
sion from  this  side  of  the  House — so  freely, 
indeed,  that  they  had  been  reproved  from 
the  same  side — and  I  therefore  can  under- 
fitAnd  the  anxiety  and  the  strict  sense  of 
duty  which  impel  these  Gentlemen  to  meet 
this  accusation  nt  tho  earliest  opportunity, 
and  even  to  force  the  registration,  so  as  to 
have  the  question  decided  yea  or  nay  whe- 
ther they  are  to  continue  sitting  on  the 
Treasury  Benches.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  interests  and  convenience  of 
private  Members  of  this  House,  and  the 
importance  and  necessity  of  obtaining  a 
purified  register  and  a  fair  decision  from 
the  constituencies,  furnish,  I  maintain, 
stronger  grounds  for  delay  than  can  be 
shown  for  pressing  forward  the  Dissolution 
and  torturing  the  machinery  of  election  in 
the  way  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  suggested. 
Although  it  may  be  painful  to  the  Govern- 
ment, it  is  their  duty  to  hold  on  until  the 
question  at  issue  can  be  fairly  tried,  and 
not  to  put  UB  to  the  unnecessary  inconveni- 
ence we  should  be  put  to  if  the  course  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
were  adopted. 

Mr.  GLAT  said,  he  had  never  accused 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  of  undue 
tenacity  to  Office.  On  the  contrary,  he 
was  of  opinion  that  the  course  they  had 
taken  was  the  right  one.  Although  it 
might  be  doubted  whether  any  Prime 
Minister  ever  had  a  right  to  a  dissolution 
before  leaving  Office,  he  believed  that,  if 
ever  a  Prime  Minister  had  thai  right,  it 
was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
not  on  the  ground  on  which  he  himself  had 
put  it,  that  the  present  Parliament  was 
not  elected  under  his  auspices,  or  those  of 
his  predecessor;  but  because  his  Govern- 
ment had  passed  one  of  the  most  remark- 
able and  important  Acts  in  the  history  of 
this  country,  and  he  had  every  right  to 
ask  whether  the  country  gave  him  credit 
for  it  or  did  not.  Ho  had  his  own  opinion 
as  to  the  answer  that  would  be  given,  and 
thought  the  country  would  rather  give  the 
credit  to  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House ; 
right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
liad  as  good  a  right  to  their  opinion ;  and 
it  certainly  was  a  question  which  they 
were  entitled  to  put  to  the  country.  That 
feeling  waa  verj  general  on  the  Liberal 


side  of  tho  House ;  and  it  was  because 
of  that  that  remarkable  forbearance  had 
been  shown  to  the  Government.  That  for- 
bearance was  entirely  duo  to  tho  very 
peculiar  circumstances  in  which  tlie  Go- 
vernment were  placed.  It  must  be  recol- 
lected that  the  ordinary  chance  of  a  dis- 
solution was  almost  denied  to  the  present 
Government  by  the  necessity  of  appealing 
to  the  new  constituencies.  Nothing  bu( 
the  direst  necessity  would  have  warranted 
the  Government  in  dissolving  with  the 
existing  constituencies.  Under  ordinary 
circumstances,  he  believed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  would  not,  but  for 
this  reason,  have  delayed  a  dissolution  the 
first  time  he  was  beaten  by  a  majority  of 
60.  At  that  time  a  dissolution  would  have 
been  almost  wanton,  and  would  have 
brought  together  a  Parliament  which  could 
have  sat  only  for  a  few  months  and  could 
have  settled  nothing.  It  would  have  been 
a  serious  inconvenience  to  hon.  Members, 
and,  which  is  of  far  greater  importance, 
a  serious  disaster  to  the  country,  to 
have  had  two  dissolutions  within  a  veor 
of  each  other.  It  was  owing  to  these 
circumstances  that  wo  had  not  a  dis- 
solution two  months  ago,  and  that  very 
proper  forbearance  was  shown  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  It  certainly 
behoved  the  Government,  for  the  sake  of 
their  own  characters  and  to  justify  tho 
the  forbearance  to  them  under  circum- 
stances of  peculiar  difficulty,  to  see  that 
not  a  moment  was  lost  in  consuhinjiif  the 
country  as  soon  as  it  was  possible  to  do  so. 
The  country  undoubtedly  expected  it ;  and 
he  had  been  asked  over  and  over  again, 
'*  Do  you  believe  the  Government  hre  sin- 
cere in  telling  us  that  they  will  expedite 
matters  as  much  as  possible  in  order  to 
give  us  an  early  dissolution  ?  "  He  al- 
ways said  he  believed  such  was  their 
intention  ;  and  he  still  held  that  belief. 
Whether  that  were  so  or  not,  it  was  the 
right  thing  for  them  to  do,  and  for  tho 
Opposition  to  insist  upon  as  the  only  means 
of  justifying  the  forbearance  they  had 
shown.  At  the  commencement  of  the 
Session,  looking  forward  to  the  difficulties 
that  were  suro  to  arise,  to  the  probability 
of  the  Government  being  in  a  minority, 
and  to  the  probability  of  a  Vote  of  Want 
of  Confidence  being  moved,  which  he  and 
others,  however,  had  determined  not  to  bo 
parties  to,  it  was  his  idea  that  the  proper 
Business  of  the  Session  was  the  passing  of 
the  Scotch  and  Irish  Reform  Bills,  and  of 
the  Bill  against  Corrupt  Practices  at  Eleo* 
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tiens.     That  was  the  Basinees  that  Parlia- 
ment ought  to  endeavour  to  finish  now, 
and   the  Opposition  ought  to  insist  on  a 
dissolution  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 
Mr.   MILNER    GIBSON:    Sir,   after 
it  has  been  admitted  that  this  Parliament 
would  have  been  dissolved  were  it  not  for 
exceptional  circumstances,   it   appears  to 
mc  that  we  are  not  in  a  position  to  deal 
with  contested  measures,  or  measures  of 
public  importance  about  which  there  may 
be  great  difference  of  opinion.     The  sup- 
plemental meosures  of  Reform  relating  to 
Scotland  and  Ireland — which  may  be  con- 
sidered to  form  part  of  the  original  ques- 
tion of  Reform — should  alone  be  the  mea- 
sures dealt  with  bj   this  Parliament.     I 
have  doubts  whether  the  Bill  with  regard 
to  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  ought  to 
bo  decided  by  this  Parliament,  because  it 
is  proposed  by  it  to  transfer  the  jurisdiction 
over  contested  elections  to  Judges  out  of 
the  House.     And  we  can  never  get  that 
jurisdiction  bnck  if  we  part  with  it,  without 
the  consent  of  tho  other  House.     There- 
fore, a  question  of  that  importance  should 
not  be  disposed  of  by  tho  present  Parlia- 
ment.    There  is  also  the  Telegraph  Bill, 
involving  questions  of  importance  that  will 
lead    to   long  discussions.     There  is  also 
the  measure  relating  to  the  Importation  of 
Foreign  Cattle.     That  will  lead  to  discus- 
sion.    I  think  that  all  these  measures  had 
better  bo  deferred  to  a  new  Parliament, 
rather  than  that  we  should  take  upon  our- 
selves the  responsibility  of  deciding  upon 
them.      This  may   be  considered  a  dead 
Parliament,  and  we  ought  not  to  attempt 
to  settle  these  great  questions  in  it.    I  beg 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  whether  ho  will 
give  us  somo  assurance  that  the  business 
of  the  Session  will  be  limited  to  the  sub- 
jects to  which  I  have  referred  ? 

Sia  RAINALD  KNIGUTLEYBaid,he 
wished  to  remind  the  House  of  the  position 
in  which  they  stood  with  regard  to  the 
Corrupt  Practices  Bill.  In  I860  his  hon. 
Friend  Mr.  Bentinck,  who  was  then  Mem- 
ber for  West  Norfolk,  proposed  as  an  In- 
struction on  going  into  Committee  upon 
Lord  John  Russell's  Reform  Bill  that  the 
Committee  should  have  power  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  bribery  and  corruption. 
Lord  Palmerston,  with  his  usual  good  sense, 
assented  to  that  view,  ond  the  Instruction 
was  adopted.  In  1866  he  (Sir  Rainald 
Knightley)  made  a  similar  Motion.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
thought  proper  to  object  to  it ;  but  the 
Mr.  Clay 


House  re-affirmed  their  former  decision, that 
bribery  and  corruption  were  part  and  parcel 
of  the  same  question.  In  deference  to 
this  repeated  expression  of  opinion,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  last 
year  said  he  would  either  deal  with  the 
question  of  bribery  and  corruption  in  the 
Reform  Bill,  or  on  the  same  night  would 
bring  in  a  separate  measure.  Ho  did  not 
reproach  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
failing  to  carry  out  that  intention,  for  cir- 
cumstances made  it  almost  impossible  to 
do  so.  But  both  sides  of  the  House  were 
pledged  to  deal  with  the  question  of  bribery 
and  corruption,  and  as  soon  as  the  Irish 
and  Scotch  Reform  Bills  were  dealt  with 
he  hoped  that  the  Government  would  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bribery  Bill  without  any 
delay. 

Mk.  OTWAY  said,  he  had  not  hitherto 
uttered  one  word  about  the  ''clinging  to 
Office  "  which  was  said  to  cKaractcrixe  the 
Government  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
had  seen  nothing  of  the  "  writhing  "  pro- 
cess which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho)  had  de- 
scribed as  going  on  upon  the  Treasury 
Benches.  He  was  not  surprised  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  have  taken  advantage 
even  of  this  opportunity  of  expressing  his 
sympathy  with  her  Majesty's  Government. 
But  on  this  occasion  it  seemed  to  be 
wasted.  He*  (Mr.  Otway)  thought  that 
Ministers  retained  their  seats  with  aston- 
ishing calmness  and  composure,  although 
there  had  been  a  Ministerial  crisis  about 
once  a  fortnight.  The  fact  was  that  tho 
question  of  the  gravest  importance  just 
now  was  not  what  party  should  be  in 
Office  ;  the  credit  of  the  House  itself  was 
at  stake.  Of  late  the  House  of  Commons 
had  fallen  into  great  discredit  throughout 
the  country.  Scenes  had  occurred  there 
which  had  rarely  been  witnessed  before ; 
and  those  who  presided  oyer  the  affairs  of 
the  country  had  shown  such  an  indifference 
to  public  opinion  and  to  constitutional  usage 
as  had  never  been  shown  by  any  Govern- 
ment of  recent  days.  Now,  he  did  not 
believe  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  would  say  any- 
thing on  this  matter  which  he  thought 
would  bring  discredit  upon  the  House  of 
Commons.  But  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  it  was  his  earnest  wish  to  dissolve 
as  soon  as  possible,  and  the  Solicitor 
General  added  that  means  might  be  taken 
for  facilitating  a  General  Election,  it  was 
desirable,  that  the  House  should  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
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on  an  early  day  introduce  a  Bill  to  shorten 
the  time  between  the  dissolution  and  the 
elections.  Not  only  was  the  honour  of 
public  men  at  stake  on  this  occasion,  but 
the  Houao  would  remember  that  the  longer 
this  question  of  the  Irish  Church  was  kept 
in  abeyance,  the  greater  would  be  the  tur- 
moil and  tho  disorder  in  Ireland  itself. 
Again,  from  the  moment  the  House  sepa- 
rated it  was  tolerably  certain  that  canvass- 
ins  would  be  carried  on  all  over  the  coun- 
try.  For  instance,  if  ho  (Mr.  Otway) 
gathered  correctly  the  opinions  of  Scotch- 
uien,  the  noble  Lord  must  make  great 
exertions  in  order  to  secure  his  return  for 
Haddingtonshire,  and  would  have  to  make 
a  larger  distribution  of  tobacco  than  at  the 
last  election.  He  believed  the  feeling  of 
the  country  to  be  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  do  all  iu  his  power  to  expe- 
dite the  General  Election,  and  he  trusted 
that  he  would  make  a  declaration  to  that 
effect. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  any  arguments  could  be  advanced  on 
public  grounds  in  favour  of  an  early  dis- 
solution. Hon.  Members  were  well  en- 
titled to  a  quiet  holiday  when  they  left 
Westminster  ;  besides  which,  the  period 
between  the  dissolution  and  January  was 
short  enough  for  the  country  to  form  an 
opinion  upon  the  great  question  of  Popery 
and  Protestantism  on  which  the  new  Par- 
liament would  probably  be  elected. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  with  reference 
to  the  inouiry  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Ashton  (Mr.  Milncr 
Gibson)  as  to  the  conduct  of  Business,  1 
thought  I  had  before  expressed  the  views 
of  the  Government  upon  that  subject.  Our 
opinion  is  that  we  ehould  eon6ne  our 
labours,  generally  speaking,  to  that  which 
is  necessary ;  and  I  should  describe  as 
"  necessary  ''  only  the  supplementary  Re- 
form Bills  and  the  Estimates.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Bribery  and  Corruption  Bill, 
1  myself  should  relinquish  it  with  a  pang. 
It  is,  in  my  opinion,  most  desirable,  if  not 
absolutely  under  the  circumstances,  indis- 
pensable ;  and  if,  after  proceeding  with  the 
supplementary  Reform  Bills,  and  the  Public 
Business  which  is  absolutely  necessary,  we 
have  time  also  to  carry  the  Bribery  and 
Corruption  Bill,  there  will  be  no  lack  of 
effort  on  tho  part  of  the  Government  to 
do  so.  Then,  with  regard  to  other  mea- 
Bures.  We  have  allowed  some  of  them, 
such  as  the  Bankruptcy  Bill,  to  drop. 
There  are,  however,  two  mensures^  whieh 
have  been   especially  alluded  to   by  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman — namely,  the  Tele- 
graphs Bill  and  the  Bill  with  regard  to  the 
Importation  of  Foreign  Cattle  which  have 
not  been  formally  withdrawn.     There  are 
special  reasons  why  these  subjects  should 
be  broaght  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  ;  but  then  it  will  be  for  the  House 
to  express  an  opinion  whether  they  should 
be  proceeded    with  or    not,    or    whether 
certain    objects    of   public    interest   con- 
nected with   them  might  not  be   accom- 
plished without  going  on  with  the  entire 
measures.      With  regard  to  the  inquiry  of 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster)  as  to  the  steps  which  we  in- 
tend to  take  in  reference  to  the  contem- 
plated measure  for  expediting  the  dissolu- 
tion of  Parliament  and  the  appeal  to  the 
new  constituency  in  the  autumn,  I  have 
nothing,  certainly,  more  precise  to  say  than 
I  had  forty-eight  hours  ago,  when  the  sub- 
ject was  introduced  to  my  notice.     It  is 
a  matter  on  which  it  is  useless  to  speak 
unless  you  are   prepared   to   speak   with 
great  precision.     When  I  originally  made 
to  the  House  that  declaration  to  which  tho 
hon.    Member   adverted — namely,  that  I 
was  assured  by  those  in  whom  I  placed  con- 
fidence that  an  autumn  Session  was  prac- 
ticable— and  of  course  at  that  time  I  never 
contemplated  a  Session  earlier  than   No- 
vember— I  felt  that  it  was  a  very  great  ob- 
ject to  obtain  that  result,  and  great  incre- 
dulity was  expressed  by  many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen  opposite.     It  was  even  intimated 
that  I  had  made   a   random   observation 
without  having  cousultcd  the  Law  Officers. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
(Mr.  Bouverie)  brought  the  matter  before 
this  House,   but  he   brought  it   forward 
in  a  spirit   of  scepticism    and    incredu- 
lity, not  for  the   purpose  of  pressing  tho 
Government  to  accomplish  an  autumn  Ses- 
sion— or    facilitating  that    operation,   but 
rather  of  making  some  critical  remarks  by 
which  ho  wished  to  prove  that  it  was  im- 
possible.    Upon  that  occasion  the  Solicitor 
General  —  though  it  has  been   insinuated 
that  I  had  not  consulted  with  the  Law  Offi- 
cers of  the  Crown  on  the  subject — placed 
before  the  House  the  general  conclusions 
at  which  he  had  arrived.     But  that  was 
not  a  mature  statement  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  but  was    rather  intended  to 
show  to  the  House  that  we  were  in  earnest, 
and  had  given  considerable  attention  to  the 
matter.     We   were  obliged  to  make  that 
statement  then  in  self-defence ;  but  it  was 
not  put  forward  by  the  Solicitor  General  as 
a  complete  and  mature  exposition  of  thQ 


1067 


Dissolution  of 


{COMMONSI 


PtirltamefU, 


1068 


views  of  the  Government,  and  the  means 
by  which  they  hoped  to  accomplish  their 
purpose.  Well,  the  subject  has  been  more 
or  less  under  our  consideration  since  tliat 
period,  and  though  some  time  has  elapsedi 
not  a  day  has  been  lost  so  far  as  regards 
the  ultimate  accomplishment  of  our  object. 
Bat  we  had  not  onlv  to  consider  what 
were  the  best  means  by  which  that  ob- 
ject could  be  accomplished  ;  some  regard 
was  also  due  to  the'progress  of  other  Public 
Business,  and  our  calculations  must  be 
affected  in  some  degree  by  that  considera- 
tion. I  said  when  I  spoke  first  that  it 
was  very  important*  that  tho  Boundary 
Bill  should  be  passed  by  the  lOlh  of  June. 
That  was  an  element  in  our  calculation, 
but,  unfortunately,  now  there  is  no  chance 
that  it  can  be  passed  so  soon.  Then  you 
are  to  have  questions  of  boundary  with 
regard  to  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Reform 
Bills  which  are  of  a  very  vague  and  dis- 
turbing character.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
I  am  bound  to  state  that  these  are  diffi- 
culties which  I  think  may  be  overcome  ; 
but,  nevertheless,  we  must  remember  that 
in  preparing  any  proposition  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  it  is  of  tho  utmost 
importance  that  no  suspicion  should  enter 
into  the  minds  of  the  new  constituencies 
of  this  country  that  there  is  any  attempt 
to  neutralize  the  great  privileges  which  we, 
in  my  opinion  most  wisely,  accorded  to 
them  last  year,  by,  as  it  were,  hurrying 
and  hustling  them  in  obtaining  their  elec- 
toral privileges.  And  although  I  have 
liad  schemes  put  before  me  for  reducing 
the  period  of  registration — which  I  must 
say  were  far  from  impracticable,  though 
they  might  have  been  eipensive— but  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind  the  House  would  not 
hesitate  as  to  tho  expense — still,  in  other 
respects  they  proposed  such  a  serious  re- 
duction of  the  time  for  making  claims  and 
defending  and  vindicating  rights,  as  to  re- 
quire the  utmost  delicacy  and  consideration 
on  tho  part  of  this  House,  otherwiee  the 
result  might  be  of  an  undesirable  and 
even  a  calamitous  character.  Because,  if 
there  be  an  impression  after  all  that, 
though  wo  have  given  those  privileges  to 
the  great  body  of  the  people,  yet  at  the 
last  moment  they  have  been  deprived  of 
time  to  avail  themselves  fully  of  their  new 
rights,  the  House  of  Commons  that  would 
be  elected  would  be  one  in  which  the  mass 
of  the  people  would  not  have  confidence. 
That  consideration  has  not  been  absent 
from  the  mind  of  the  Government,  nor 
should  be  absent  from  that  of  the  House 
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for  a  moment,  and  in  any  propositions 
which  we  shall  make  to  accomplish  an 
earlier  dissolution  than  the  law  at  present 
provides,  that  consideration  will  necessarily 
influence  us.  I  must  repeat  to  the  House 
that  no  time  has  really  been  lost,  and  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  giyen  to 
this  subject  a  constant,  and,  I  hope,  a 
candid  consideration. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  there  are  two 
brandies  of  this  subject.  One  of  them 
relates  to  the  Bills  as  to  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ashton  (Mr. 
Milner  Gibson)  has  inquired  whether,  in 
case  they  are  contested,  the  Government 
would  go  forward  with  them  or  not,  and 
on  that  matter  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Minister  of  the  Grown 
is  a  perfectly  just  and  fair  answer.  He  says 
that  in  his  opinion  all  Business  ought  to 
be  dropped  except  the  measures  necessary 
as  a  supplement  to  the  Reform  Act,  unless 
there  be  some  very  special  cases  indeed. 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spe- 
cified in  a  very  fair  manner  all  the  mea- 
sures essentially  supplementary  to  the  Re- 
form Bill.  I  presume  him  to  mean  the 
Irish  Bill,  the  Scotch  Bill,  and  the  Boun- 
dary Bill.  I  think  the  House  entirely 
sympathizes  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  his  strong  desire  to  dispose,  if  possible, 
of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill.  But,  with 
regard  to  the  Foreign  Cattle  Market  Bill 
and  the  Electric  Telegraph  Bill,  we  are 
not  precisely  cognizant  as  yet  of  the  spe- 
cial reasons  which  make  the  Government 
desirous  of  carrying  them  forward  at  this 
moment.  As  to  the  Foreign  Cattle  Mar- 
ket Bill,  I  confess  I  am  very  sceptical, 
if  not  extremely  jealous,  of  the  policy  it 
involves ;  but  I  will  not  give  any  opinion 
upon  it  now.  But,  with  regard  to  the 
other  branch  of  the  question,  I  cannot 
speak  with  quite  so  much  satisfaction.  And 
hero  I  greatly  regret  that,  after  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  introduced  the 
subject  in  a  tone  which  could  give  offence 
to  none,  and  which  involved  no  matter  of 
controversy,  my  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho),  in  that 
indulgence  if  not  of  his  sympathies,  at  all 
events  of  his  antipathies,  found  it  neces- 
sary to  trouble,  perplex,  and  embroil  the 
question  by  tho  introduction  of  very  invi- 
dious, not  to  say  offensive  topics.  Now, 
Sir,  I  must  very  frankly  make  this  protest 
in  the  face  of  the  noble  Lord.  The  noble 
Lord  says  he  is  anxious  for  the  credit  of 
the  House.  It  is  not  for  the  credit  of  the 
House  that  this  matter,  with  respect  to 
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the  time  of  dissolution,  should  he  made  (o 
turn  upon  the  holidays  of  the  noble  Lord 
or  any  other  person.     I  must  say  that  in- 
genuous confession  of  his  is  one  which  I 
must  take  the  liberty  not  to  pass  by  in 
silence,  and  I  think  the  noble  Lord  himself 
will   feel   it  is  not  a  consideration    upon 
which  this  matter  ought  to  turn.     [Lord 
Elgho  :    Hear,   hear.]      I    am   glad   we 
are  agreed  in  that;  it  was  a  part  of  his 
speech  on  which  the  noble  Lord  dwelt  with 
some  emphasis,  and  it  elicited  some  cheers 
from  another  quarter  of  the  House.    Well, 
the   Session  of  Parliament,  by   the  very 
declaration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
IS  a  maimed  and  mutilated  Session.      It 
is  a  Session  in  which  the  House  is  quite 
averse  from  carrying  forward  a  variety  of 
important  measures,  not  simply  from  want 
of  time,  because  we  have  not  yet  reached 
that  period  of  the  year  at  which  measures 
would   have  been    dropped  from  waut  of 
time,  but  on  account  of  the  political  si- 
tuation which  has  arisen.      What  is  that 
situation  ?     On  an   occasion   upon    which 
this  House  arrived  at  certain  votes  with 
regard    to   the   Irish   Church,    the   right 
hon.   Gentleman  attached,  I  will  not  say 
nn    exaggerated,    but    an    enormous   im- 
portance to  those  votes.     I  thought,  how- 
ever, that  there  was  some  degree  of  exog- 
geration  in  the  remark  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  —  that  the  consequences  were 
more  important  and  vital  than  those  of  a 
foreign  conquest.     But  at  the  same  time 
he  recognized,    and   properly  recognized, 
the  facts  then  before  him  as  constituting 
what  we  in  our  peaceful  way  looked  upon 
as  a  constitutional  crisis.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  though  he  did  not  say  so  at 
the   moment,   stated    afterwards  that  the 
votes  of  Parliament  did  not  justly  repre- 
sent the  opinions  of  the  country.     That  is 
the  opinion  which  he  has  ezpresBed,  and 
ho  holds  that  opinion  irrespectively  of  other 
doctrines  to  which    I  do  not   assent,  but 
which    the    right     hon.    Gentleman    has 
sometimes  laid  down  with  regard  to  the 
general   right  of   a   Minister   to   dissolve 
Parliament.      But    with    respect    to   the 
case   of  dissolving   Parliament  when  the 
Advisers  of  the  Crown  consider  that  the 
existing  Parliament  does  not  actually  re- 
present the  country,  they  are  clearly  in  the 
right  when  they  undertake  upon  a  bond  fide 
declaration  of  that  kind  to  appeal  to  the 
sense  of  the  people.      But  do  the  facts 
supply  the  reasons  for  delaying  that  appeal 
which  my  noblo  Friend  said  had  been  sup- 
plied in  this  case  ?     Un'loubtedly,  it  would 


have  been  a  great  waste  of  labour  on  the 
part  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  if  he  had 
entered  into  an  elaborate  argument   and 
exposition  of  facts  which  he  naturally  sup- 
posed to  be  present  to  the  mind  of  every 
man.     The  Government  have  recognised 
them  ;  they  have  declared  that  a  case  had 
arisen  either  for  resignation  of  their  oflSces 
or  for  an  appeal  to  the  people.    Well,  now, 
it  is  the  A  B  C  of   Parliamentary  know- 
ledge that  when  such  an  appeal   to   the 
people  is  to  be  made  under  circumstances 
like  these — that  is  to  say,  as  an  alternatifo 
to  resignation,  it  is  to  be  made  at  the  first 
practicable  moment,  and  I  am  certainly  as- 
tonished that  a  man  of  the  experience  of 
the  noble  Lord  should  have  to  be  instructed 
in  a  truth  so  elementary.     Well,  let  me 
look  back  to  what  has  happened  in  former 
years.     There  were  three  of  those  cases. 
In  1841,  a  case  of  this  kind  arose.     A 
Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence  having  been 
passed,  the  supplies  were  voted  for  a  few 
months.  Parliament  was  dissolved,  and  the 
new  Parliament  met  in  Auj^ust.      [Lord 
Elcho  :    There  had  been  a  Reform  Bill.] 
I  will  come  to  that  presently,  for  I  like  to 
deal  with  things  in  order.     In  all  these 
cases,  it  was  a  matter  of  course,  and  ac- 
cording to  the  practice  of  the  Constitution, 
that  the  appeal   should  bo  made  at   the 
earliest  possible  moment,  and  that  the  new 
Parliament  should  meet  immediately  after 
that   appeal.      The  case  of   I84I   was  a 
remarkable  instance  of  that  kind,  and  in 
neither   instance    was    there    any    direct 
declaration  of    want  of  confidence  in  the 
Government,  but  the  Government  was  in  a 
minority  in  a  general  vague  sense-* not  that 
they  were  unable  to  carry  on  the  Business 
of  the  country,  or  that  they  did  not  some- 
times obtain  majorities  in  the  House  ;  but 
they  were  in  circumstances  which  the  Go- 
vernment itself  recognised  as  rendering  it 
its  duty  to  wind  up  the  business  of   the 
Session,  and  appeal  to  the  people.     The 
appeal  was  made  in  due  course,  and  the 
new  Parliament  met  for  the  purposes  of 
an  autumn  Session.    There  was,  therefore, 
nothing  special  in  the  inquiry  of  my  hon. 
Friend  to  justify  the  noble  Lord  in  going 
out  of  his  way  to  find  or  impute  motives 
to  that  inquiry.     The  affair,  says  the  noble 
Lord,  is  not  an  affair  between  Gentlemen 
on  this  Bench  and  Gentlemen  opposite.    It 
is,  however,  so  far  an  affair  between  different 
Members  of  the  House  that  the  intention 
of   an  appeal  to  the  people  is  that  they 
should  affirm  cither  the  policy  which  has 
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beon  pursued  on  UiU  side  of  the  House, 
or  the  policy  which  has  been  pursued  upon 
that.  Both  sides,  I  am  certain,  with  the 
exception  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  of  an 
hon.  Member  opposite  must  recognize  that 
the  Constitution  requires  the  earliest  pos- 
sible appeal  to  the  people,  in  order  to  bring 
our  machinery  of  Parliamentary  govern- 
ment again  into  play.  Well,  then,  the 
question  is,  how  is  that  to  be  done  ?  Now, 
here,  I  admit,  the  interpolation  of  the 
noble  Lord  is  in  place  ;  that  is  to  say, 
there  has  been  a  new  Reform  Bill,  and 
consequently,  the  question  arises  how  far 
this  matter  is  qualified  by  that  circumstance 
which  renders  the  machinery  of  the  pre- 
sent constituencies  a  machinery  which  it 
is  undesirable  to  use  for  ascertaining  the 
opinion  of  the  people.  Well,  then,  we 
come  to  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  which  was  very  mach  like  an 
authoritative  declaration  that,  according  to 
the  sentiments  and  judgments  of  men  well 
skilled  in  these  matters,  there  might  be  an 
autumn  Session.  That  statement  was 
made,  I  think,  a  full  month  ago.  [Mr. 
W.  E.  FoRSTER  :  On  the  4th  of  May.] 
It  was  made,  my  hon.  Friend  informs  me, 
on  the  4th  of  May,  and  on  the  29  th  of 
May  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gives  us  to 
understand  that  he  does  not  see  his  way  ; 
that  he  has  a  vague  hope  something  may 
be  effected,  but  cannot  say  what  or  when  ; 
and  that  he  cannot  indicate  the  time  when 
ho  will  tell  us  his  intentions.  I  must  say 
there  is  something  very  extraordinary  in 
this  change  of  tone  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  It  was  the  doty  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  know  his  own 
meaning  at  the  time  when  he  told  us  that 
in  the  judgment  of  skilled  and  experienced 
persons  it  was  practicable  to  have  an  au- 
tumn Session.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  no  time  has  been  lost.  I  entirely 
disagree  with  him.  Every  day  that  passes 
is  a  day  lost,  because  the  operation  to  be 
effected  is  an  operation  upon  the  machinery 
of  registration.  It  has  no  connection  with 
the  progress  of  Business  in  this  House. 
The  progress  of  Business  is,  it  may  be, 
yery  important  with  respect  to  a  limited 
number  of  Bills,  and  as  to  those  we  can 
see  our  way  perfectly  well ;  but  what  is 
really  important  is  that  we  should  now  as- 
certain, at  the  earliest  practicable  moment, 
what  can  or  cannot  be  done  to  expedite  the 
operation  of  the  machmery  for  the  new 
registration.  Now,  it  was  with  reference 
to  that  point  that  I  suggested  the  other 
day  that  a  small  Committee  might  possibly 
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afford  a  convenient  instrument  for  arriviog 
at  a  conclusion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  no  response  to  that  suggestion  either 
then  or  to-night ;  and,  of  course,  if  the 
Government  have  a  plan  to  propose,  it 
might  be  more  advantageous  than  to  refer 
the  subject  to  a  Select  Committee.  It  is 
plain,  however,  that  if  day  after  day  and 
week  after  week  slip  from  us,  while  the 
declarations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
instead  of  becoming  more  clear  and  pre- 
cise as  we  approach  the  point,  become  more 
vague  and  ambiguous  and  misty  —  if  we 
pass  the  10th  of  Juno,  when  the  first  step 
in  the  registration  is  to  be  taken,  and  the 
20th  of  June,  when  the  second  step  is  be 
taken,  and  if  all  those  periods  which  we 
intend  to  shorten  are  to  be  allowed  to  slip 
away— why  the  question  will  practically 
decide  itself.  I  wish,  therefore,  to  impress 
on  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
much  more  than  it  seems  to  be  impressed 
at  present  the  gravity  of  this  question,  and 
the  absolute  necessity,  after  he  himself  laid 
the  ground  in  a  declaration  of  the  most 
solemn  kind,  which,  in  my  judgment,  exists 
for  bringing  it  to  an  early  issue.  We  have 
now  come  to  the  Whitsun  holidays,  and 
must  pass  another  week  in  total  ignorance 
of  what  course  the  Government  intend  to 
take.  I  hope  that  when  the  House  re- 
assembles, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
be  in  a  position  to  make  a  distinct  nnd  do- 
terminate  declaration  of  his  intentions. 
If  he  is  not  in  a  position  to  mako  such  a 
declaration,  I  think  that,  looking  to  all  the 
circumstances,  and  to  the  undoubted  and 
unquestionable  argument  applicablo  to  the 
subject,  as  well  as  to  the  precedents  to 
which  I  havo  referred,  it  will  become  ne- 
cessary— in  default  of  just  action  on  the 
part  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown — a  de- 
fault which  I,  for  one,  should  deeply  regret 
— for  independent  Members  to  consider 
whether  they  ought  not  to  take  some  steps 
of  a  definite  character  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  the  judgment  of  Parliament  upon 
the  subject. 

Mr.  PAULL  said,  he  was  glad  that 
reference  had  been  made  to  the  shame  and 
disgust  which  prevailed  out  of  doors  with 
regard  to  the  language  which  had  heen 
used  in  the  House  during  the  last  few 
weeks,  and  which  had  recently  called  forth 
a  cutting  rebuke  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Nottingham  (Mr.  Osborne).  Only  last 
night  an  hon.  Member  gave  the  lie  direct, 
and  was  obliged  to  retract,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  just  do- 
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scribed  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Blcho) 
aa  offensive.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  My  words 
were  **  Not  to  say  offensive."  ]  Well,  that 
was  a  negative  way  of  saying  that  they 
wero  offensive.  There  had  been  a  great 
number  of  dictatorial  speeches,  and  the 
exhibition  of  angry  passions  which  ought 
to  have  been  kept  under  control;  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  not  the  least  dicta- 
torial speech  of  all  was  that  which  had  just 
been  delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  He  could  see  no  reason  why  the 
House  should  listen  to  such  speeches  or 
why  such  language  should  be  used,  and 
surely  those  who  had  most  contributed  to 
the  delays  of  this  Session  had  the  least 
right  to  press  the  Government  to  forego 
the  satisfaction  of  carrying  necessary  and 
desirable  measures.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ashton-under-Lyne  (Mr.  Milner 
Gibson)  in  his  usual  fascinating  manner, 
had  appealed  to  the  Government  to  with- 
draw all  measures  except  those  relating  to 
Reform  ;  but  he  had  omitted  to  mention  a 
little  Bill  which  was  quite  unnecessary  and 
which  might  be  dropped  with  very  great 
advantage  —  the  four-clause  Suspensory 
Bill.  What  justification  could  there  be 
for  proceeding  with  that  Bill,  which  would 
throw  all  ecclesiastical  affairs  in  Ireland 
into  confusion  for  twelve  months  ?  How 
had  the  proper  Business  of  the  Session 
been  delayed  but  by  the  sudden  introduction 
of  proposals  for  disestablishing  the  Irish 
Church?  What  object  that  procedure 
could  Bene,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  could  best  say.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  well  the  fire- 
brand he  was  throwing  down.  In  fact,  of 
all  the  Bills  before  the  House  there  was 
none  for  which  there  was  less  cause  than 
the  Bill  in  question.  A  Suspensory  Bill 
ought  not  to  have  been  introduced  unless 
there  was  a  reasonable  certainty  that  within 
the  twelvemonth  during  which  it  was  to  be 
in  operation  permanent  legislation  would 
take  place  ;  but  he  could  see  no  such  cer- 
tainty in  this  case.  For  his  own  part, 
considering  that  long  intervals  between  dis- 
solutions and  elections  were  extremely  in- 
convenient and  expensive,  he  should  like 
to  get  the  election  over  within  a  fortnight 
of  the  close  of  the  Session,  so  that  Mem- 
bers might  begin  their  holidays  with  their 
difficulties  over  ;  but  it  was  only  right 
that  time  should  be  given  to  the  country 
to  consider  the  questions  at  issue.  It  took 
some  time  to  arouse  the  political  feelings 
of  the  people,  and  he  trusted  that  during 


the  next  few  months  the  country  would 
consider  the  position  of  the  Church  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  results  which  would  follow 
to  the  Church  of  England  if  the  Irish 
Church  were  disestablished.  It  was  but 
fair  that  the  people  should  have  time  to 
reflect  on  the  changes  which  had  been  pro- 
posed, and  to  consider  whether  they  should 
support  the  present  Government  or  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  He  hoped 
that  a  dissolution  would  not  be  pressed 
forward  too  hastily,  but  that  the  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  registration  and  other  matters 
would  be  fully  considered  and  carefully  in- 
vestigated by  the  proper  authorities. 

Mr.  COGAN  said,  they  had  at  last  got  an 
avowal  as  to  the  cause  why  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  dissolution  was  thought  to  be 
desirable,  namely — that  they  might  have 
an  opportunity  of  getting  up  a  cry.  He 
thought  it  greatly  to  be  deprecated  that  an 
attempt  should  be  made  by  any  political 
party  to  get  up  a  religious  cry.  Nothing 
would  be  more  disastrous  to  the  interests 
of  the  country  than  to  inflame  the  passions 
of  the  people  on  the  ground  of  religion. 
He  believed  no  cry  was  likely  to  do  such 
permanent  injury  to  the  country,  or  to  in- 
flict more  indelible  mischief  and  disgrace 
on  those  engaged  in  getting  it  up.  Whe- 
ther or  not  it  would  be  successful  he  could 
not  say;  but  they  had  already  seen  the 
peace  of  this  country  broken  by  religious 
riots  in  the  North  of  England,  and  he  be- 
lieved a  most  serious  responsibility  would 
rest  on  any  Minister,  however,  eminent  his 
fame  and  talent  might  bo,  who  lent  the 
sanction  of  his  high  authority  to  raising 
a  religious  cry,  whether  that  of  '*  No 
Popery,"  or  "No  Protestantism.*'  There 
had  been  other  ominous  signs  and  indica- 
tions, though  of  a  minor  nature,  as  to  the 
course  of  proceedings  intended  to  be  taken. 
A  Notice  of  Motion  given  by  a  Member  of 
that  House  had  been  distorted  and  mis- 
represented in  a  way  which,  during  his 
experience  of  Parliament,  which  now  ex- 
tended over  sixteen  years,  he  had  never 
seen  equalled.  He  alluded  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  Notice  given  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Clare  (Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen)  for 
the  insertion  of  clauses  in  the  Oaths  Bill  had 
been  vilified  and  misrepresented  in  double- 
leaded  columns  in  an  organ  of  the  party  op- 
posite, and  to  the  extraordinary  interpreta- 
tion put  upon  it  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Haddingtonshire  a  short  time  back. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
refers  to  a  past  debate,  which  he  is  not  at 
liberty  to  do. 
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Mr.  COGAN  said,  he  would  not  parsue  f  thouglit  proper  to  refer  the  Bobject  to  a 
the  topic  further.  He  thought  it  a  serious  Select  Committee.  He  understood  that 
matter  that  these  religious  questions  should  i  some  changes  had  been  made  by  the  Com- 
be stirred  in  this  manner,  and  the  public  |  mittce,  which  would  have  to  be  discussed, 
passions  inflamed.  The  sooner  the  issue  i  and  cither  adopted  or  rejected  bj  the 
was  taken  the  better  for  the  country.  He  .  House.  Until  that  was  done,  it  was  im- 
sincerely  believed  that  the  condition  of  possible  to  say  in  wiiat  way  the  registra* 
Ireland  was  was  one  of  Tory  serious  im-  tion  could  best  be  facilitated.  Ue  tras  pre- 
port,  and  if  not  soon  remedied  might  be  a  '  pared  to  say  on  behalf  of  the  GoTcrnment 
cause  of  permanent  disaster  to  the  interests  i  that  they  did  not  go  back  in  any  sense  from 
of  the  Empire.  There  was  a  lull  at  this  what  they  had  stated.  At  that  Tcry  mo- 
moment  in  the  dangers  of  Fenianism  ;  but  :  ment,  those  who  were  acquainted  with  the 
he  trusted  the  House  and  the  country  j  matter,  were  waiting  and  watching  for  the 
would  not  be  led  into  false  security  by  the  i  completion  of  tlie  Boundary  Bill,  and  the 
peril  appearing  to  have  passed  away  for  Government  were  prepared,  if  the  oppor- 
the  moment,  and  that  the  hopes  excited  by  tunity  were  given  them,  to  hasten  a  disso- 
the  course  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  |  lution  as  much  ns  it  was  proper  to  do. 


man  the  Member  for  South  Lancashire, 
and  affirmed  by  a  majority  of  tho  House, 
might  not  be  indeflnitcly  postponed.     No- 


Mu.  CARDWELL  said,  he  had  heard 
with  very  great  pleasure  tho  statement  just 
made  by  the  Secretary  of   State  for  tho 


thing  could  be  more  injurious  to  the  pros-  Home  Department.  When  the  First  Mi 
perity  of  the  Empire,  or  to  tho  interests  of  nister  of  the  Crown  made  his  statement 
Ireland,  than  that  the  faith  of  the  country  on  the  4th  of  May,  he  asked  him  whether 
in    the   wisdom   of   Parliament  should  be  |  he  had  spoken  after  consultation  with  the 


shaken,  and  that  the  public  should  be  led 
to  think  they  had  no  redress  for  the  evils 
that  oppressed  that  portion  of  the  Empire. 
He  believed  in  the  justice  of  the  English 
people,  and  was  happy  to  think  that  the 
efforts  to  create  discord  had  to  a  great  ex- 
tent failed.     He  looked  forward  with  con- 


Law  Officers  of  the  Crown?  lie  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  givo 
him  an  assurance,  and  he  had  since  re- 
mained in  the  hope  that  he  would  do  so, 
and  would  then  make  a  more  definite  state- 
ment to  the  House.  He  had  never 
taken  any  step   to  press  the  right  hon. 


fidence  to  the  public  supporting  that  policy  Gentleman,  though  ho  hod  certainly  ex- 
whioh  was  directed  to  tho  maintenance  of '  pected  to  hear  something  more  definite, 
union  and  harmony  between  both  branches  |  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  statement  now 
of  the  Empire,  and  which  would  ultimately,  f  made  by  the  Secretary  of  State  was  satis- 
he  trusted,  attain  a  prosperous  issue.  ;  factory,  and  he  hod   no  doubt  that  after 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he  j  the  Recess  the  House  would  receive  some 
very  much  regretted  that  the  discussion  '  definite  proposal  from  tho  Government  ou 
had  not  been  continued   in   the   tone   in  ;  the  subject. 

which  it  had  been  introduced  by  the  hon.  ,  Colonel  SYKES  said,  ho  wished  to 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  ,  ]jnow  whether  tho  two  Bills  having  refc- 
The  question  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  i  rence  to  the  Government  of  India  would 
was  a  very  simple  one.     With  respect  to  |  be  proceeded  with  ? 

tho  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  j      Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  ho  would   make 
opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone),  that  the  Govern-    inquiry  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
ment   were  going   back    from   something  ,  lary  of  State  for  India  as  to  the  Bills,  and 
they  had  stated  before,  he  entirely  repu-  j  take  an  early  opportunity  of  stating  the 
diated  any  such  insinuation.  He  asked  the    intentions  of  tho  Government. 
House  whether  it  would  be  possible  to  in< 
troduce  a  Eegistration  Bill,  or  to  adopt ;      Motion  agreed  to, 
means  to  facilitate  tho  registration,   until  ' 

they  knew  what  tho  boundaries  of  tho  bo-        House,  at  rising,  to  adjourn  till  ThMrs- 
roughs  were  to  be,  and  until  the  matters  ,  ^<*y  n®*t. 
were  settled  which  were  to  be  the  basis  of  ' 

the  registration?     When   his   right    hon.  SUPPLY. 

Friend  made  his  statement,  he  expected        ^  ,     ^     /. 
that  the  question   of  the   Boundary    Bill        Order  for  Committee  read. 
would  have  advanced  much  more  rapidly.  '      Motion  made,  and    Question    proposed, 
The  House,  however,  although  it  was  tho    "  That   Mr.   Speaker   do   now  leavo    tho 
Commission  of  their  own  appointing,  had    Chair.** 

J/r,  Speaker  ' 
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PARLIAMENT— RULES  OF  TUE   HOUSE. ! 

RESOLUTION.  ! 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he  rose ' 
to  call  attention  to  Rule  164  of  *<  The 
Rules,  Orders,  and  Forms  of  Proceedings 
of  the  House  of  Commons" — namely,  "No 
Member  may  allude  to  any  Debate  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament/'  and  to  its 
frequent  infraction  or  evasion,  and  to 
inovo  that  it  be  rescinded.  These  Rules 
were  often  treated  liko  a  net  which  was 
&tron||[  enough  to  stop  the  little  fishes, 
but  which  the  great  fishes  broke  through 
whenever  it  so  pleased  them.  Now  he 
could  not  understand  the  use  of  Rules 
that  were  not  to  be  uniform  in  their 
operation.  All  Members  of  that  House 
were  presumed  to  be  on  a  footing  of  per- 
fect equality.  They  rccognixed  no  social 
rank  as  giving  any  preponderance  in  the 
estimation  of  the  House  ;  a  noble  Lord 
had  no  greater  weight  than  his  talents  and 
character  might  give  him  in  their  debates, 
and  no  advantage  over  another  person  who 
was  a  Commoner.  A  Minister  was  no  more 
than  a  Member.  He  was,  therefore,  not 
ready  to  givo  one  Member  impunity  in 
infringing  this  law  ;  an  impunity  not  ex- 
tended to  others,  simply  because  he  had 
occupied  the  position  of  a  Minister  in  this 
House.  He  had  noticed  that  when  any- 
thing had  occurred  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  which  excited  interest  in  this 
House,  hon.  Members  who  had  been  in 
office  previously,  and  who  expected  to  be 
in  Office  again,  were  habitually  accustomed 
io  disregard  the  Rule  in  question,  and  to 
refer  to  debates  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  and  even  to  give  the  speakers' 
names,  repeating  the  ipsissima  verba  of 
their  speeches,  without  even  going  through 
the  formality  of  apologizing  or  asking  per- 
mission before  doing  so.  lie  was  always  de- 
sirous of  avoiding  direct  personal  reference 
to  Members  of  the  House,  and  therefore 
ho  would  not  mention  the  particular  occa- 
sion to  which  he  referred  ;  but  it  must  be 
within  the  recollection  of  the  House  that, 
on  a  recent  occasion,  the  Rule  to  which  he 
alluded  was  completely  broken  through. 
Rut  minor  Members  were  not  allowed  to 
infringe  the  Rule  without  being  called  to 
Order.  Though  personally  not  in  favour 
of  restricting  Parliamentary  freedom,  be 
thought  that  if  the  Rule  were  not  to  be 
observed  in  high  quarters,  it  would  be  bet- 
ter to  abrogate  it  entirely.  There  was 
another  Rule  of  the  same  kind,  which  had 
been  opplied  to  an  hon.  Member  only  a  few 


minutes  ago.    It  was  of  precisely  the  samo 

I  character  as  the  other,  and  it  was  for  tho 

i  credit  of  the  House  that,  if  applied  to  one, 

;  it  should  be  applied  to  all.     He  held  that 

I  Members  of  that  House  were  completely 

:  on  a  par  one  with  another,  though  one 

I  might  excel  his  fellows  in  some  qualifica- 

I  tions   for   public  distinction,  just  as   the 

horses  which  ran  for  the  Derby  two  days 

ago  were  all  blood  horses,  almost  exactly 

equal  in  breed  and  training,  though  one 

might  come  in  a  head  or  a  neck  in  front 

of  another  at  the  end  of  the  race.     He  did 

not  put   his   own  judgment   against    tha 

experience  of  centuries  which  had  estab* 

lished  the  Rule,   but  he  desired  that  his 

Motion  should  be  proposed  from  tho  Chair 

pro  formdf  so  that  the  subject  might  be 

discussed. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  tho  word  "  That "  to  tho  end 
of  the  QuoBtion,  in  order  to  add  tho  words  "  tho 
rule  of  this  Uouse,  *  that  no  Member  may  allude 
to  any  Debate  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,' 
be  rescinded,"— (ifr.  Darb^  Qriffith,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
says  that  he  desires  to  put  this  Motion  p%'o 
formd;  but  the  fact  is  that  there  is  no  such 
Rule  in  existence,  in  a  shape  that  it  can  be 
formally  rescinded.  Certain  Rules  are  to 
be  found  in  a  book  which  defines  what  the 
observances  of  Parliament  are ;  but  they 
are  not  in  the  nature  of  Standing  Orders. 
There  is  no  Standing  Order  dealing  with 
this  subject,  or  anything  that  can  be  re- 
scinded in  the' manner  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member.  I  will,  however,  put  his 
Motion  if  he  desires  it. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  ho 
would  ask  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  Question  of 
Order,  whether  he  could  not  enforce  these 
Rules,  and  whether  he  would  not  enforce 
Rule  164  against  any  private  Member ; 
and  also  whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that 
Rule  160  had  that  very  evening  been  en- 
forced in  the  case  of  a  private  Member  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Certainly,  if  any  hon. 
Member  infringed  Rule  164,  which,  as  I 
said,  is  au  account  of  the  practice  of  Parlia- 
ment, I  should  feel  it  my  duty  to  put  that 
Rule  in  force  ;  and  I  trust  that  I  should  do 
so  with  impartiality  in  the  case  of  any  hon. 
Member  who  transgresses  it.  But  the 
matter  can  be  very  easily  arranged.     If 
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the  hon.  Member  desireB  the  lair  of  Par- ;  of  replies  io  the  argaments  of  Members  of 
liament  should  be  laid  down  that  allusions  i  this  Houso.  With  respect  to  the  rescind- 
to  debates  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment should  be  permitted,  it  would  be 
more  proper  for  him  to  put  his  Motion  in 
that  shape  than  in  the  form  in  which  it 
stands  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  understood  the 
hon.  Qontleman — though  what  has  fallen 


ing  of  this  Rule  Her  Majesty's  GoTernment 
will,  no  doubt,  haye  their  own  opinion  upon 
that ;  but  1  conceiye  this  Rule,  like  OTcry 
other  Rule  of  the  House,  must  bo  applied 
with  discretion.  There  is  no  rule  more 
rigidly  observed  amongst  us,  than  that  no 
Member  should   speak  more  than   once; 


from  him  is  not  very  clear— to  cast  some  but  it  constantly  happens — sometimesinthe 
censure  upon  me  for  having  made  allusion  >  case  of  a  Minister,  sometimes  in  the  case 
to  debates  in  the  House  of  Lords.  of  a  Member  who  has  been  attacked — that 

Ma.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  :  I  do  not  the  House  by  a  just  instinct  relaxes  tlie 
presume  to  censuro  the  right  hon.  Gen-  rule  in  his  fayour  on  grounds  of  public 
tlcman.  ;  oonvenience,  and  he  is  not  only  allowed, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Well,  I  do  not  but  encouraged,  to  infringe  the  rule.  These 
mean  to  complain  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  are  customs  which  are  a  good  deal  more 
censures  or  observations  whichever  he  honoured  in  the  observance  than  in  the 
meant.  What  I  wish  to  say  is  this,  that  breach  in  ordinary  circumstances;  but  pccu- 
it  appears  to  me  that  referenco  to  debates  liar  circumstances  will  arise  from  time  to 
in  tho  Houso  of  Lords  is,  as  a  general  time,  and  the  good  sense  of  the  House 
rule,  very  improper  and  inexpedient ;  but  may  be  trusted  to  discern  the  cases  in 
cases  may  occur  in  which  it  would  not  only  which  it  is  better  to  allow  the  custom  to  be 
not  be  improper  and  inexpedient,  but  in  .  broken  through.  But  now,  with  regard 
which  it  would  enter  into  the  obligations  of  \  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  wish  to  return 
Members  of  Parliament  to  do  so.  I  can  |  his  animadversions  upon  himself  for  one 
say  for  myself  that  I  have  been  extremely  i  word  which  he  used  in  the  course  of  his 
rigid  in  abstaining  from  all  references  to  [  observations.  He  spoke  as  if  you.  Sir, 
the  House  of  Lords  in  any  matter  of  gene-  >  only  enforced  this  Rule  against  private  Mem- 
ral  controversy.  I  think  I  may  say  that  hers.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  know  the  defi- 
during  my  public  life,  extending  now  over  nition  of  a  private  Member;  but  if  there 
thirty-six  years,  I  do  not  remember  to  have  '  be  a  definition  strictly  applicable  to  that 
referred  to  anything  said  in  tho  House  of  word,  it  includes  all  persons,  except  Mr. 
Lords  except  on  two  occasions,  and  both  Speaker  himself  and  the  Gentlemen  who 
of  these  were  in  the  present  year.  They  are  Officers  under  the  Crown.  I  am  sure 
were  cases  which  did  not  refer  to  myself,  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  admit  that  it  is 
but  they  were  cases  where  the  position  of  impossible  to  apply  these  Rules  in  a  more 
the  House  of  Commons  was  involved.  It  equal  or  impartial  manner  than  is  now 
appears  to  me  that  in  cases  where  a  Mem-  done  in  the  conduct  of  Public  Business  and 
ber  of  tho  House  of  Commons  thinks,  whe- ;  the  regulation  of  our  proceedings, 
thcr  rightly  or  wrongly,  that  a  declaration  Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  hoped  the 
made  by  a  Minister  in  the  House  of  Lords  Houso  would  always  support  that  Rule; 
is  material  to  tho  position  of  tho  Houso  of   because  he  thought  it  prevented  contro- 


Commons,  it  is,  I  do  not  say  his  duty  to 
refer  to  that  declaration  as  having  been 


versies  and  recriminations  between  the  two 
Houses,  while  it  had  a  tendency  to  promote 


made  in  the  House  of  Lords,  but  it  is  his  |  mutual  courtesy  and  softened  the  manners 
duty  to  get  at  that  declaration  in  any  man-  i  of  a  popular  assembly,  which  required  some 
ner  he  can,  and  make  it  part  of  the  subject-  restriction  of  that  kind.  He  trusted,  there- 
matter  of  discussion  in  this  House.  So  fore,  that  the  House  would  not  sanction 
again,  if  a  Member  thinks,  whether  rightly  the  criticism  of  the  hon.  Member  nor  the 
or  wrongly,  but  in  good  faith,  that  remarks  object  to  which  it  would  lead.  As  to  any 
havo  been  made  in  the  House  of  Lords  dis- :  observation  which  might  seem  to  impugn 
paraging  to  this  Houso,  he  would  be  ful-  the  impartiality  of  Mr.  Speaker,  ho  could 
filling  his  duty,  rather  than  doing  a  thing  only  say,  speaking  for  those  who  sat  on 
calling  for  any  apology,  in  referring  to  :  that  (the  Ministerial)  side,  that  there  cx- 
them.  I  do  not  conceive  that  any  refer-  isted  only  one  feeling-^that  Mr.  Speaker 
ence  ought  to  be  made  to  the  House  of  >  exercised  his  functions  with  an  impartial 
Lords  except  in  those  two  cases;  but  I  must  I  discrimination  towards  both  sides  of  the 
add  that  I  havo  heard  many  speeches  in  1  House, 
the  House  of  Lords  which  consisted  simply       Mr.   DARBY   GRIFFITH   disclaimed 
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any  intention  to  impugn  the  Speaker's  im- 
partiality, and  said  be  would  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Amendment,  hy  leave,  withdraum. 


COAL  MINES.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GREENE  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  The  intention  of  the  GoYern- 
niont  on  the  Committee  on  Coal  Mines  ? 
With  respect  to  accidents  in  coal  mines  be 
was  satisfied,  from  conyersations  which  he 
Iiad  had  with  the  owners  of  these  mines, 
that  the  number  of  them  might  be  greatly 
reduced,  and  he  thought  the  House  ought 
to  give  its  calm  and  dispassionate  consider- 
ation to  that  important  subject.  He  de- 
sired to  impress  upon  the  House  that  the 
inspectors  did  not  visit  the  mines  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  be  of  any  practical  use  in  the 
prevention  of  accidents.  He  thought  that 
much  good  might  be  effected  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  educated  and  practical  men  to 
act  under  the  present  inspectors  of  mines. 
He  knew  it  was  a  disputed  question  whe- 
ther by  the  appointment  of  official  inspec- 
tors the  responsibility  of  the  owners  of 
mines  might  not  be  weakened  ;  but  be  was 
himself  convinced  that  active  and  competent 
oflScers,  carrying  out  an  efficient  system  of 
inspecting  mines  from  time  to  time,  would 
do  much  practical  good  in  preventing  these 
most  deplorable  casualties.  They  had  had 
a  Report  presented  to  that  House  from  a 
Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  this 
subject,  but  no  action  whatever  had  been 
taken  upon  that  Report.  He  regretted 
that  a  question  which  involved  the  lives 
and  health  and  comfort  of  so  large  a  class 
of  the  industrial  population  should  attract 
BO  little  interest  in  the  House.  He  had 
been  asked  why  he  took  up  the  question, 
and  his  reply  was  that  he  might  be  re- 
garded as  impartial  on  the  question,  be- 
cause he  had  no  interest  in  coal  mines  and 
did  not  represent  a  coal  country.  His  own 
opinion  was  that  any  inquiry  into  this  sub- 
ject should  be  entrusted  to  a  Commission 
composed  of  eminent  scientific  men.  They 
all  knew  that  in  time  of  battle  a  man 
valued  his  life  at  very  little ;  but  that  in 
time  of  peace  he  valued  it  greatly.  If  he 
should  be  a  Member  of  the  Reformed  Par- 
liament he  would  endeavour  to  attract  its 
attention  to  this  subject,  and  he  would  not 
leave  it  till  he  had  seen  a  fair  and  honest 
attempt  made  to  grapple  with  it.  He 
would  just  say  that  he  did  not  wish  to  in- 


terfere   with    any  arrangement    between 
masters  and  men. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  the  hon.  Member 
had  misunderstood  his  relations  with  the 
House  if  he  imagined  that  there  was  the 
other  evening  the  least  indisposition  on  the 
part  of  the  House  to  entertain  this  ques- 
tion. The  fact  was  the  hon.  Member 
brought  it  forward  at  a  most  inopportune 
moment.  He  received  an  intimation  to 
that  effect  from  the  House ;  and  there  was 
a  feeling  that  he  did  not  do  justice  to  the 
gravity  of  the  subject;  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber introduced  it  as  a  new  one,  as  if  he 
had  suddenly  discovered  that  something 
ought  to  be  done,  while,  in  fact,  the  House 
had  thirty  years  ago,  and  upon  many  oc- 
casions since,  devoted  much  attention  to  it, 
and  Parliament  had  passed  an  Act  to  pre- 
vent accidents  in  coal  mines.  Since  the 
passing  of  the  Act  the  House  had  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  to  make  inquiries 
into  the  subject,  and  that  Committee, 
which  was  presided  over  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Neate), 
had  sat  during  three  Sessions,  and  had 
received  a  considerable  amount  of  scien- 
tific evidence  from  persons  practically 
acquainted  with  the  working  of  mines. 
After  the  conclusion  of  the  inquiry  his 
hon.  Friend  prepared  an  elaborate  Report, 
which  was  presented  to  the  House  at 
the  close  of  last  Session.  At  the  begin- 
ning of  this  Session  his  hon.  Friend  asked 
him  (Mr.  Ayrton)  what  course  he  should 
take,  and  his  answer  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  be  allowed  a  certain  time 
to  carry  out  the  recommendations  in  the 
Report ;  and  that  if  they  failed  to  do  their 
duty  then  it  would  be  his  duty  to  bring  the 
Report  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  and  to  urge  the  Government  to  do 
something  upon  it.  Whilst  that  point  was 
under  consideration  they  were  surprised  to 
find  that  the  hon.  Member  had  placed  a 
Motion  on  the  Paper  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Royal  Commission.  Now,  if  that 
Notice  meant  anything  it  could  only  have 
a  tendency  to  disparage  the  labours  of  that 
Committee,  and  to  re-open  the  whole  in- 
quiry. [Mr.  Greene:  Hear,  hear!]  If 
that  was  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  he 
would  put  it  to  the  House  whether  he  had 
done  any  useful  service  to  the  mining  popu- 
lation of  the  country  ?  The  result  had 
been  that  the  hon.  Member,  from  his  want 
of  knowledge,  perhaps,  had  himself  practi- 
cally obstructed  the  progress  of  the  question 
more  than  anyone.  [iNlr.  Greene:  No!] 
Bat  be  did  do  so.     He  had  illustrated  the 
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Mr.  Greene: 
lave  rendered 


old  adage,  ''Moat  haate,  worst  speed."  If 
he,  instead  of  suddenly  rushing  into  this 
question  liad  taken  the  trouble  to  inform 
himself  correctly  of  what  had  been  done 
during  the  past  thirty  years — 
I  had  done  so.] — he  would 
more  service  than  by  plunging  into  it,  and 
in  bringing  it  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House  in  the  manner  in  which  he  had 
done.  If  the  hon.  Member  had  informed 
himself,  he  had  not  done  so  with  the  ad- 
vantage which  might  have  been  expected. 
The  fact  was,  through  the  course  he  had 
taken  ho  had  prevented  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  from  bringing  the  Report 
under  the  notice  of  the  House.  Nothing 
would  be  more  useless  than  appointing  a 
roTing  Commission,  to  take  what  was  called 
scientific  evidence.  Having  taken  part  in 
the  labours  of  the  Committee  ho  trusted 
their  Beport  would  receive  the  attention  of 
the  Government,  and  that  the  Home  Secre- 
tary would  intimate  that  evening  what 
course  the  Government  proposed  to  adopt 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  effect  to  their  re- 
commendations. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  was  very  glad 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  tho  Tower  Hamlets  (l/Lr,  Ajrton)  had 
justified  tho  House  from  the  aspersions  cast 
upon  them  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bury  St. 
Edmunds  (Mr.  Greene),  because  the  hon. 
Member  would  have  led  the  country,  and 
the  miners  in  particular,  to  imagine  that 
thcro  was  on  indifference  felt  in  that  House 
to  protect  the  lives  and  interests  of  the 
working  population  of  this  country,  of 
whom  the  miners  were  as  good  specimens 
as  could  be  found;  while  from  his  own 
knowledge  thcro  had  been  an  earnest  de- 
sire to  endeavour  to  legislate  practically 
upon  it  in  order  that  the  lives  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  might  be  preserved.  He 
thought  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
was  unnecessary.  What  was  wanted  was 
practical  legislation,  and  not  further  in- 
quiry ;  and  this  was  confirmed  by  Mr. 
M'Donnell,  the  President  of  tho  Miners' 
Union,  who,  indeed,  had  stated  that  if  the 
Act  already  parsed  were  put  into  force, 
protection  could  be  given  to  the  miners. 
There  were  ample  powers  under  the  Mines 
Inspection  Act,  if  properly  and  judiciously 
exercised,  to  establish  a  healthy  state  of 
ventilation  in  mines,  if  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  would 
only  put  them  in  operation.  Thero  was 
also  power  to  fence  off  places  suspected 
to  contain  explosive  gases  ;  but  to  uso 
these  powers  effectively  it  was  necessary 
J/r.  Ayrton 


thero  should  bo  proper  inspeetion  ;  the 
present  inspection  was  deficient  in  quan- 
tity. There  were  twelve  inspectors  of 
mines,  and  some  of  these  gentlemen  had 
600  mines  to  inspect,  a  matter  physically 
impossible.  Tho  two  greatest  accidents 
in  recent  years  were  those  at  the  Oaks 
and  the  Forndalo  Collieries,  and  it  was 
alleged  that  the  Oaks  pit  had  not  been 
inspected  for  five  years.  The  only  ques- 
tion between  the  Committee  and  the  miners 
was  this :  tho  Committee  recommended  the 
appointment  of  more  inspectors,  the  pre- 
sent system  of  inspection  being  inefiicient; 
and  the  miners  recommended  the  appoint- 
ment of  men  of  their  own  class  as  sub-in- 
spectors. They  said  that  the  class  of  men 
who  filled  tho  position  of  overmen  and 
viewers  were  sufficiently  scientific  for  the 
purpose  of  inspection.  If  it  should  be  ob- 
jected that  these  gentlemen  recommended 
themselves  for  the  position,  his  answer 
would  be  that  it  would  be  well  that  they 
should  have  something  to  look  forward  to, 
and  that  a  position  of  trust  was  a  proper 
object  for  the  ambition  of  those  men  who 
raised  themselves  above  their  fellow-work- 
men. The  miners  proposed  that  the  sub- 
inspectors  should  have  power  to  enter  the 
pits  at  all  times,  but  that  they  should  not 
interfere  with  the  working  of  them,  nor 
say  one  word  to  tho  men  ;  but  if  thcj 
should  see  any  reason  for  increased  ven- 
tilation, they  should  report  to  that  effect 
to  one  of  the  head  Inspectors,  and  he 
should  go  and  inspect  tho  mine  himself; 
and  they  further  said  that,  with  a  proper 
system  of  inspection,  accidents  would  be 
minimized,  and  that  such  an  accident  as 
the  one  at  the  Oaks  Collierv  would  not 
occur.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  great  Irish 
question,  which  had  put  a  stop  to  all  prae- 
tical  legislation  for  this  Session,  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  been  prepared  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  carry  out  the  views  of 
the  Select  Committee.  There  was  a  great 
anxiety  throughout  the  whole  mining  po- 
pulation of  the  country  that  something 
should  be  done,  and  should  the  present 
Government  remain  in  Office,  he  hoped 
they  would  be  prepared  to  deal  with  the 
subject. 

Me.  NEWDEGATE  eaid,  he  did  not 
think  blame  ought  to  bo  attached  to  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Bury  St.  Edmunds  (Mr. 
Greene)  fur  having  brought  this  question 
again  under  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
On  the  last  occasion  when  the  subject  was 
before  them  a  count  out  took  place  ;  and 


1085 


Si'oii  at  Atht&n,  (Mat  29,  1868}  Stales/  Bridge,  ^c. 


1086 


Bucb  an  occurrence  was  cftlculated  to  lead 
the  miners  to  suppose  that  their  interests 
were  neglected  in  this  House.  Under  the 
guidance  of  the  Home  Secretary,  he  had 
no  doubt  improvements  might*  be  made  in 
the  present  mode  of  inspection.  There 
were  some  districts  in  which  novel  experi- 
ments were  tried  with  a  view  to  cheapen 
the  price  of  obtaining  the  mineral,  and  it 
wns  in  i|uch  cases  that  more  stringent 
regulations  as  regarded  inspection  were 
required.  He  would  not  express  an  opi- 
nion as  to  whether  a  Royal  Commission 
ought  to  bo  issued  or  not,  but  this  he 
would  say — if  additional  legislation  were 
needed,  he  knew  no  one  more  likely  to 
carry  that  legislation  into  effect  than  the 
present  Home  Secretary. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  he  was  person- 
ally connected  with  mines  as  an  owner, 
and  he  was  convinced  that,  though  the 
appointment  of  inspectors  might  have  had 
a  good  effect  here  and  there,  still,  on  the 
whole,  it  was  not  equal  to  the  supervision 
on  the  part  of  the  owners  of  mines  and 
persons  interested  in  them  which  it  had 
superseded.  A  good  medium  course  was 
now  open  to  the  Government — to  bring  to 
the  aid  of  the  paid  inspectors  the  opinions 
of  those  personally  interested  in  the 
mines. 

RIOTS    AT  ASHTON,    STALEY  BRIDGE, 
BIRMINGHAM,  Ac— QUESTION. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  proceeded  to  call  at- 
attention  to  the  recent  Roman  Catholic 
riots  at  Ashton,  Rochdale,  Stalybridge, 
Bury,  and  other  places  in  the  county  of 
Lancaster,  and  at  Birmingham,  Wolver- 
hampton, Stone,  Hnnley,  and  other  places 
in  the  counties  of  Warwick  and  Stafford  ; 
and  to  move  for  a  Committee  to  inquire 
and  report  to  the  House  as  to  the  origin 
and  nature  of  such  riots,  and  what,  if  any, 
measures  nre  requisite  to  secure  to  persons 
engaged  in  the  delivery  of  lectures  or 
speeches  on  the  sobject  of  Protestantism, 
and  to  the  public,  better  protection. 
He  must,  he  said,  in  the  first  place,  ex- 
press his  surprise  at  the  Answer  which 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment returned  to  him  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  evening.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  generally  met  every  difficulty 
in  a  straightforward  and  manly  manner, 
and  did  not,  as  a  rule,  seek  to  make  ex- 
cuses, more  or  less  frivolous,  in  order  to 
avoid  responsibility.  To-night,  however, 
be  had  adopted  a  coarse  very  different  to 


the  one  asually  pursued  by  him ;  and,  in 
answer  to  bis  (Mr.  Whalley's)  Question 
respecting  these  riots,  ho  had  said  that 
pending  legal  proceedings  he  could  not 
reply  to  it. 

LoBD  EDWARD  HOWARD  said,  he 
rose  to  Order.  The  House  a  few  minutes 
ago  was  engaged  in  the  discussion  of  a  most 
important  subject  —  namely,  coal  mines, 
and  the  safety  of  those  engaged  in  them. 
That  subject  was  not  yet  disposed  of ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  had 
risen,  and  introduced  something  upon  an 
entirely  different  matter,  which  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  mines.  It  would,  there- 
fore, be  well  to  know  whether  he  was  in 
Order  or  not. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  Question  now 
before  the  House  is,  ''  That  1  do  leave  the 
Chair,"  in  order  to  the  House  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply.  That  being  so,  I 
have  not  any  power  to  prevent  the  hon. 
Gentleman  from  pursuing  his  observa- 
tions. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  he  had  not  in- 
tended to  thrust  his  Motion  before  the 
House ;  but  he  was  under  the  impression 
that  the  former  question  had  been  disposed 
of.  He  ventured  to  express  his  earnest 
belief  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Hume  Depart- 
ment had.  by  the  casual  Answer  which  he 
gave  to  his  Question,  struck  a  blow  at  li- 
berty of  speech  in  this  country.  What 
was  the  position  of  matters  after  the  An- 
swer which  had  been  made  by  the  Home 
Secretary.  When  the  local  authorities 
thought  that  a  breach  of  the  peace  was 
about  to  be  committed,  they  might,  in 
total  disregard  of  liberty  of  epoech,  inter- 
pose and  prevent  the  delivery  of  these  lec- 
tures. Now,  it  was  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Murphy,  one  of  the  lecturerB,  whose  lec- 
tures had  been  dii^turbed  by  rioting,  only 
did  that  which  for  a  considerable  time  had 
been  done  by  the  opposite  party.  Dr. 
Manning  had  perambulated  the  country 
giving  lectures,  in  which  he  denounced 
Her  Mojesty  as  a  heretic,  and  in  which 
he  turned  English  history  altogether  topsy- 
turvy; and  monks  and  friars  in  full  canoni- 
cals had  gone  about  from  place  to  place, 
and  had  visited  the  borough  with  which 
he  was  connected,  delivering  similar  lec- 
tures. Mr.  Murphy  wos  engaged  merely 
to  reply  to  such  lectures,  and  he  assumed 
that  he  and  his  colleagues  had  done  no- 
thing to  disentitle  them  to  the  protection 
of  the  law.  They  were  engaged  in  carry- 
ing out  what  they  firmly  believed  to  be 
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riglit.  But  as  the  matter  now  stood, 
■wherever  Mr.  Murphy  or  his  colleagues 
intended  to  giTC  lectures,  any  one  who 
had  an  objection  to  such  lectures  might  go 
to  the  magistrates  and  swear  an  informa- 
tion, and  have  them  stopped.  That  prin- 
ciple, if  carried  out,  would  put  an  end  to 
the  whole  system  of  lectures  and  public 
speaking,  whenever  there  were  any  persons 
who  were  disinclined  to  have  such  lectures 
delivered.  No  doubt  Dr.  Manning  and 
others,  who  had  travestied  our  history 
after  their  own  fashion,  would  desire  that 
the  olher  side  should  not  be  heard  in  re- 
ply. The  Roman  Catholic  who  manifested 
80  great  a  sensitiveness  to  Orange  colour, 
to  the  declaration  of  facts  connected  with 
the  confessional,  and  to  many  other  things 
which  had  been  said,  or  might  be  said,  had 
only  to  go  and  swear  before  a  magistrate 
with  that  remarkable  facility  for  getting 
all  affidavits  which  was  observable  on  that 
side,  and  no  lecture  would  be  permitted  in 
exposition  of  Protestant  doctrines,  or  in 
reply  to  the  lecture  of  Dr.  Manning.  That 
was  the  law  now  laid  down  by  the  high 
authority  of  the  Home  Secretary.  The 
Home  Secretary  had  said  that  he  would 
not  answer  his  Question  until  certain  legal 
proceedings  were  over ;  but  look  what  was 
going  on  in  the  meantime.  Not  only 
Murphy,  but  others,  had  been  prevented 
by  the  magistrates  from  lecturing,  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  disturb  the  peace  of 
tho  town.  But  how  was  that  known? 
Because  both  men  and  women  were  or- 
ganized and  drilled  in  their  schools  for  the 
express  purpose  of  getting  up  these  riots 
and  preventing  the  lectures.  If  ever  there 
was  an  instance  in  which  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  had — he  trusted  unintentionally — 
struck  a  vital  blow  at  tho  liberty  of  speech 
in  this  country,  it  was  in  the  course  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  appeared 
to  be  ready  to  take  in  connection  with  this 
matter.  In  a  letter  from  one  of  the  men 
who  had  been  delivering  lectures  in  tho 
country,  Mr.  Houston,  a  tradesman,  of 
Birkenhead,  it  was  said — 

•*  When  we  have  arranged  for  a  lecture,  the 
priests  go  to  the  magistrates,  who  induce  the 
owners  of  the  balls  we  have  engaged  to  break  the 
contract  made  with  us  after  it  has  been  signed, 
the  money  paid,  and  the  object  and  character  of 
our  lectures  fully  explained.  I  hare  been  before 
the  magistrates  at  Blackburn,  Warrington,  and 
Rochdale,  and  asked  them  to  protect  me,  and 
they  would  give  me  no  answer,  though  the  request 
was  made  in  the  most  civil  and  courteous  manner. 
Our  opponents  arc  thereby  led  to  believe  that  we 
and  our  supporters  are  outlaws,  as  it  were,  and 
consequently  they  make  mui'derous  assaults  upon 
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us,  and  get  up  riots  to  fngbten  the  anthoritiei 
into  putting  us  down.  I  have  been  lecturing  for 
seventeen  years,  and  there  has  never  been  a  riot, 
or  an  attempt  to  riot,  at  any  of  my  meetings, 
except  when  the  magistrates — at  the  bidding  of 
the  priests— iYiterfered.  at  Wai'rington  and  Roch- 
dale. We  cannot  afford  to  pay  for  balls,  and  to 
have  our  money  kept  and  our  meetings  stopped, 
and  we  cannot  bear  the  expense  of  legal  proceed- 
ings. What  is  our  liberty  worth  f  I  fear  we 
shall  have  to  take  our  stand  in  the  open  air,  for 
we  will  not  give  up  our  right  to  speak." 

He  (Mr.  Whalley)  entirely  concurred  with 
the  writer  of  that  letter,  and  was  willing 
to  surrender  all  he  possessed  fur  the  pur- 
pose of  sharing  with  those  persons  the 
dangers  and  penalties  consequent  upon  the 
assertion  of  their  right  to  speak.  He 
wished  to  mention  that  he  had  had  nothing 
to  do  with  these  meetings  or  lectures  for 
more  than  nine  months  ;  but,  on  the  last 
occasion  when  he  attended  one  at  Birming- 
ham, he  was  very  near  being  blown  up. 
He  afterwards  examined  the  ammunition 
which  had  been  placed  in  the  meeting  for 
the  purpose,  and  which  was  fortunately 
discovered  by  a  policeman.  lie  laid  do 
stress  on  that ;  but  he  wished  to  show 
that  tho  people  would  not  gire  up  their 
right  to  speak,  whatever  might  be  the 
penalty.  It  was  asked  by  Mr.  Houston 
and  his  friends  why,  if  Dr.  LiTingstooe 
carried  arms  to  protect  himself  against  the 
African  savages,  he  and  his  friends  should 
not  be  permitted  to  arm  themselves  with  a 
view  to  resisting  the  attacks  of  the  Pa- 
pists ?  He  would  remind  the  House  that 
two  years  ago  he  had  asked  for  a  Commit- 
tee to  inquire  into  the  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  Fenian  outbreak;  and  he 
now  asserted  that  if  his  Motion  had  been 
acceded  to,  many  lives,  enormous  cost,  and 
much  national  degradation  would  have 
been  spared,  and  the  real  nature  of  the 
conspiracy  would  have  been  fully  exposed. 
That  conspiracy  was  never  more  thoroughly 
orgonized  or  more  ready  for  action  than  at 
the  present  moment.  That  statement  might 
be  treated  with  contempt;  but  he  fear- 
lessly made  it,  and  the  responsibility  of 
accepting  or  disregarding  it  rested  upon 
the  Government  wliieli  had  charge  of  the 
interests  of  the  country.  Nothing  ihcy 
could  do  with  the  Irish  Church  or  with  the 
establishing  of  a  Runinn  Catholic  Univer- 
sity could  touch  Feuianism  in  the  slightest 
degree.  The  conspiracy  was  coextensive 
with  the  Roman  Catholic  population,  and  co- 
ordinate with  the  doctrines  preached  from 
Sunday  to  Sunday,  and  the  principles 
taught  and  believed  in  by  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics.   All  this  he  could  prove  if  he  had  the 
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opportunity.  Ho  had  been  ?erj  reticent 
upon  the  subject  for  the  last  two  years. 
He  might  havo  referrcil  to  it  upon  many 
occaeions,  and  especially  in  connection 
with  the  Glerkenwell  outrage  and  the  at> 
tempt  to  assassinate  the  Duke  of  Edin- 
burgh. But  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Maguire)  had  now  challenged  investi- 
gation into  the  causes  of  the  recent  riots, 
and  that  challenge  he  was  willing  to  ac- 
cept. It  should  be  remembered,  in  fair- 
ness, that  Mr.  Murphy  had  simply  been 
sent  upon  the  track  of  Dr.  Manning,  who 
had  gone  forth  on  a  mission  organized  by 
monks  and  friars,  and  with  nil  their  para- 
phernalia and  devices,  and  with  the  rhetoric 
which  the  country  paid  so  dearly  to  pro- 
vide them  with.  Thia  Roman  Catholic 
mission  was  undisturbed.  At  Birming- 
ham, where  the  Queen  was  denounced  as  a 
heretic,  the  use  of  the  Town  Hall  was 
granted  to  Doctor  Manning,  and  it  was 
also  allowed  for  the  purpose  of  a  Roman 
Catholic  bazaar;  but  when  2,000  Protes- 
tant ratepayers  of  the  place  presented  a 
requisition  to  the  Mayor  (Mr.  Dixon),  now 
one  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Birmingham, 
asking  him  to  grant  the  use  of  it,  in  order 
that  Mr.  Murphy  might  reply  to  Dr. 
Manning,  not  only  was  the  request  re- 
fused, but  the  police  wero  sent  round  to  all 
other  suitable  places,  to  warn  the  managers 
against  letting  them  to  Mr.  Murphy.  To 
meet  the  difficulty  thus  raised  by  the  au- 
thorities, a  building  was  specially  erected, 
and  after  the  roof  of  it  had  been  twice 
or  thrice  pulled  down  during  the  night 
time,  they  succeeded  in  making  it  suitable 
for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  wanted. 
On  that  occasion  —  it  was  the  first  of 
Mr.  Murphy's  appearances  in  Birmingham 
-^the  house  of  the  father  of  a  young  man 
who  was  secretary  to  a  Protestant  As- 
sociation was  wrecked  before  Mr.  Murphy 
bad  opened  his  mouth  in  Birmingham;  ond 
before  the  meeting,  or  rather  service — for 
it  was  on  a  Sunday  —  had  commenced, 
three  men,  in  what  was  bolioved  to  be  a 
dying  state,  were  brought  into  the  meet- 
ing, the  victims  of  the  violence  inflicted  on 
them  by  the  bands  outside.  The  public, 
who  were  afterwards  confirmed  by  the 
chief  superintendent  of  police,  attributed 
the  outrage  to  the  Roman  Catholic  priests, 
who  adopted  the  most  unusual  course 
of  closing  their  chapels  that  afternoon, 
thus  setting  their  people  free  to  employ 
their  energies  elsewhere.  The  repre- 
sentations in  the  newspapers  respecting 
Mr.  Murphy,  and  attributing  to  him  the 
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riots,  were  wholly  unfounded.  Mr.  Murphy 
had  played  the  part  of  the  lamb,  and  the 
wolfish  proceedings  of  the  other  side  wcro 
not  his  fault.  It.  was  true  that  on  that 
occasion,  when  those  three  men  wore 
carried  past  him,  dead  or  dying,  Mr. 
Murphy  told  the  audience  that  ho  would 
prove  that  the  Roman  Catholic  priests 
were  cannibals,  murderers,  and  liars; 
and  these  expressions  had  been  paraded 
through  the  whole  country,  and  had  been 
held  sufficient  to  fix  upon  him  the  re- 
sponsibility for  the  atrocities  committed. 
Thereupon  he  (Mr.  Whalley)  went  down  to 
Birmingham,  and  for  tho  first  and  last  time 
heard  Mr.  Murphy,  who  repeated  these 
words  and  explained  them  clearly  and  dis- 
tinctly, in  a  manner  that  was  considered 
unobjectionable  by  a  Roman  Catholic  gen- 
tleman present,  who  volunteered  his  satis- 
faction  ;  and  though  he  (Mr.  Whalley)  did 
not  defend  them,  it  was  fair  to  remember 
that  some  of  tho  mysteries  of  the  Romaa 
Catholic  faith  might  be,  in  the  heat  of  tho 
moment,  represented  under  tho  type  of 
cannibalism,  and  that,  according  to  certain 
passages  in  the  "Confessional,"  murder 
committed  for  the  glory  of  God  and  of 
the  Church  might  be  justified ;  and  Mr. 
Murphy,  it  was  stated,  had  seen  his  own 
father  stoned  to  death  at  the  instigation  of 
the  priests,  because  tho  family  had  been 
converted  from  Romanism.  [**  Oh,  oh!*'] 
So  much  as  regarded  Birmingham.  At 
Wolverhampton  the  police,  he  believed, 
were  in  a  conspiracy  with  the  Roman 
Catholics,  and  encouraged  the  riot  there  in 
June  last ;  and  in  other  places  tho  police 
were  not  to  be  relied  on  for  protecting  tho 
Protestant  lecturers.  That  was  one  of  tho 
things  he  would  undertake  to  prove  if  tho 
Committee  for  which  he  asked  was  granted. 
More  than  one  Irish  priest,  disguised  as  a 
workman,  was  among  tho  rioters,  hounding 
them  on.  The  Rev.  Dr.  Araistrong,  a 
clergyman  of  high  standing,  in  a  letter  to 
him,  complained  strongly  of  the  conduct  of 
the  stipendiary  magistrate,  who  attempted 
to  throw  the  blame  of  the  riot  upon  him. 
No  doubt  the  accounts  in  the  public  jour- 
nals put  a  very  different  complexion  on 
these  transactions  ;  but  the  English  Press 
was  not  free  to  speak  the  truth.  Ordcra 
issued  in  1836  by  the  Roman  Catholie 
hierarchy  had  controlled  the  liberty  of  the 
Press ;  and  he  believed  that  there  was 
scarcely  a  newspaper  in  tho  Kingdom  that 
could  with  impunity  give  full  utterance  to 
what  might  come  to  its  knowledge  respect- 
ing the  proceedings  of  the  Catholics;  and 
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tbns  the  House  oould  not  get  fall  informa- 
tion of  what  transpired.  It  might  be  asked 
what  was  the  use  of  these  meetings  ?  and 
to  such  a  question  be  should  roply  that 
they  were  of  the  greatest  use  in  protecting 
the  people  of  this  country,  including  the 
Roman  Catholics  themselves,  against  the 
tyranny  of  tho  priests.  What  he  had 
stated  was  merely  a  specimen  of  what  had 
occurred  at  all  the  towns  mentioned  in  his 
Notice.  What  was  the  remedy  for  this 
state  of  things?  The  remedy  that  appeared 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Dixon)  to  be  the  proper  one  was  to  get 
rid  of  the  lecturer ;  but  that  was  no  remedy, 
because  the  matter  was  still  smouldering. 
Lecturers  hired  a  hall,  and  then  informa- 
tions of  apprehended  riot  were  sworn,  but 
no  effort  was  made  to  proTcnt  the  riot ; 
the  lecturer  was  sent  away  instead.  Now 
nothing  was  more  unworthy  of  Englishmen 
infested  with  local  authority  than  such 
conduct  as  this ;  for  they  thus  placed  every 
town  at  the  mercy  of  any  mob  which  chose 
to  prevent  free  discussion,  on  any  given 
sobjecti  by  threats  of  riot.  If  a  Committee 
were  granted,  he  should  be  able  to  show 
that  the  local  authorities  had  wholly  neg- 
lected their  duty  by  not  affording  the 
requisite  security  to  these  lecturers.  Mr. 
Murphy  and  those  associated  with  him  had 
never  done  anything  to  disentitle  them  to 
the  protection  which  Dr.  Manning  had 
received  in  delivering  his  lectures.  lie 
believed  the  local  authorities  had  become 
involved  in  the  vortex  of  party  feeling. 
The  proper  step  to  take,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent a  breach  of  the  peace,  was  to  afford 
the  lecturer  protection.  The  delivery  of 
lectures  and  exposing  the  doctrines  of  the 
Papacy  was  the  only  means  of  protecting 
the  people  against  the  priesthood.  In  the 
time  of  Elizabeth  persons  were  actually 
commissioned  to  go  through  the  country 
to  make  known  the  doctrines  of  Romanism. 
To  stop  such  lecturers  as  Murphy  would 
be  to  strike  a  blow  against  Protestantism. 
One  of  the  colleagues  of  Mr.  Murphy  had 
been  tried  for  firing  off  a  pistol  and  wound* 
jog  a  policeman  during  one  of  these  dis- 
turbances, and  the  jury  had  found  him 
guilty,  but  had  earnestly  recommended 
him  to  mercy  on  the  ground  that  he  had 
acted  without  any  premeditation  and  under 
the  influence  of  a  feeling  of  great  excite- 
ment. The  remarks  of  the  Judge  who  had 
eonducted  the  trial  were  still  well-remem- 
bered  in  that  district,  and  had  given  rise 
to  considerable  dissatisfaction.  The  Court 
Of  Queen's  Bench  itself  had    lately   de- 
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livered  a  judgment  which  he  knew  was 
challenged  by  the  opinion  of  a  large  por- 
tion of  Westminster  Hall.  That  Court  had 
decided  that  the  book  entitled  The  Con' 
fesiional  Unmasked  was  an  obscene  book, 
and  had  refused  to  take  into  account  the 
intention  of  the  publishers  of  the  work, 
whose  object  was  the  suppression,  and  not 
the  encouragement,  of  obscenity.  That 
decision  was  founded  on  Lord  Campbell's 
Act,  but  it  was  opposed  to  the  ancient 
maxim  of  our  law,  that  it  was  the  inten- 
tion which  constituted  a  crime  ;  and  it  was 
received  with  a  murmur  in  Westminster 
Hall.  He  thought  that  the  only  way  to 
meet  this  matter  was  by  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee,  which  would  decide  whe- 
ther it  was  not  expedient  to  amend  Lord 
Campbell's  Act  in  respect  to  such  a  matter, 
ond  to  enact  that,  as  in  all  other  cases,  the 
intention  should  constitute  the  crime.  He 
thanked  the  House  for  having  heard  him, 
but  would  not  make  any  Motion. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY :  Sir,  I  trust 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bury  St.  Edmunds 
(Mr.  Greene)  will  forgive  me  if  for  a  time 
I  am  carried  away  from  the  subject  he 
brought  so  ably  before  the  House  by  the 
yery  numerous  charges  which  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  brought 
against  myself  and  various  other  persons. 
The  hon  Member  has  concluded  without 
moving  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  ;  but 
he  brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
a  very  extraordinary  collection  of  accusa- 
tions. He  first  accused  me  of  having 
stated  in  this  House,  on  the  occasion  of  a 
Question  addressed  to  me  a  few  nights  ago, 
what  certainly  I  never  did  state.  Then 
he  accused  various  authorities  throughout 
the  country  of  conniving  at  illegality;  he 
charged  a  stipendiary  magistrate  with  not 
doing  his  duty  ;  and  he  concluded  by  ex- 
tending this  latter  charge  to  the  Court  of 
Queens  Bench.  [Mr.  Whalley:  No!] 
As  I  understood  it,  this  Committee  wu 
to  inquire  into  a  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  ;  which,  of  course,  is  not  a 
question  for  a  Committee  or  for  this  House, 
but  one  for  a  higher  trihunal. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  :  What  I  stated  was 
that  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  with  respect  to  a  recent  Act  of 
Parliament  was  a  proper  subject  for  in- 
quiry, in  order  that  this  House  should  con- 
sider whether  that  Act  ought  to  be  con- 
tinued. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  had  caused — I  think  a 
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''shudder"  was  his  expression,  in  West- 
minster Hnll.  [Mr.  Whalley  :  No  ;  a 
murmur.]  Very  well ;  a  '*  murmur,"  which 
if  it  impUed  anything,  implied  that  the  Bar 
thought  the  decision  was  a  wrong  one. 
But  if  that  were  the  opinion  of  lawyers, 
the  proper  mode  of  dealing  with  tho  de- 
cision would  be  to  bring  it  before  a  higher 
tribunal.  When  an  hon.  Gentleman  makes 
BO  many  extravagant  charges  as  have  been 
put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough, though  some  part  of  his  subject 
might  be  worthy  of  consideration  if  brought 
forward  in  another  form,  the  effect  of  those 
charges  is  to  throw  doubt  upon  every  part 
of  the  statement.  Indeed,  one  allegation 
made  by  the  hon.  Alember  was  so  strong 
and  so  offensive  to  many  Members  of  this 
House  that  I  almost  expected  you,  Sir, 
would  feel  bound  to  interpose,  on  the 
ground  that  his  languago  was  un-Parliamen- 
tary.  I  think  that  language  was  beyond 
the  bounds  of  what  should  be  used  either 
in  this  House  or  out  of  it.  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  Fenianism  was  co-ex- 
tensive with  Roman  Catholicism — that  in 
every  case  Roman  Gathoiicity  was  tainted 
with  Fenianism.  Now,  differing  in  religions 
matters  as  widely  from  the  professors  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  faith  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman can  do,  and  being,  I  trust,  as 
strongly  attached  to  my  religion  as  he  is, 
I  must  still  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  that 
charge  is  an  unfounded  one.  In  my  official 
capacity^  I  have  had  much  to  do  with  the 
measures  taken  by  the  authorities  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Fenian  conspiracy,  and  I 
must  say  that,  in  my  dealings  with  Roman 
Catliolics,  I  have  found  in  the  great  ma- 
jority of  them  a  loyal  attachment  to  the 
Throne,  and  an  absence  of  any  desire  to 
further  the  interests  of  Fenianism.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that,  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, the  Government  would  give  him  no 
answer,  because  legal  proceedings  were 
pending.  I  am  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  when  I  assert  that  my  statement  on 
the  occasion  referred  to  by  tho  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  originate  an  inquiry 
while  legal  proceedings  were  pending,  be- 
cause we  thought  it  probable  that  during 
those  proceedings  the  facts  to  the  elucida- 
tion of  which  an  inquiry  would  be  directed, 
if  one  were  to  bo  made,  would  bo  better 
elicited  in  a  Court  of  Justice,  on  oath, 
than  through  an  examination  conducted  by 
a  Commissioner  sent  down  for  the  special 
purpose  of  such  aa  inquiry.  With  regard 
to  the  second  part  of  tne  hon.  Gentleman's 


Question— namely,  as  to  whether  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  make  any  better  pro- 
vision in  favour  of  the  persons  to  whom  he 
referred— I  stated  that  that  was  entirely 
for  the  local  authorities ;  every  one,  so  long 
as  he  did  not  commit  a  breach  of  tho 
peace,  being  entitled  to  the  protection  of 
the  law.  As  regards  controversy,  no  one 
would  protect  its  freedom  in  religion  and 
politics  more  thoroughly  than  I  would  do 
so.  I  think  every  man  has  a  right  to  put 
forward  his  own  creed,  and  to  support  it 
with  such  arguments  as  he  may  think 
proper  ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  advisable  to 
put  forth  inflammatory  placards  containing 
language  calculated  to  provoke  a  breach  of 
the  peace  —  language  insulting,  and,  no 
doubt,  in  many  instances,  meant  to  be 
insulting,  to  people  professing  other  creeds. 
But  in  connection  with  this  case  that  ques- 
tion was  not  brought  before  me,  for  it  could 
not  properly  be  brought  before  me.  If  a 
stipendiary  magistrate  does  not  receive  in- 
formations which  the  parties  tendering  them 
think  he  ought  to  receive,  their  course  is 
to  go  to  the  Court  of  Queen*s  Bench  and 
apply  to  it  for  a  mandamus  to  compel  him 
to  tako  those  informations — this  course  has 
recently  been  adopted  in  tho  case  of  ex« 
Governor  Eyre  ;  but  parties  have  no  right 
to  come  to  this  House  and  complain  that  a 
stipendiary  magistrate  has  refused  to  re- 
ceive informations.  Then  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man complains  that  there  has  been  a  breach 
of  contract  on  the  part  of  persons  who  had 
engaged  to  let  places  for  lectures  to  be 
delivered  in,  and  he  follows  that  up  by 
another  complaint  directed  against  tho 
Government — namely,  that  we  do  not  in- 
terfere to  enforce  the  performance  of  pri- 
vate contracts.  The  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
pears to  believe  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  enforce  civil  contracts- 
there  are  Courts  of  Law  open  for  that  pur- 
pose. Really  I  am  anxious  that  this  dis- 
cussion should  close.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  of  advantage  to  the  House  that  a 
discussion  so  commenced  should  be  con- 
tinued. I  do  not  think  that  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  was  of  such  a  character 
as  to  lay  the  foundation  for  a  useful  discus- 
sion. I  believe  that  however  strong  the 
feelings  of  some  hon.  Gentlemen  may  be 
on  certain  of  the  topics  introduced  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  they  will  be  of  opinion 
that  a  speech  in  which  such  extraordinary 
charges  have  been  brought  against  every 
one  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest  is  not 
one  on  which  it  would  be  well  to  raise  a 
debate  on  those  topics. 
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With  regard  to  the  vorj  important  suhject 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Bury  St.  Ed- 
mund's (Mr.  Greene)  has  taken  such  a  zea- 
lous  interest,  and  of  which  he  has  spared  no 

Jams  to  make  himself  thoroughly  master, 
can  assure  the  House  that  it  has  received 
our  earnest  consideration ;  but  it  is  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  me  to  undertake  legis- 
lation on  the  matter  this  Session.  My 
hon.  Friend  who  assists  mo  at  the  Home 
Office  with  such  assiduity  and  zeal  received 
deputations  on  the  subject  from  time  to 
time  when  I  was  too  much  engaged  with 
other  duties  to  permit  of  my  doing  so.  I 
had  hoped  to  take  steps  with  a  view  to 
legislate  before  this  ;  but  other  events 
have  so  disorganized  the  Session  that  I 
have  not  been  able  to  do  so.  The  point  of 
inspection  is  one  that  will  require  very 
careful  consideration.  I  think  it  may  be 
desirable  to  increase  the  number  of  inspec- 
tors to  a  certain  extent,  but  if  this  be  done 
it  must  be  done  with  great  care.  Though 
an  addition  to  the  number  of  inspectors 
would  increase  the  patronage  of  the  Home 
Office,  it  would  at  the  same  time  impose 
upon  it  a  troublesome  duty.  The  sugges- 
tion for  the  appointment  of  sub-inspectors 
was  negatived  by  the  Committee  after 
oareful  inquiry.  The  matter  will  need  a 
very  delicate  handling;  because  there  is 
the  danger  of  too  much  inspection,  which 
would  make  owners  less  sensiblo  of  the 
responsibility  which  properly  attaches  to 
them,  and  would  render  the  workpeople 
even  less  oareful  than  they  are  at  present. 
I  believe  there  will  be  other  opportunities 
of  discussing  this  subject  during  the  present 
Session,  because  I  perceive  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mcrtbyr  (Mr. 
Bruce)  has  this  evening  given  Notice  that 
he  proposes  to  call  attention  to  it,  ond  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glamorgan- 
shire (Mr.  Vivian)  is  to  bring  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  a  proposition  for 
dividing  mines  into  compartments.  This 
would  involve  considerable  expense  to 
owners ;  hut  it  is  a  proposition  well  deserv- 
ing that  consideration  which  I  am  sure  it 
will  receive  when  treated  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Glamorganshire. 
As  I  see  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cornwall  present,  I  shall  say  a  word  with 
respect  to  that  class  of  mines  in  which  he 
is  particularly  interested.  There  had  been 
a  Commission  on  those  mines.  Questions 
had  arisen  as  to  the  health  of  the  people 
employed  in  them;  but  still  greater  difficul- 
ties were  experienced  as  to  how  they 
should  he  dealt  with.    Those  mines  are 
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not  worked  like  coal  mines.  Yoa  do  not 
get  large  galleries,  as  you  do  in  coal  mines, 
but  you  have  to  follow  the  ore  into  small 
places — in  fact,  wherever  you  can  find  it 
— and  great  difficulties  in  the  way  of  venti« 
lation  have  arisen  in  consequence.  On 
that  subject  I  have  been  requested  by  Lord 
Kinnaird  to  see  whether  some  scientific 
provisions  could  not  be  introduced  by 
which  the  mines  might  be  worked  with 
greater  safety.  But  there  are  questions 
of  expenses  in  this  case  as  well  as  in  the 
other;  it  is  difficult  to  work  the  mines  at 
a  profit,  and  the  wages  of  miners  are  lower 
than  at  any  former  period,  and  there  would 
be  great  risk  in  any  rash  interference. 
But  I  do  assure  the  House  that  the  subject 
is  under  consideration,  and  that  if  we 
should  have  an  opportunity  we  shall  be 
ready  to  deal  with  it  in  a  fair  and  reason- 
able manner. 

Mu.  O'BEIRNE  said,  he  had  never 
risen  in  that  House  with  more  reluctance 
than  upon  this  occasion,  and  he  felt  ex- 
treme regret  at  being  forced  to  join  in  a 
discussion  which  was  so  unworthy  in  its 
tone  ;  and,  indeed,  if  he  was  not  unwilltog 
to  use  language  which  might  not  be  of  a 
Parliamentary  character,  he  would  describe 
the  manner,  and  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Whalley)  in 
much  stronger  words.  What  was  the 
course  taken  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  after 
scattering  broad-cast  around  him,  for  up- 
wards of  an  hour,  observations  and  charges 
which  were  not  only  unjustifiable,  but 
wholly  unfounded.  After  demanding  appa- 
rently with  earnestness  an  inquiry  into 
those  charges  which  he  had  the  temerity 
to  make,  he  had  shrunk  from  moving  hit 
Resolution  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee, under  the  pretence  of  which  only 
he  could  have  attempted  to  occupy  the  at- 
tention of  the  House. 

Mr.  whalley  said,  he  rose  to  Order. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  charged  him  with 
having  shrunk  from  an  inquiry,  whereas,  as 
he  had  already  explained,  he  had  relied  on 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Moguire) 
to  second  his  Motion. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Peterborough  was  out  of  Order. 
He  was  not  explainipgi  but  repeating  a 
statement  which  he  had  previously  made. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  said,  he  had  no  other 
desire  than  to  state  accurately  what  had 
taken  place.  He  doubtless  did  so  in  warm 
language,  as  he  felt  that  such  proceedings 
should  be  put  a  stop  to.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  taken  the  liberty  of  using  his  name 
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moro  than  once  recently  in  his  erratic  ob- 
seryations,  and  he  (Mr.  O'Beirne)  desired 
to  set  himself  right  with  the  House,  and 
out-of-doors,  as  he  did  not  helieve  it  was  of 
advantage  to  be  in  any  manner  connected 
with  or  appealed  to,  by  the  hon.  Member. 
Ho  (Mr.  0*Bcirne)  was  satisfied  the  House 
would  sympathize  with  him  if  he  had  spoken 
severely,  as  it  demanded  more  than  ordi- 
nary patience  for  a  Roman  Catholic  Mem- 
ber, or  indeed  any  other  Member  of  the 
House  to  listen  to  such  a  speech  as  had 
been  just  delivered  by  tbo  hon.  Member  for 
Peterborough,  which  was,  as  ho  had  said, 
utterly  unjustifiable.  But  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House  he  (Mr.  0*Beirne) 
would  proceed  to  make  the  explanation,  for 
which  purpose  only  he  had  risen.  The  cir- 
cumstances were  these,  and  they  had  been 
so  frequently  allnded  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  in  a  shape  so  well  calculated  to 
mislead  the  House  and  the  public,  that  he 
(Mr.  O'Beime)  desired  simply  to  refresh 
the  memory  of  hon.  Members  by  repeating 
on  the  authority  of  Hansard,  what  really 
did  take  place.  In  the  month  of  May, 
1866,  when  he  was  very  little  experienced 
in  this  House,  and  was  unaccustomed  to 
the  singular  wanderings  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, he  was  startled  by  a  charge  made  by 
him,  that  the  war  then  unhappily  pre- 
vailing in  New  Zealand,  had  originated  iu 
a  conspiracy  got  up  and  encouraged  by 
the  Roman  Catholic  priests.  He  (Mr. 
O'Beime),  with  the  ill-timed  zeal  of  a 
new  and  inexperienced  Member,  felt  such  a 
charge  acutely,  and  challenged  the  hon. 
Member  to  move  for  a  Committee  and  to 
prove  his  charge  if  he  could.  Other  hon. 
Members,  Friends  of  his  (Mr.  O'Beirne's), 
more  accustomed  to  the  eccentricities  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough,  only 
laughed  at  such  folly ;  but  he  (Mr.  O'Beirnc) 
charged  him  with  uttering  language  which 
must  have  been,  as  he  then  described  it, 
*'  the  fruit  of  a  fevered  brain."  The  hon. 
Member  did  upon  a  later  occasion  move  for 
a  Committee  ;  when,  after  a  long  and  con- 
tinuous expression  of  disapprobation  from 
the  House,  and  an  attempt  to  count  the 
House  out,  upon  an  appeal  from  the  Chair 
— a  course  most  unusual  and  seldom  called 
for — the  hon.  Member  yielded  to  the  marked 
expression  of  disapprobation  on  the  part  of 
the  House,  and  resumed  his  seat.  The 
hon.  Member  had  since  then  frequently 
remarked  upon  the  fact,  that  he  (Mr. 
O'Beime)  did  not  support  him  in  seeking 
for  that  inquiry.  That  was  perfectly  true. 
He  (Mr.  O'Beime)  had,  boweveft  in  nothiog 


that  had  ever  fallen  from  him,  justified  the 
hon.  Member  in  supposing  he  could  have 
any  support  on  any  subject  from  him,  and 
his  frequent  allusions  and  appeals  to  him 
(Mr.  O'Beirne)  were  as  groundless,  and  as 
unfounded,  as  were  the  wild  and  incoherent 
statements  upon  which  he  had  sought  to 
obtain  an  inquiry  upon  this  occasion.  He 
hoped,  although  perhaps,  against  hope,  that 
there  would  now  be  an  end  of  this  sort  of 
irritating  and  highly  unsatisfactory  mode 
of  proceeding. 

Mr.  BAZLEY  thanked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tho  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  for  his  very  judicious 
and  temperate  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Whnlley).  He  re- 
gretted that  he  had  no  influence  with  the 
hon.  Member.  If  he  had  he  would  have 
used  it  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  the  hon. 
Member  to  withdraw  his  sanction  from  these 
proceedings  which,  in  the  manufacturing 
districts,  were  endangering  the  lives  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects,  and  imperilling 
a  great  amount  of  property.  It  was 
but  an  act  of  justice  to  state  that  when 
himself  a  large  employer  of  labour  many 
of  his  workpeople  were  Irish,  and  that 
they  showed  the  same  fidelity  as  others, 
while  with  regard  to  the  care  for  the 
labouring  class  shown  by  the  ministers 
of  all  denominations,  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  were  as  devoted  as  any.  He  feared 
that  serious  disasters  would  ensue  unless 
measures  were  token  for  the  preservation 
of  order  and  for  the  suppression  of  exciting 
topics. 

DECLARATION  AGAINST  TRANSUB- 
STANTIATION. 

MOTION  FOR  A  FAPER. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
rose  to  move  '*  That  there  be  laid  before 
this  House,  a  Copy  of  the  Declaration 
against  Transubstantiation,  &o.,  taken  by 
the  Sovereign  of  this  Realm  at  his  first 
Parliament,  or  at  his  Coronation,  which- 
ever shall  first  happen  after  his  Accession.*' 
In  doing  so,  he  wished  to  make  a  brief 
explanation  with  reference  to  a  Notice  of 
Motion  which  he  had  placed  upon  the 
Paper,  and  which  had  been  very  much  mis* 
represented  both  in  that  House  and  out-of-* 
doors.  That  Notice  of  Motion  had  re- 
ceived a  good  deal  of  publicity  in  conse- 
quence of  the  kiudness  of  some  associatioi^ 
which  was  acting  in  the  interests  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  It  had  moreover 
beea  misrepresented  by  the  Press,  and  tb^ 
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public  mind  had  been  disturbed  and  con- 
fused upon  the  subject.  A  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Elcho),  in  the  course  of  a  debate  a 
few  nights  ago,  had  animadverted  upon 
that  Motion  without  having  given  him  (Sir 
Colman  O'Loghlen)  any  intimation  of  his 
intention  to  do  so.  Tho  noble  Lord  said 
that  the  clause— which  he  (Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlon)  had  given  Notico  to  move  to 
introduce  into  the  Promissory  Oaths  Bill — 
was  an  attempt,  in  the  first  place,  to  inter- 
fere with  the  Coronation  Oath  ;  in  the  se- 
cond, to  open  the  Throne  to  Roman  Ca- 
tholics ;  and,  in  tho  third  place,  that  it 
was  a  Motion  made  in  connivance  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone),  who  was  said 
to  be  endeavouring  to  upset  and  do  away 
with  tho  Protestantism  of  this  countrv. 
As  to  this  last  notion  it  was  too  absurd  for 
notice.  The  fact  was  that  ho  had  had  no 
communication  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  tho  subject,  the  proposal  being 
made  on  his  own  sole  responsibility ;  and 
not  a  single  Member,  as  he  believed,  having 
Lad  any  knowledge  of  it  until  it  was  placed 
on  the  table.  The  allegations  that  he  pro- 
posed to  tamper  with  the  Coronation  Oath 
and  open  the  Throne  to  Roman  Catholics 
were  equally  unfounded.  Tho  Protes- 
tantism of  tho  Sovereign  was  secured  by 
express  provisions  in  tho  Act  of  Settlement 
and  in  the  Bill  of  Rights.  The  9th  section 
of  the  Bill  of  Rights  declared  that  any 
person  professing  the  Popish  religion  or 
marrying  a  Papist  should  be  incapable  of 
inheriting  or  possessing  the  Crown ;  the 
people  in  any  such  case  being  absolved 
from  their  allegiance  and  the  Crown  de- 
scending to  tho  nearest  Protestant  heir. 
That  Act  was  followed  by  the  Act  of  Set- 
tldment,  passed  in  the  same  reign,  which 
repealed  the  provisions  contained  in  tho 
former  Act,  and  further  required  that  who- 
ever came  to  the  Throne  should  join  in 
communion  with  tho  Church  of  England 
as  by  law  established.  He  need  only  refor 
to  tho  provisions  of  those  Acts  to  show 
that  the  Notico  which  he  had  put  upon  the 


the  length  which  ho  is  now  doing  upon 
a  subject  that  stands  for  future  ooDsldera- 
tion. 

Sib  colman  0*L0GHLEN  said,  he 
would  not  discuss  the  matter  at  any  length, 
but  in  moving  for  the  copy  of  the  Declara- 
tion he  did  not  think  he  was  out  of  Order  in 
alluding  to  the  Motion  for  which  he  wanted 
it.  The  object  of  his  Motion  was  simply 
to  get  rid  of  the  particular  Declaration,  a 
copy  of  which  he  now  moved  for,  and  which 
was  established  in  this  kingdom  in  tho 
reign  of  Charles  II.,  at  a  time  when  Pro- 
testant feeling  was  strongly  aroused  io 
consequence  of  the  excitement  connected 
with  the  Popish  plot.  The  Declaratioa 
which  was  required  to  bo  taken  by  all  per- 
sons holding  office  was  framed  expressly 
for  the  purpose  of  excluding  persona  who, 
though  nominally  Protestants,  were  not 
relied  upon  as  such  ;  and  hence  the  Decla- 
ration was  one  of  a  most  offensive  cha- 
racter. He  would  not  read  tho  whole  of 
it,  but  would  merely  give  the  substance. 
[The  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  read  pas- 
sages from  the  Declaration  denouncing  tho 
belief  in  the  doctrine  of  Transubstantiation, 
the  adoration  of  the  Virgin  Mary,  and  the 
sacrifice  of  the  Mass.]  The  Declaration 
was  framed  in  the  most  offensive  and  in- 
sulting manner  to  Catholics.  It  was  a 
relic  of  that  temple  of  intolerance  which 
had  been  reared  by  our  ancestors  long 
ago.  From  the  time  he  first  entered 
the  House  he  had  endeavoured  to  erase 
that  offensive  Declaration  from  the  statute 
book,  and  on  his  introducing  a  Bill  for  that 
purpose  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Cambridgo  University  (Mr. 
Walpole),  with  the  feelings  of  a  Gentleman 
and  a  Christian,  stated,  on  behalf  of  the 
Conservative  party,  that  he  should  offer 
no  objection  to  the  removal  of  this  De- 
claration. The  Bill  passed  through  the 
House  of  Commons,  but,  as  they  were  all 
aware,  it  was  not  the  custom  in  *'  another 
place  "  to  pass  a  Bill  of  tho  kind  the  first 
time  it  was  sent  up  to  them  ;  and  accord- 
ingly the  application  was  repeated  in  1S67, 


Paper  had  nothing  to  do  directly  or  indi-  j  when  he  was  happy  to  say  that  it  became 
rectly  with  the  Protestantism  or  Protestant ;  the  law  of  the  land,  and  now  every  person 
succession  to  the  Crown ;  of  these  realms,  under  the  Crown  was  relieved  from  the 
as  falsely  represented  in  placards  which  necessity  of  taking  that  Declaration.  It 
had  been  extensively  distributed.  But  it !  ^as  formerly  required  to  be  taken  by  the 
might  bo  said,  if  this  were  so,  what  was !  clergy  in  Ireland  ;  but  a  Royal  Commis- 
the  meaning  of  the  Notice  which  he  had  i  sion  appointed  in  1865,  unanimously  de- 
given  ?  i  dared  that  it  ought  to  be  abolished  even  as 
Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member  j  to  the  clergy.  Tho  Report  of  the  Oaths 
gave  Notice  of  a  Motion  relating  to  this  |  Commission  described  the  Declaration  ai 
Declaration.    I  think  he  cannot  enter  at   "painful  and  irritating  in  its  nature/'  and 
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also  as  *'  needless  and  mischieyous."  At 
the  time  be  first  introduced  the  Bill  he  car- 
ried last  Session,  he  did  not  know  that  the 
Sovereign  was  required  to  take  the  De- 
claration ;  but  afterwards  it  came  to  his 
knowledge  that  such  was  thecase.  It  was 
too  late  then  to  put  any  provision  into  the 
Bill  ;  but  this  year,  especially  after  the 
Keport  of  the  Commissioners  had  been  pub- 
lishod,  he  had  felt  that  advantage  ought 
to  be  taken  of  the  Promissory  Oaths  Bill 
being  before  the  House  to  relieve  the 
Sovereign  from  the  necessity  of  making  a 
Declaration  which  was  no  longer  required 
from  any  of  her  subjects.  It  was  with  that 
object  he  had  put  upon  the  Paper  a  Notice 
for  abolishing  the  Declaration.  It  was  quite 
possible  to  frame  a  Declaration  that  would 
bo  effectual  for  the  purpose  without  con- 
taining in  it  words  that  were  almost  in- 
decent in  their  condemnation  of  doctrines 
believed  in  by  nearly  one-half  of  Europe, 
and  by  many  millions  of  Her  Majesty's  sub> 
jects.  He  certainly  had  ventured  to  hope 
that  a  Parliament  which — though  it  was 
called  a  moribund  Parliament — had  ^one  so 
much  for  the  oause  of  religious  liberty,  and 
in  adopting  the  Resolutions  relating  to  the 
Irish  Church  had  shown  its  zeal  for  reli- 
gious equality,  would  be  anxious,  before  it 
passed  away,  to  complete  the  noble  work 
it  had  undertaken.  He  felt  it  right  to 
make  this  short  explanation  for  the  purpose 
of  explaining  that  the  Motion  was  entirely 
his  own,  that  it  had  nothing  v>hatever  to 
do  with  the  Protestantism  of  the  Crown» 
or  the  alteration  of  the  Coronation  Oath, 
and  that  its  object  was  simply  to  get  rid  of 
a  foolish  and  offensive  Declaration,  as  the 
Motion  was  much  misrepresented  out-of- 
doors,  and  the  misrepresentation,  if  un- 
contradicted, was  calculated  to  do  much 
harm  by  aiding  the  Protestant  cry  which 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  had  attempted  to 
raise  in  view  of  a  General  Election, 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  **  there 
be  laid  before  this  Honse,  a  Copy  of  the  Declara- 
tion against  Transubstantiation,  &e.  taken  by  the 
Sovereign  of  this  Realm  at  his  first  Parliament 
or  at  his  Coronation,  whichever  shall  first  happen 
after  his  Accession,"— (.Sir  Coiman  OLoffhlcn,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  NBWDEGATE  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  had  been  very  anxious  to 
disclaim  any  intention  of  interfering  with 
the  Act  of  Settlement;  but  he  must  admit 


that  the  Declaration  to  which  he  so  strongly 
objected  was  required  to  be  taken  not  only 
by  the  Act  of  Settlement,  but  by  the  Bill 
of  Rights.  Hence  it  was  not  surprising 
that  the  people  of  this  country  should 
think  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  in- 
tended to  repeal  a  part  of  the  Act  of 
Settlement,  inasmuch  as  he  proposed  to 
strike  out  of  that  Act  the  provisions  re- 
quiring this  Declaration  to  be  taken  by  the 
Sovereign.  It  was  he  who  had  called 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet  to  the  fact  that  if  his  Bill  of  last 
year  became  law  the  Sovereign  would  re- 
main the  only  person  compelled  to  make 
this  Declaration.  Its  terms  were  com- 
plained of  as  offensive  ;  but  its  offence  lay 
in  the  fact  that  it  distinctly  and  plainly 
repudiated  those  cardinal  doctrines  of  the 
Church  of  Rome,  which  mainly  constituted 
the  difference  between  that  Church  and  the 
Church  of  England.  It  was  unnecessary 
to  repeat  the  origin  of  this  Declaration  ; 
but  there  was  a  time  in  the  history  of  this 
country  when  the  religion  of  the  aspirants 
to  the  Throne  was  doubtful.  It  was  thought 
that  the  Duke  of  York,  afterwards  James 
II.,  was  a  Roman  Catholic,  and  it  was 
determined  that  in  some  explicit  manner 
the  Sovereign  should  make  a  Declaration 
on  this  leading  doctrine  of  the  Church, 
and  should  assert  his  identification  of 
belief  with  the  Reformed  Church  of  this 
country.  He  admitted  that  the  languago 
of  the  Declaration  was  plain-spoken,  and 
he  consulted  the  present  Lord  Chancellor, 
then  Sir  Hugh  Cairns,  and  Mr.  Whiteside 
on  the  subject.  Their  opinion  was  that  by 
substituting  a  declaration  of  adherence  and 
acceptance  of  the  27th  and  28th  Articles 
of  Religion  of  the  Church  of  England  all 

i  the  offensive  terms  of  the  Declaration 
against  Transubstantiation  might  be  elimi- 
nated, and  yet  that  the  substance  of  the 
Oath  might  be  retained.  This  proposal  he 
submitted  to  the  House  in  Committee  on 
the  Bill  introduced  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Clare  (Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen). 
Was  he  satisfied  with  this  honest  attempt 
to  eliminate  the  offensive  terms  ?  No,  he 
aimed  at  the  substance  of  the  Declaration, 

j  and  induced  the  Committee,  by  a  small 
majority,  to  reject  the  Amendment.  After 
that  opinion,  given  by  two  of  the  most 
eminent  lawyers  in  the  kingdom,  and  con- 
firmed by  other  lawyers,  and  the  attempt 
he  had  made  to  carry  it  into  effect,  he 
could  put  no  faith  in  the  hon.  Member's 
statement  that  he  only  desired  to  rid  one 
portion  of  the  Act  of  Settlement  of  the. 
4>ffensivc  terms  contained  in  it.  He  believed 
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that  wlicn  the  people  out-of-doors  saw  an 
fitterapt  made  to  tamper  with  the  Act  of 
Settlement,  which,  if  there  were  any  such, 
was  the  fundamental  statute  on  which 
rested  the  rights  of  the  Throne  and  the 
liherty  of  the  subject — when  they  saw  that 
this  was  dono  upon  the  plea  that  it  was 
only  nn  attempt  to  get  rid  of  offensire 
words  after  an  honest  attempt  had  been 
made  to  sweep  them  away  and  retain  the 
substance,  it  was  not  surprising  if  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  hen.  and  learned  Gentle* 
man  were  regarded  with  great  suspicion. 
They  had  heard  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  something  about  the  desira- 
bility of  putting  some  limits  to  the  right 
of  free  discussion.  And  at  what  period 
was  this  bold  suggestion  made  ?  Just  when 
repealed  attacks  were  being  made  upon 
the  Protestant  Establishments  of  this 
country,  and  when  an  energetic  Roman 
Catholic  Member  was  attempting  to  tamper 
with  a  portion  of  the  Act  of  Settlement. 
The  experience  of  200  years  had  shown 
that  the  terms  and  substance  of  this  De- 
claration were  necessary,  and  that  it  was 
requisite  that  the  Sovereign  should  with 
his  own  lips  declare  his  sincere  attachment 
to  the  Protestant  religion. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  rose  to 
reply,  but — 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  he  had  not 
thought  it  right  to  stop  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  in  replying  to  the 
speech  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Clare  ;  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  gone  too  far  in  the  observa- 
tions he  had  made,  and  the  House  ought 
not  to  be  led  now  into  further  discussion. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  proceed  with  his 
Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— CIVIL    SERVICE    ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £66,314,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecutions, 
Ireland. 

(2.)  £11,421,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Common  Law  Courts,  Ireland. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  asked  how  this 
Vote  had  increased  £9,000  ? 

The  Eabl  of  MAYO  said,  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  expense  for  which  the  Vote  was 

Mr,  Newdegate 


now  taken  used  to  be  borne  by  the  Con- 
solidated Fund.  There  was  idto  an  in- 
crease owing  to  the  Act  passed  last  year 
involving  the  payment  of  their  salaries  to 
a  certain  number  of  Masters,  who  had  been 
deprived  of  their  offices. 

Mr.  CUILDERS  said,  he  had  advised 
caution  in  respect  to  the  Act  of  last  year. 
There  was  an  increase  of  nearly  £2,000 
apart  from  the  special  reasons  assigned. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  this  increase 
was  only  a  drop  in  the  ocean  of  the  entire 
Vote,  and  the  total  cost  of  onr  law  was 
about  £3,000,000,  while  the  charge  ia 
France  was  only  £1,334,221. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  but  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers)  the 
Votes  would  have  been  much  higher  this 
year. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  thought  it  right 
to  say  that,  so  far  as  the  Governoient  were 
concerned,  they  had  done  everything  they 
could  to  reduce  the  expenditure  of  last 
year. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £6,020,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Miscellaneous  Legal  Charges,  Ireland. 

(4.)  £6,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
County  Prisons,  Ireland. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  asked  the  cost  in- 
curred in  consequence  of  the  Fenian 
prisoners  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  a  portico 
of  their  expenses  would  be  borne  by  the 
county  prisons,  and  the  charge  for  those 
who  were  sent  to  Mountjoy  Prison  would 
come  under  tho  head  of  the  convict  ser- 
vice. The  legal  expenses  would  come 
under  this  Vote. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(5.)  £47,484,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Criminal  Proceedings,  Scotland. 

(6.)  £33,378,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Courts  of  Law  and  Justice,  Scotland. 

(7.)  £11,909,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
llcgister  Houso  Departments,  Edinburgh. 

(8.)  £8,705,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Admiralty  Court  Registry. 

(9.)  £49,979,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Probate  Court. 

(10.)  £3,470,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Land  Registry  Office. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  he  thought 
the  office  ought  to  bo  self-supporting. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee that  this  was  one  of  the  offices  be 
had  before  referred  to,  which  ought  to  be 
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amalgamateii  with  somo  other  offioe,  in 
order  that  it  might  be  made  to  paj  ita 
own  expenses.  • 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  the  at- 
tention of  the  Government  had  been  di- 
rected to  that  office,  which  it  had  been 
hoped  would  prove  self-supporting,  but 
which  had  undoubtedly  been  a  failure. 
The  subject  was  now  undergoing  inquiry, 
the  result  of  which  would  shortly  be  laid 
before  the  House. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(11.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  ozceeding  £160,332,  bo 
granted  to  Her  Mnjestj,  to  complete  the  sum 
Decessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  tho  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1869,  of  the  Superintend- 
ence of  Government  Prisons  in  England  and  the 
Expenses  of  Transportation." 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  the  number  of 
convicts  in  Government  prisons  had  most 
materially  diminished,  having  fallen  from 
9,000  to  7,000,  and  therefore  there  was  a 
considerable  want  of  prisoners  for  carrying 
on  the  public  works  at  Chatham  and  Ports- 
mouth. Tho  result  was  that  those  public 
works  would  cost  the  country  £500,000 
more  than  was  anticipated  in  consequence 
of  the  short  supply  of  convicts.  It  would 
be,  of  course,  in  other  respects  an  advan- 
tage to  the  country  if  there  were  a  decrease 
in  the  number  of  convicts ;  but  he  wished 
to  ask  why  the  Government  were  now 
proposing  to  take  an  additional  Vote  for 
conveying  convicts  to  Gibraltar,  as  the 
convict  establishment  at  Gibraltar  had  been 
universally  condemned  by  every  Department 
and  was  quite  useless. 

Mb.  FLOYER  said,  in  the  Report  of 
tho  Directors  of  Convict  Prisons  it  was 
stated  that  there  had  been  a  decrease  of 
charge  for  convicts  during  the  last  three 
or  four  years  ;  but  this  year  that  decrease 
appeared  to  have  come  to  an  end.  Indeed, 
there  was  an  increase  this  year  of  £25,000. 
The  estimated  number  of  convicts  for 
whom  the  proposed  Vote  was  to  bo  taken 
for  the  year  1868-9,  was,  according  to  the 
tabular  statement  and  given  in  the  Esti- 
mates, 7,750,  ns  against  7,470  for  the 
year  1867-8,  showing  an  increase  of  280 
convict  prisoners.  Ho  hoped  they  would 
receive  an  explanation  on  that  point  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury;  for  it  was 
a  grave  matter  for  the  country  if  the  im- 
provement which  had  been  in  progress  for 
somo  years  past  had  now>  without  any 
special  cause  that  he  was  aware  of,  ceased, 


and  if  crime  of  a  very  serious  description 
was  again  on  the  increase. 

Mb.  GOLDNET  pointed  out  that  a  great 
number  of  items  of  expenditure  connected 
with  the  management  of  the  convict  estab- 
lishments, and  especially  the  pay  of  tho 
officials,  showed  an  increase  over  the  pre- 
vious year. 

Colonel  S  YKES  asked  why  the  number 
of  convicts  who  were  to  be  provided  for  was 
not  given  in  the  Estimates  each  year?  It 
was  now  the  practice  to  give  the  number  of 
troops  and  seamen  in  the  Army  and  Navy 
Estimates. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  that 
on  the  Report  he  should  be  able  to 
give  more  complete  information  upon  the 
point ;  but  from  general  information  he 
could  state  that  about  200  convicts  were 
sent  to  Gibraltar  about  two  months  ago,  in 
consequence  of  the  demand  from  those  in 
charge  of  the  works  there  for  additional 
labour.  As  long  as  Gibraltar  was  continued, 
it  would  be  necessary  that  the  works  should 
go  on  there ;  but  as  transportation  had 
ceased,  there  was  now  no  other  drain  upon 
the  supply  of  convict  labour. 

Ma.  CHILDERS  said,  that  the  whole 
question  of  the  Gibraltar  establishment  was 
gone  into  by  a  Committee  three  or  four 
years  ago,  and  it  was  certain  that  the 
employment  of  convicts  there  was  unre- 
munerative,  while  their  employment  at 
home  was  highly  remunerative.  Gibraltar 
did  not  relieve  the  country  permanently  of 
any  convicts,  as  they  were  all  returned  to 
this  country.  It  was  only  an  expensive 
penal  establishment  at  home. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  asked  for  an  explana- 
tion of  a  certain  increase  of  salaries  which 
appeared  in  the  Vote  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  these  salaries  had  been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Treasury 
last  year,  and  were  revised  and  increased, 
some  of  them  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  asked  why,  if 
convict  labour  was  so  remunerative,  con- 
victs were  liberated  before  their  term  of 
servitude  had  expired  ? 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  with  reference  to  the 
Gibraltar  establishment,  it  was  most  im- 
portant that  they  should  have  tho  opportu- 
nity of  sending  criminals  out  of  the  country. 
Prisoners  thought  transportation  a  much 
more  severe  sentence  than  penal  servitude 
at  home  with  the  prospect  of  a  ticket-of* 
leave  before  long. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that  whether  a 
prisoner  was  sent  to  Gibraltar  or  kept  at 
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home,  tlie  sentence  now  passed  was  penol  chaplains  were  paid  according  to  tbe  arerage 
serritudo.  and  the  regulations  respecting  ,  number  of  the  prisoners  who  declared  them* 
tickets-of-IcaTe  were  the  same.  '  selves  Roman   Catholics  ou  entering  the 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  snid,  that  i  prison, 
the  rules  respecting  the  remission  of  sen-       Mil.    CANDLISII  said,  he  would  not 
tonces   were   exceedingly   rigid,   and    the  i  press  his  Amendment, 
present  system  of  penol  serntude  was  any-  I     ^o^ion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 
thing  but  inTiling  to  couTicts.    Tickcts-of-        ^  .  .     ,  ^        . 
leave  were  granted  upon  very  strict  con-        Origmal  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

ditions;  those   who  received   them  being  |     (12.)  £22,929,  to  complete  the  sura  for 

placed   under   strict  surveillance    by   the  {  Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum. 

police,  and  being  sent  back  to  prison  for  j      (13.)  £16.267,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

the  remainder  of  their  term  on  the  smallest ;  Prisons,  Scotland. 

infraction  of  the  rules.     The   system   of-      (U.)  £23,171,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

shortening  the  period  of  imprisonments  by  j  Court  of  Chancery,  Ireland. 

marks  given  for  good  conduct  had  had  a  ;      (15.)  £1,171,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

most  beneficial  effect  upon  the  convicts  in  j  Registry  of  Judgments,  Ireland. 

insuring  their  good  behaviour  during  their  [      (16.)  £9,200,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

imprisonment,  and  there  was  no  fear  now  j  Regiatration  of  Deeds,  Ireland. 

of  a  convict  getting  released  before  a  fixed  .      (I7.)  £5,400,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

period  of  his  sentence  had  expired.  i  Court  of  Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency,  Ire- 

In  answer  to  Colonel  Stkes,  |  land. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE-  ;     (18.)  £6,272,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
QUBR  explained  that  the  charge  for  bed-  i  Court  of  Probate,  Ireland, 
ding  and  clothing  yaried  according  to  the  I      (19.)  £3,906,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
stock  in  band  and  the  requirements  of  the :  Lauded  Estates  Court,  Ireland, 
establishments.  •      (20.)  £50,488,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Mr.     SCLATER.BOOTH    said,    that  •  Metropolitan  Police,  Dublin, 
there  was  this  year  a  diminution  in  the!      (21.)  £573,751,  jto  complete  the  sum 
charge  for  Gibraltar  of  £10,000.  for  Constabulary  Force,  Ireland. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  that  the  charge       (22.)  £1,530,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
for  salaries  at  Chatham  increased,  while    Four  Courts,  Dublin, 
for  salaries  at  Dartmoor,  a  similar  estab- 1      (23.)  £32,399,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
lishment,  it  did  not.     lie  moved  the  reduc-  j  Government   Prisons   and   Reformatories, 
tion  of  the  Vote  by  £400.  j  Ireland. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoBcd,      ,      (24.)  £2,376,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

"That  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £150,932.  be  I  ^^jl'^^^lnn""^  ^""""^I''  ^^Jf^"*"'       , 
granted  to  Her  Majestf,  to  complete  the  sum  ne-  '      C-'^O  X/l,i&UO,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
cessary  to  defray  the  Chargo  which  will  come  in    Admiralty  Court  Registry,  Ireland, 
eoorse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  !  , 

3l8t  day  of  March  1869,  of  the  Superintendence  i       House  resumed. 

of  Government  Prisons  in  England  and  the  Ex- '  Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Thurs- 
penses  of  Transportation.'— (3//'.  C'?W/i*/4.)  '  dau  next 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  soid.  that '      p        .'       ,      .,        .  rrt      ^^, 

rx    ^  .    ji  «•    1     iir       4  I      Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Thursday 

Dartmoor  stood  upon  an  entirely  dilFcrent         .  °         '  ' 

footing  from  Chatham.  j 

Mb.  WHALLBY  detailed  the  amounts 

paid  to  Roman  Catholic  chaplains  in  prisons,  i  couttis  of  l.vw  (Scotland)  [fees,  &c.] 

and  asked  upon  what  principle  thoso  sala-  mhu 

rics  were  fixed,  because  only  4  per  cent  of  Resolution  reported  ; 

the  prisoners  asked  for  the  ministration  of .  "  That  it  is  expedient  to  mako  provision  for 

Catholic  priests  ?                                                  1  ^bo  Collection,  by  means  of  Stamps,  of  Fees  pay- 

Sib  HENRY   EDWARDS    said,  the ,  ?"' '° '''°  S"P|*™«  ""^  j"*""''";:  <^°rt» 'f  ^^^ 

,           f  r»            rt  ai    f      t.     At     1         \r  m  Scotland,  and  m  the  Offices  belonging  thereto : 

abuse  or  Roman  Catholics  by  the  hon.  Mem-  ;  ^nd  to  provide  for  Compensation,  out  of  monies 
her  for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Whalley)  had  I  provided  by  Parliament,  to  any  Officers  whoso 
been  going  on  ad  nauseam;  and  he  hoped  i  Offices  may  bo  abolished  by  any  Act  of  the  pre* 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  constituents,  when  ;««"' Session  relating  to  the  collection  of  Fees  in 
i_ f  .1 L ij  ^.1-  I.: u^i.  I.:-  ;  the  Superior  and  Inferior  Courts  of  Law  in  Scot- 


he  met  them  next,  would  ask  him  what  his  j  \g^J^^^*» 
religion  really  was,  as  ho  thought  there 
was  ground  for  grare  doubt  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  SCLAT£R-B00TU  said,  that  the  and  Sir  GaiuiM  Uontoomcuy. 

Mr.  Ohilders 


Resolution  agreed  to: — Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Dodson,  The  Lord  Advocate, 
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Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply,  said, 
this  subject  had  been  for  some  time  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Post  Office  autho- 
rities ;  but  he  was  unable  to  state  that 
they  had  arrired  at  any  decision  on  the 
subject.  The  matter  was  still  under  their 
consideration,  and  perhaps  his  hon.  Friend 
would  repeat  his  Question  on  a  future  day. 


PIEB    AND  HAEBOUB    OBDEBS  CONFIBIirATIOir 

(no.  2)   BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

RcBolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  Uouse,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  for  confirming  certain  ProTisional  Orders 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  under  "  The  General 
Pier  and  Harbour  Act,  1861,"  relating  to  Car- 
lingford  Lough,  Elgin  and  Lossiemouth,  Greenock, 
Hunstanton,  Tenby,  and  Torquay. 

Resolution    reported :  —  Bill   ordered   to    be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Dodsox,  Mr.  Stxpoen  Catb, 
and  Mr.  Sclatkr-Bootit. 
Bill  pretertted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  lid.] 

TUKNPIKE   ACTS   COITLtJSVAVCE,    &C.   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  James  Fxrousson,  Bill  to 
continue  certain  Turnpike  Acts  in  Great  Britain, 
and  to  repeal  certain  other  Turnpike  Acts,  or- 
dered to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Jamks  Fxrousbon 
and  Mr.  Secretary  Gathoritb  Hardt. 

Bi\\pre9enled,s^ud  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  H9.] 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock, 
till  Thursday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday i  Jum  4,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  — New    Member    S worn  —  Hon. 

Charles  Georffe  Lyttleton,/&r  Worcester  County 

(Eastern  Division). 
Supply— cow*ufer«rf  t»   Committee— QvrvL   Ser- 

TICB   ESTIMATBB— Class  IIL 

Resolutions  [May  20]  reported. 

Public  Bills— Ftr^t  /?ea^iM^— Consecration  of 
Churchyards  Act  (1867)  Amendment*  [152]; 
Alkali  Act  (1863)  Perpetuation  •  [153]. 

Second  Reading — Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Con- 
firmation (No.  2)*  [US] ;  Endowed  Schools* 
[U3]. 

Committee — Lee  Ri?er  Conservancy  (re-eomm.)^ 
[144];  Ecclesiastical  Buildings  and  Glebes 
(Scotland)*  [581;  Titles  to  Land  Consolidation 
(Scotland)  •[57  J. 

Report — Leo  River  Conservancy  (re-comm.)^ 
[144];  Ecclesiastical  Buildings  and  Glebes 
(Scotland)*  [58-150];  Titles  to  Land  Consoli- 
dation (Scotland)*  [57-151]. 


INDIA— POSTAL  COMMUNICATION  WITH 
PENANG.-QUESTION. 

Mr.   T.   baring  said,  he  wished  to 
aak  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whe- 1 
tber  the  Post  Office  Department  contem-  \ 
plates    the  renewal  of   the  direct  Postal  | 
Commanication   by   Steom  Packets   with 
Penaog,  which  that'Settlemcnt  has  enjoyed 
for  the  last  twenty-two  years  ;  and,  if  so, 
what  are  the  measures  to  be  adopted  ? 


MR.    GLADSTONE    AND     THE    EAST 
WORCESTERSHIRE  ELECTION. 

QUESTION. 

Sm  THOMAS  BATESON  :  Being  op- 
posed  to  the  endowment  of  the  Church  of 
Rome  in  any  forfti,  I  wish  to  put  a  Ques- 
tion to  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
and  I  trust  he  will  be  able  to  give  a  clear 
and  explicit  Answer.  [•*  Order."]  Well, 
I  will  ask  him  if  he  can  giro  a  clear  and 
explicit  Answer ;  and  also,  if  he  is  aware 
that  the  sympathies  of  many  hon.  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House  depend  upon  the 
Answer  he  will  give  ?  I  wish  to  ask,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  directed  to  a 
Letter  purporting  to  be  written  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  on  the  26th  May,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  East  Worcestershire  Election, 
in  which  it  is  stated  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  proposed  during  the  present 
Session  to  endow  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  in  Ireland,  and  also  to  create  a 
Roman  Catholic  University,  paying  its  ex- 
penses out  of  the  taxes  of  the  country  ; 
and  how  far  such  statement  is  correct  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  I  am  afraid  my 
hon.  Friend  has  fallen  into  a  trap  which  I 
evaded.  My  attention  was  certainly  called 
— as  it  is  called  to  most  things — to  a  let- 
ter purporting  to  be  written  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  on  the  26th  of  May.  I  believed 
it  to  be,  and  still  believe  it  to  be,  one  of 
those  effusions  which,  in  election  language, 
are  sometimes  called  squibs  and  sometimes 
hoaxes.  It  oppeared  to  me  to  be  a  gross 
caricature  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
least  happy  style,  and  as  it  contained  as- 
sertions which  could  not  be  proved,  and 
which  nothing  but  the  excitement  of  an 
election  would  justify,  I  really  have  given 
no  further  consideration  to  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  who  rose  amid  cries 
of  ** Order,"  said:  I  only  wish  to  give 
notice  to  my  hon.  Friend  opposito  that  I 
think  his  Question  calls  for  comment  from 
me.  But  as  I  do  not  wish  to  interrupt 
the  Business  of  the  House,  I  will  take  an 
opportunity  of  making  such  comment  on 
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tlie  Question  tbat  tho  House  go  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 

ARMY— TRANSPORT  OF  TROOPS  TO 
INDIA.— QUESTION. 

Sib  GEORGE  STUCLEY  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Wlielher  it  is  conducive  to  the 
health  and  disciplioe  of  officers  and  men  to 
send  them  from  their  depots  in  England 
so  that  they  shall  arrive  in  India  during  the 
months  of  April  or  May  ;  thus  spending 
their  summer,  exposed  to  the  heat  at  Kur- 
rachce  or  elsewhere,  away  from  the  Com- 
manding Officers  of  thcic  own  regiments, 
or  occupied  in  travelling  during  the  in- 
tense heat  of  summer  to  join  their  regi- 
ments in  the  North-West  Provinces  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  re- 
ply,  that  last  year,  in  consequence  of  the 
system  of  sending  troops  overland  to  India, 
some  of  them  did  arrive  somewhat  later 
than  they  should  have  done ;  but  with  re- 
gard to  the  transport  of  troops  in  the  ap- 
proaching season,  he  hoped  none  of  them 
would  arrive  in  India  later  than  tho  month 
of  February. 

ARMY-CAVALRY   UNIFORMS. 
QUESTION. 

Sir  GEORGE  STUCLEY  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
statement  made  by  Captain  Hosier,  in  Vol. 
II.  of  The  Seven  Weeks'  War,  that  the 
3rd  Regiment  of  Prussian  Dragoons,  at 
the  Battle  of  Eoniggratz,  in  an  attack 
against  tho  Austrian  Cuirassiers,  lost  very 
many  men  and  horses,  victims  to  the  ter- 
rible sword  cuts  which,  coming  down  upon 
the  shoulderi  cut  clean  through  the  shoul- 
der blade,  and  often  deep  down  into  the 
body  ;  that  the  swords  of  tho  same  heavy 
Austrian  Cavalry  were  shivered  upon  the 
brass  plates  of  the  Uhlans,  who  marked 
their  track  with  heaps  of  dead,  dying,  and 
wounded  ;  and,  whether,  after  such  expe- 
rience, it  may  not  be  desirable  to  place 
some  metal  protection  upon  the  shoulders 
of  tho  British  soldier  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON:  Sir,  I  can- 
not pretend  to  offer  any  opinion  upon  a 
Question  of  this  technical  character;  and 
my  answer  must  bo  that  this  question  of 
tho  uniform  of  the  British  troops  is  en- 
tirely one  for  tho  Executive  Departments 
of  the  army.  All  I  have  to  do  is  to  report 
the  Question,  and  I  shall  certainly  do  so, 
to  the  Commander-in-Chief. 

Afr.  OUtdstone 


SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  tho 
Chair." 

TUE  EAST  WORCESTERSHIRE  ELECTION. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  will  trespass 
for  a  few  minutes  upon  the  courtesy  of  the 
[louse.  I  wish  to  comment  upon  the  Ques- 
tion put  by  my  lion.  Friend  opposite  (Sir 
Thomas  Batcson)  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  My  hon.  Friend  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  his  attention 
had  been  drawn  to  a  letter  purporting  to  be 
written  by  me  on  tho  26th  of  May,  with 
reference  to  the  East  Worcestershire  Elec- 
tion, which  my  hon.  Friend  says  bad  i 
considerable  effect  upon  tho  result  of  the 
election.  Sir,  that  is  a  very  great  compli- 
ment to  me  ;  and  if  he  is  really  correct  in 
his  supposition,  which  I  am  not  vain  enough 
to  credit,  I  receive  the  statement  with 
satisfaction.  Ue  has  called  the  attention 
of  the  Head  of  the  Government  to  tbat 
letter.  Now,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  my  hon.  Friend  to  the  letter ;  because  it 
seems  to  me  that  he  has  not  attended  to  it, 
nor  does  he  cite  its  purport  accurately.  I 
will  not  defend  the  stjfle  of  the  letter 
against  the  criticisms  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  which  are,  perhaps,  fair  enough 
under  the  circumstances  ;  but  I  own  the 
authorship,  and  I  abide  by  the  assertions. 
I  do  not  intend  to  recede  from  any  portion 
of  them.  The  mistake  into  which  my  hon. 
Friend  has  fallen  is  this — lie  says  it  is 
stated  in  my  letter — 

**  That  Ilcr  Majesty's  Government  proposed 
during  tho  present  Session  to  endow  the  Romao 
Catholic  Church  in  Ireland,  and  also  to  create  a 
Roman  Catholic  Univcrsitj,  paying  its  eipeojes 
out  of  the  taxes  of  tho  country." 

Sir  THOMAS  BATESOX  :  I  omitted 
from,  my  Notice  the  words  "  during  the 
present  Session/'  after  reading  the  letter 
more  carefully. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  If  I  had  stated 
that,  it  would  have  been  an  over-statement, 
because  Her  Majesty's  GoTernment  did 
not  propose  to  endow  the  Roman  Catbolio 
Church  in  Ireland  during  the  present  Scs- 
sion  ;  nor,  indeed  did  they  make  any  pro- 
posal upon  tho  subject  ;  and  I  rather 
think  I  carefully  refrained  from  saying  that 
they  had  made  ony  such  proposal.  1  con- 
fined my  assertion  to  the  plans  they  sub* 
mittod  on  the  subject  of  the  Roman  Catholie 
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UniTersity.  There  was  a  declaration  made 
by  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (the  Earl  of  Mayo),  which,  however 
important,  was  not  a  proposnl  for  the  en- 
dowment of  the  Roman  Catholic  Cliurch. 
I  must  also  say  that  I  was  not  guilty  of 
that  which  the  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend 
would  seem  to  impute  to  me — though  I 
have  no  doubt  he  had  not  the  least  inten- 
tion of  doing  so — namely,  of  holding  up 
the  conduct  of  the  GoTcmment  to  odium 
specially  and  singly  on  account  of  its  being 
a  proposal  to  endow  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  in  Ireland.  I  do  not  consider  my- 
self, or  anyone  sitting  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  in  any  manner  respon- 
sible for  the  first  importation  of  the  odious 
elements  of  theological  and  sectarian  strife 
into  this  great  political  controversy.  How 
they  were  first  imported,  I  will  not  now 
inquire ;  but  they  were  not  imported  in 
consequence  of  anything  said  by  me,  or,  I 
was  going  to  add,  by  anyone  on  this  side 
of  the  House  ;  but  probably  if  I  were  to 
say  so  much,  the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough (Mr.  Whalley)  might  take  some 
offence,  and  therefore  I  will  make  no  fur- 
ther reference  to  it.  My  statement  is  in 
these  terms^- 

"  This  GoTemment  proclaimed  ten  weeks  ago 
that  they  were  friendly  to  religions  equality  in  Ire- 
land, provided  it  was  brought  about  by  endowing 
the  other  Churches,  including  the  Roman,  in  Ire- 
land, and  not  by  disendowing  the  Protestant 
Church  :  and  by  way  of  earnest  they  proposed  at 
once  to  create  a  Roman  Catholic  University,  and 
pay  its  expenses  out  of  the  taxes  of  the  country  ; 
whereas  we  take  away  the  Establuhment,  which 
now  exists,  and  make  no  more,  in  Ireland." 

This,  therefore,  the  plan  of  concurrent  en- 
dowment, or  generol  endowment,  is  what  I 
exhibited  as  the  policy  of  the  Government, 
and  not  the  plan  of  endowing  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church  in  particular.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman treated  it  as  a  charge  against  the 
Government ;  but,  permit  me  to  say,  I  have 
never  treated  it  as  a  charge.  The  noble  Earl 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (the  Earl 
of  Mayo)  stated  the  other  night,  and  I 
think  with  perfect  truth,  that  this  plan  of 
concurrent  endowment  is  a  plan  which  had 
the  sanction  of  some  of  the  greatest  names 
in  our  history ;  and  though  I  am  not  in 
favour  of  it,  and  think  that  the  plan  is  in 
itself  quite  unsatisfactory,  and  also  wholly 
unsuited  to  the  circumstances  and  exigen- 
cies of  the  present  day,  yet  far  be  it  from 
me  to  presume  to  pronounce  any  condem- 
nation either  on  the  measure  sanctioned 
by  Mr.  Pitt,  Mr.  Fox,  and  a  long  series  of 
great  statesmen  whose  names  I  revere,  or 


by  the  noble  Earl  and  the  Gentlemen 
sitting  near  him,  because  I  think  that  the 
time  for  the  adoption  of  a  plan  of  that 
nature  has  passed  away.  So  much  with 
respect  to  the  assertion  of  my  having 
brought  a  charge  against  the  Government 
that  they  intended  to  proceed  at  once  to 
the  endowment  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church.  With  regard  to  the  matter  itself, 
to  which  the  supposed  charge  would  have 
related,  it  resolves  itself  into  these  two 
points.  I  stated  that  the  Government  saw 
no  objection  to  bringing  about  religious 
equality  in  Ireland,  provided  it  was  done 
by  endowing  the  other  Churches,  including 
the  Roman  Catholic — that  is  to  say,  sub- 
stantially the  Government  were  favourable 
to  the  endowment  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
and  Presbyterian  Churches,  because  these 
are  the  only  ones  of  sufficient  magnitude 
to  require  a  large  endowment ;  and  if  they 
were  endowed,  perhaps  no  one  would  object 
to  any  crumbs  of  endowment  which  might 
fall  to  the  lot  of  other  communions.  Is 
that  a  just  or  an  unjust  charge  ?  The 
noble  Earl  (iho  Earl  of  Mayo)  stated  with 
regard  to  the  Presbyterians  that  they  re- 
ceive a  grant  miserable  in  amount,  and 
wholly  inadequate  to  their  requirements. 
These  words  may  not  in  themselves  imply 
that  the  Regium  Donum  was  to  be  aug- 
mented and  the  Presbyterian  Church  more 
largely  endowed  as  a  matter  of  necessity  ; 
but  when  taken  in  connection  with  other 
words  used  by  the  noble  Earl,  to  the  effect 
that  religious  equality  was  not  objected  to, 
if  not  effected  by  the  process  of  levelling 
down;  that  the  ecclesiastical  arrangements 
of  Ireland  were  to  be  re- cast,  and  to  a 
great  extent  equalized ;  and  that  there  was 
no  objection  to  make  all  the  Churches 
equal,  but  that  result  must  be  secured  by 
elevation,  and  not  by  confiscation — it  ap- 
pears to  me  that  what  the  noble  Lord 
meant  by  "  that  result "  is  perfectly  evi- 
dent. And  I  must  again  point  out  that 
the  noble  Earl  was  not  speaking  on  that 
occasion  in  his  individual  capacity.  He 
was  announcing  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment their  Irish  policy,  and  it  was  not 
merely  because,  as  Minister  for  Ireland, 
whatever  he  said  on  the  subject  of  Ireland 
had  a  peculiar  importance,  but  because  it 
was  a  policy  professed  and  promised  be- 
forehand by  other  Members  of  the  Cabinet 
in  **  another  place,"  as  well  as  in  this 
place,  thereby  identifying  the  Cabinet  in 
the  strongest  manner  with  what  fell  from 
the  noble  Earl.  But  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  noble  Earl's  language  in  no  way  went 
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Lord  Derby  two  years  or  one  year  ago. 
That,  then,  is  my  answer  to  the  proof  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  a  policy  of  endowing 
all  the  Churches  of  Ireland,  and,  of  course 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  the  most  im- 
portant of  the  unendowed  bodies — namely, 
that  we  entertained  a  measure  which  ever 
since  I  hare  been  in  Parliament  has  been 
more  or  less  entertained  or  proposed  in 
answer  to  frequent  and  annual  deputations, 
urging  the  consideration  of  the  case  of  the 
Regium  Donum,  The  only  difference  with 
regard  to  the  present  Ministry  is  that  we 
were  obliged  to  tell  those  who  waited  upon 
US,  that  whatever  our  feeling  upon  the 
subject  might  be — a  feeling,  I  think,  shared 
by  the  majority  of  the  House — that  it  wos 
a  Tory  poor  pittance,  it  was  impossible,  in 
our  view,  considering  the  present  state  of 
public  opinion,  to  make  any  proposition  to 
increase  it.  That  is  really  the  only  proof 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  brought 
forward.  ["  Oh  !  "]  Well  then,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  gone  back  to  the 
speech  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (the  Earl  of  Mayo)  and 
has  asked  "  What  did  you  mean  by  the 
equality  of  Churches  ?  *'  Now,  my  noble 
Friend  on  a  former  occasion  gave  his  ex- 
planation and  interpretation  of  what  he  did 
say  in  the  speech  referred  to.  He  told 
the  House  that  we  did  not  mean  the  en- 
dowment of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  ; 
but  that  there  were  a  great  many  modes — 
some  of  which  he  had  supported,  and  others 
which  he  was  prepared  to  support — which 
would  effect  a  very  considerable  alteration 
in  the  status  of  the  clergy  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church.  He  particularly  referred 
to  a  variety  of  measures — some  of  which 
he  had  originated,  and  all  of  which  he  had 
supported  —  such  as  the  introduction  of 
chaplains  into  prisons  and  other  arrange- 
ments of  that  kind,  which  may  be  treated 
lightly  now,  but  which  were  passed  with 
great  difficulty,  and  but  for  our  upholding 
them  would  never  have  been  passed,  which 
in  his  opinion  did  virtually  give  that 
equality.  That  is  the  explanation  which 
my  noble  Friend  gave,  and  that  is  the 
interpretation  which  has  been  accepted  by 
the  country.  [••  No  !  '*]  It  may  not  have 
been  accepted  in  electioneering  squibs  ; 
but  it  has  been  accepted  by  the  calm  and 
candid  opinion  of  the  country.  [**  Oh  !  ""] 
I  repeat  that,  in  the  face  of  my  distinct 
statement  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
that  we  on  no  consideration  whatever 
would  agree  to  the  endowment  of   the 

Mr,  DUraeU 


Roman  Catholic  priesthood,  these  are  fri- 
volous charges,  the  worth  of  which  is  pro- 
perly appreciated  by  the  country. 

Mr.  card  WELL:  However  unimpor- 
tant electioneering  letters  and  electioneer- 
ing squibs  may  be,  one  thing,  at   lea^t, 
is  most  important,  ond  that  is  that  there 
should  be  no  mistake  and   no  misunder- 
standing about  the  declarations  made  ia 
this   House   by  Ministers   of   the  Crowo. 
There  will  be   an  end  of   Parliamentary 
government  when  there  ia  an  end  of  dis- 
tinct understandings  with  regard  to  state- 
ments officially  made  by  Ministers.     Nov, 
I  shall  be  in  the  recollection  of  every  Gen- 
tleman who  was  present,  when  I  say  that 
on  the  night  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man came  down  to  the  House  to  state  that 
he  had  received  Her  Majesty's  commands 
to  form  a  Government,  he  told  us  it  would 
bo  found  that  he  had  a  truly  Liberal  policy 
for   Ireland,   and   ho  referred    us   to  the 
following   Tuesday,    when,    he    said,    we 
should  hear  from  the  noble  Earl  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (the  Earl  of  Mayo) 
what  that  Liberal  policy  was.     Well,  ve 
heard  that  Liberal  policy  explained  in  a 
speech  of  great  length  and  great  ability — 
a  speech  worthy  of  the  noble  Earl  and  of 
the  office  he  holds ;  and  what  did  it  tell 
us  ?     It  told  us  that  there  were  questions 
that  were  of  great  interest  in  Ireland — tbe 
Church  question,   the  land  queatioo,  and 
the  education  question.     It    spoke    of  i 
Commission  of  Inquiry  upon  each  of  them, 
and  there  was  only  one  practical  proposal 
which  was  announced  as  the  substance  of 
that  Liberal  policy — namely,  the  granting 
of  a  charter  to  a  Catholic  University.    "We 
were   distinctly  told,   and  I   am  sure  the 
noble  Earl  will  not  contradict  it,  that  the 
expenses  of  that  University  were  to  be  pro- 
vided by  tho  Votes  of  Parliament,  and  that 
the  Colleges  which  were  to  bo  in  connection 
with  that  University  were  to  be  postponed 
for  the  present.     The  noble  Earl  said— - 

"  Seeing  that  this  University  question  has  long 
been  a  matter  of  dispute  in  Ireland,  we  do  ofir 
a  plan  by  which  we  believe  it  maj  be  finally  let  at 
rest — a  plan  which  will  not  in  any  way  interjexf 
with  tho  vitality  or  strength  of  existing  instito- 
tions,  but  will  supply  everything  which  has  ever 
been  demanded  by  those  whoso  religious  scruplei 
prevented  them  from  taking  ad  vantage  of  the  pre- 
sent system.  With  regard  to  endowments  it  will 
be  essential,  of  course,  if  Parliament  agrees  to 
the  proposal,  in  the  first  instance,  to  proride  far 
the  necessary  expenses  of  the  University  —  that 
is  to  say,  for  the  expenses  of  the  ofllcers  and  of 
the  professors,  and  also  to  make  some  provisioa 
for  a  building  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  if  Parliament 
approves  the  schemes  it  will  not  be  indisposed  te 
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endow  certain  Uniyersity  iobolimhips.  With  I 
regard  to  the  endowment  of  Colleges,  it  is  impos- 
sible we  could  make  any  proposal  of  that  nature  at 
present,  until  we  know  what  kind  the  Colleges 
will  be,  and  to  that  extent  the  question  will  be 
left  open  to  future  consideration." 

Now,  I  think  we  liad  better  have  no  Minis- 
terial declarations  at  all ;  for  Ministerial 
declarations  will  not  be  enlightening,  but 
misleading,  if  we  are  to  be  told,  after 
having  acted  for  two  months  on  such  de- 
clarations, that  they  were  not  meant  in 
their  original  spirit,  and  that  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Earl  referred  to  chaplains  in 
the  army  and  in  the  workhouses,  and  some 
other  questions  about  which  there  is  no 
controversy  and  no  dispute,  and  to  some 
past  transactions  about  the  Hegium  Donum 
and  the  Bill  for  tho  endowment  of  May- 
nooth. 

The  Eabl  of  MAYO :  I  desire  to  say 
only  a  few  words,  for  I  thought  that  the 
explanation  which  I  gave  the  other  night 
was  clear,  frank,  and  explicit.  The  whole 
gist  of  my  observations  was  this ~  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, with  regard  to  ecclesiastical  arrange- 
ments in  Ireland,  to  endeavour  to  maintain 
the  policy  which  this  House  and  this  coun- 
try has  adopted  towards  Ireland  in  that 
respect  for  a  great  number  of  years.  I 
stated  that  I  believed  that  any  changes 
that  were  indicated  were  indicated  only  in 
this  spirit — namely,  that  the  ecclesiastical 
arrangements  of  Ireland  had  been  for  a 
great  number  of  years  sanctioned  by  Par- 
liament on  a  distinct  line  of  policy,  and 
that  it  was  our  intention  to  endeavour  to 
maintain,  and,  if  possible,  to  advance  it. 
That  was  all  I  said,  and  all  I  intended  to 
eay.  With  regard  to  the  University,  I 
distinctly  said  that  it  was  not  the  intention 
of  tho  Government  to  propose  an  endow- 
ment for  the  Colleges  connected  with  it. 
I  stated  that  if  Parliament  sanctioned  the 
establishment  of  the  University.  I  thought 
they  would  be  prepared  to  provide  for  the 
small  expenses — which  could  not  possibly 
exceed  more  than  a  few  hundreds  a  year — 
for  the  remuneration  of  the  few  professors 
who  would  be  necessary.  One  of  tlie  prin- 
cipal objections  taken  to  the  scheme  by  the 
Roman  Catholic  prelates  was  that  no  pro- 
vision was  made  for  a  sufficient  endow- 
ment ;  and  therefore  it  is  clear  that  they, 
at  all  events,  thought  our  proposal  on 
thut  point  unsatisfactory.  I  must  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Cardwell) 
that  in  his  proposal  for  granting  a  charter 
of  incorporation  to  a  Roman  Catholic  Col- 
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lege  ho  proposed  that  Parliament  should 
be  a»ked  to  provide''  for  the  establish- 
ment of  soholarships  in  connection  with 
the  University  and  with  the  Colleges 
which  were  to  be  affiliated  to  it.  Thus, 
in  point  of  fact,  the  proposal  I  made  was 
substantially  the  same  in  spirit,  except 
that  whereas  he  proposed  a  University 
which  should  have  the  power  of  affiliating 
denominational  Colleges,  asking  Parliament 
to  contribute  to  the  establishment  of  scho- 
larships, we  proposed  a  denominational 
University,  and  intended  to  ask  Parliament 
to  contribute  the  small  sum  necessary  for 
the  establishment  of  a  few  professorships 
that  would  be  requisite.  With  regard  to 
any  intention  on  the  port  of  tho  Govern- 
ment for  a  proposal  to  endow  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  in  Ireland,  I  beg  to  say 
that  such  a  proposal  was  never  entertained. 
I  believe  I  am  in  the  hearing  of  many  Gen- 
tlemen to  whom  I  have  spoken  very  lately, 
and  who  have  reminded  me  of  expressions 
of  opinion  that  I  constantly  made  use  of 
in  their  hearing,  and  which  amounted  to 
this — that  no  matter  what  the  opinions  of 
persons  might  be  with  regard  to  the  en- 
dowment of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in 
Ireland,  I  had  always  believed  that  no  man 
in  his  senses  would  ever  make  such  a  pro- 
posal ;  that  if  such  a  project  had  ever  been 
possible  the  time  for  it  had  long  gone  by  ; 
and  that  I  believed  no  Minister  would  ever 
venture  to  make  such  a  proposal.  With 
that  explanation  I  sit  down,  merely  adding 
that  it  is  extraordinary  that  such  immense 
exertions  should  have  been  made  by  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
to  attach  an  interpretation  to  words  of  mine 
which  they  were  never  meant  to  bear,  and 
which  no  candid  mind  would  attach  to  them. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY:  I  am  sorry  to 
be  obliged  again  to  correct  a  misstatement 
—  no  doubt  an  unintentional  misstatement 
— made  by  the  noble  Earl  as  to  the  inten- 
tion of  the  late  Government  on  the  subject 
of  University  education.  The  noble  Earl 
has  repeated  what  I  was  obliged  to  con- 
tradict on  a  previous  occasion,  that  the 
late  Government  intended  to  found  a  new 
University,  and  to  endow  it  with  scholar- 
ships in  connection  with  it.  [The  Earl  of 
Mayo  :  I  said  **  Colleges."]  If  the  nobio 
Earl  meant  Colleges  and  not  a  University, 
I  utterly  deny  that  any  intention  existed 
on  the  part  of  the  late  Government  to  found 
scholarships  in  connection  with  such  Col- 
lecres 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  :  I  said  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  late  OoTernment 
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to  endow  new  scholarfihips  in  connection 
with  the  Colleges  which  they  proposed  to 
affiliate  to  the  University. 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY :  It  was  not  in- 
tended  by  the  late  Government  to  establish 
a  University,  but  only  to  extend  the  powers 
of  the  Qneen*8  University  ;  and  there  were 
scholarships  to  be  endowed  in  connection 
with  that  University,  but  with  this  dif- 
ference, that  they  were  to  be  entirely  un- 
denominational and  were  to  be  open  to 
students  from  all  the  Colleges  affiliated, 
whereas  the  scholarships  connected  with 
an  exclusive  University,  such  as  was  con- 
templated by  the  present  Government,  must 
be  exclusive  scholarships. 

Mr.  H.  E.  SURTEES  said,  that  his 
bon.  Friend  (Sir  Thomas  Bateson)  had 
made  a  great  omission  in  not  asking  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
to  explain  his  statement  about  the  hon. 
Member  for  Athlone  (Mr.  Rearden).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  no  supporter  of  his  or  of  the 
Liberal  party,  and  that  he  believed  he  had 
voted  against  him  on  most  impoitant  occa- 
sions, except  those  connected  with  the  Irish 
Church.  Now,  taking  the  Division  Lists  of 
those  divisions  in  which  the  party  *'  whips*' 
had  acted  as  tellers,  he  found  that  in  no 
single  case  had  the  hon.  Member  for  Athlone 
in  1868  voted  against  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. In  1 867  the  bon.  Member  had  voted 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
Representation  of  the  People  Bill,  which, 
if  carried,  would  have  caused  a  dissolution. 
In  1866  the  hon.  Member  for  Athlone  had 
YOted  ogainst  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
upon  such  matters  as  the  Amendment  of  the 
bon.  Member  for  Tralee  (The  0*Donoghue) 
on  the  Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  Act, 
the  Cattle  Plague  Bill,  the  Marine  Mutiny 
Billy  and  the  Contagious  Diseases  Bill. 
And  ho  had  yet  to  learn  that  the  fact  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Athlone  voting  against 
the  right  hon.  Oentlemon  on  such  mea- 
sures as  the  Contagious  Diseases  Bill,  &c., 
disqualified  him  from  being  considered  a 
supporter  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
hon.  He  was  also  informed  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Athlone  received  the 
missives  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
**  whips/'  and  he  should  now  have  asked 
the  hon.  Member  for  Athlone  a  Question 
of  which  he  had  given  him  Notice,  only  that 
he  did  not  see  the  hon.  Member  in  the 
House — namely,  whether  the  statement 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  no  supporter  of  the 
*  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  was  correct. 

The  Earl  of  Mayo 


ARMY— CLERKS  IN  THE  ENGINEER  DE- 
PARTMENT.-.0  BS  E  RV  ATIONS. 

QUESTION. 

Grnebal  DUNNE,  in  rising  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  position  of  the  Clerks  in  the 
Engineer  Department,  sold,  that  he  re- 
ceived from  the  Under  Secretary  for  War 
in  1866  an  assurance  that  the  case  of  these 
clerks  should  be  referred  to  a  Committee 
then  sitting.  Formerly  they  had  the  pri- 
vilege of  rising  to  places  of  trust  and  great 
emolument — even  as  much  as  £800  a  year 
— but  in  1858  a  change  was  made,  and 
now  they  could  not  rise  to  salaries  of  op- 
wards  of  £270,  with  very  slow  promotion. 
Besides  the  officers  he  had  mentioned,  there 
were  others,  such  as  purveyors,  keepers  of 
stores,  and  others  who  are  called  civil  offi- 
cers, and  upon  whom,  by  a  Warrant  issued 
in  the  present  year,  was  conferred  what 
was  called  relative  rank.  This  was  a  mis- 
chievous course  to  be  taken,  one  which  had 
in  no  single  case  produced  good,  but  had 
in  very  many  instances  tended  to  bring 
about  confusion.  Then,  further,  all  the 
civil  officers  were,  or  were  supposed  to  be, 
entitled  to  certain  allowances,  which,  in- 
deed, were  actually  granted  to  nil  such 
officers  except  those  engaged  ns  clerks  of 
works  and  clerks  in  Engineering  Depart- 
ments. The  latter  received  these  allowances 
when  they  went  abroad  ;  but  when  they 
returned  to  this  country  they  were  de- 
prived of  them.  There  was  no  reason 
why  these  allowances  should  be  given  to 
one  class  of  civil  officers  and  denied  to 
others.  All  other  civil  officers,  moreover, 
were  entitled  to  pensions  for  their  widows 
and  orphans  ;  but  he  held  in  his  hand  a 
list  of  several  of  these  officers  who  had 
died  abroad  from  the  climate,  and  it  was 
hard  that  their  widows  should  receive  no 
pensions.  It  might  be  said  that  they  were 
entitled  to  superannuations  under  the  Super- 
annuation Act  ;  but  considering  that  they 
could  hardly  expect  to  arrive  at  salaries  of 
£270  a  year,  their  superannuation  allow- 
ances would  be  eireeedingly  trifling.  These 
officers  were  not  only  employed  in  distont 
and  unhealthy  countries,  but  they  were 
sometimes  under  firo.  It  was  strange  that 
when  the  Committee  on  Army  Organiis- 
tion  sat  it  did  not  consider  their  case.  In 
March,  1863,  a  Warrant  was  issued  from 
the  War  Department  actually  granting 
these  allowances,  and  they  were  even  paid; 
but  two  months  afterwards  the  order  wss 
cancelled  and  these  gentlemen  were  made 
to  refund  the  money.     Some  learned  an* 
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thorities  held  that  under  the  circnmstanceB 
they  had  a  legal  right  to  that  allowance  ; 
hut  certainly  they  had  a  moral  title  to  it. 
The  numher  of  these  officers  was  lessen- 
ing erery  day,  from  the  circumstance  of 
tho  War  Department  preferring  to  take  the 
clerks  from  the  military  profession  ;  hut  as 
long  as  any  of  them  remained  justice  ought 
to  be  done  to  them  ;  and  he  trusted  that 
a  favourable  answer  would  be  given  to  his 
question,  Why  they  are  refused  certain 
allowances  which  they  claim  under  a 
Warrant,  and  tho  right  of  pensions  for 
their  widows  granted  to  other  Civil  Officers 
of  the  Department  ? 

Mr.  p.  WYKEHAM-MARTIN  said, 
that  previous  to  the  time  when  tliese  officers 
were  made  liable  to  service  abroad  there 
might  have  been  some  reason  in  not  giving 
their  widows  pensions  ;  hot  since  they  had 
been  employed  in  every  part  of  the  globe 
the  case  was  very  different,  because  even 
where  they  had  insured  their  lives  the  in- 
Eurance  companies  would  not  allbw  them 
to  keep  up  their  insurances  when  they  went 
to  unhealthy  climatx^s.  In  one  case  one 
of  these  gentlemen,  having  been  sent  to 
Cape  Coast  Castle,  the  insurance  company 
refused  to  renew  his  life  policy,  and  he 
died  from  the  climate,  leaving  a  widow 
and  five  children,  who  thus  lost  every 
farthing  of  the  insurance  money.  When 
the  matter  was  represented  to  tho  War 
Office,  the  Department  said  there  was  no 
special  provision  for  such  cases,  and  no- 
thing could  be  done  for  the  widow.  In 
another  instance  one  of  these  officers  died 
in  the  West  Indies  through  having  been 
ordered  to  remain  at  a  station  from  which 
the  troops  were  removed  on  account  of  its 
unhealthiness,  and  his  life  insurance  was 
forfeited  in  consequence.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  John  Pakington)  looked 
into  the  merits  of  that  question,  and  did 
not  suffer  himself  to  be  misled  by  the  per- 
manent officials  of  his  Department,  no  doubt 
he  would  favourably  entertain  the  claims 
of  these  unfortunate  men. 

Mr.  M.  chambers  considered  that 
these  officers  were  in  the  same  position 
and  exposed  to  the  same  dangers  as  arm)* 
surgeons  and  other  non-combatants,  and 
that  it  was  but  fair  that  their  widows  should 
bo  placed  precisely  upon  the  same  footing 
as  the  widows  of  non-combatants  or  regular 
military  officers. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  was 
not  disposed  to  admit  that  these  clerks  in 
the  Engineer  department  ought  to  be  re- 
garded as  soldiers ;  but  he  eould  not  deny 


that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  force  in 
what  had  been  urged  as  to  the  dangers  of 
climate  to  which  they  were  undoubtedly 
exposed.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(General  Dunne)  stated  in  the  first  place 
that  these  officers  were  refused  certain  al- 
lowances which  they  claimed  under  warrant; 
and  next  he  complained  tliat  the  right  to 
pensions  for  their  widows  was  not  conceded 
to  them.  With  regard  to  the  first  point, 
the  fact  was  that  those  appointments  were 
civil  appointments,  to  which,  therefore,  the 
Superannuation  Act  did  not  apply,  and  the 
Treasury  had  clearly  decided  that  under 
the  existing  law  tho  War  Department  were 
not  authorized  in  giving  pensions  to  the 
widows  of  those  who  held  them.  He  ad- 
mitted, however,  that  hardship  arose,  and 
a  case  recently  came  under  his  observation 
in  which  one  of  those  men,  in  the  prime 
of  life,  was  sent  on  duty  to  the  coast  of 
Africa,  and  died  there,  leaving  his  widow 
in  a  position  of  great  distress.  (Jnder  the 
existing  law  it  was  not  in  his  power  to 
award  a  pension  to  that  widow.  He  agreed 
with  what  had  been  said  that  evening  to 
this  extent— that  the  state  of  affairs  should 
be  re-considered,  for  tho  purpose  of  seeing 
whether  the  Government  ought  not  to  be 
empowered  to  grant  pensions  under  certain 
conditions.  With  respect  to  the  claim  to 
certain  allowances,  however,  he  did  not 
think  that  that  stood  on  the  same  footing. 
The  allowances  were  claimed  by  Engineer 
clerks  under  a  Royal  Warrant  of  March, 
1863  ;  but  in  May,  1863,  that  Warrant 
was  cancelled,  and  tho  previous  system, 
under  which  these  clerks  had  no  claim  to 
tho  allowances,  was  reverted  to.  His  pre- 
decessor in  the  War  Office  was  pressed  on 
this  subject,  and  tho  whole  question  was 
referred  by  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (General  Peel)  to  a  Committee. 
The  result  was  that  tho  Committee  come 
to  a  distinct  decision  that  these  officers  had 
really  no  claim  to  come  within  the  system 
of  military  allowances. 

SUPPLY— THE  DISSOLUTION. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  wished,  be- 
fore the  House  went  into  Committee  of 
Supply,  to  put  a  Question  of  some  import- 
ance to  the  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer 
with  respect  to  the  Estimates  which  wero 
about  to  be  submitted.  The  Government 
were  defeated  at  the  end  of  April  or  the 
beginning  of  May  upon  a  question  which, 
under  ordinary  circumstanceSi  would  have 
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been  followed  by  an  immediate  disBolution. 
Id  consequence  of  the  peculiar  state  of  the 
lair  with  regard  to  the  representation  of 
the  people  the  GoTernment  were  not  able 
to  adfise  the  Queen  at  once  to  dissolve 
the  Parliament ;  but  thoy  advised  that  it 
should  be  dissolved  ns  soon  as  the  Scotch 
and  Irish  Reform  Bills  should  have  been 
passed;  and  they  stated  tliat  they  hoped 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  shorten  the  period  of 
the  registration,  so  that  the  elections  might 
occur  in  the  autumn.  However,  they 
added  that,  as  the  scheme  was  placed  be- 
fore them  in  an  imperfect  state,  they  were 
not  then  able  to  specify  when  the  elections 
would  occur.  That  statement  having  been 
made  and  Government  having  desired  time 
for  full  consideration,  no  immediate  action 
was  taken  with  respect  to  the  amount  of 
Estimates  which  would  bo  required  before 
the  dissolution  ;  but  the  Government  were 
asked  once  or  twice  last  month  whether  they 
had  arrived  at  a  decision  as  to  the  time  of 
the  elections.  The  answer  given  by  the 
Government  was  that  the  matter  was  still 
under  consideration;  but  to-night  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  Stato  for 
the  Home  Department  had  given  notice  of 
a  Bill  to  shorten  the  period  of  the  registra- 
tion during  the  present  ycor.  The  House 
must,  therefore,  conclude  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  decided  when  the  elections  would 
occur ;  and  this  would  be  doubtless  stated 
when  the  Home  Secretary  introduced  the 
Bill.  Under  these  circumstances,  it  might 
naturally  be  asked  how  much  Supply  the 
Government  were  going  to  aik  the  House  to 
vote,  for,  in  accordance  with  all  precedent, 
neither  the  Government,  after  experiencing 
a  hostile  vote,  would  ask  the  House  to  grant 
nor  would  the  House  consent  to  give  more 
Supply  than  was  necessary  to  cover  the 
period  which  would  elapse  until  the  earliest 
time  when  Parliament  might  meet  again. 
In  1841,  when  Lord  Melbourne's  Adminis- 
tration was  defeated  by  a  majority  of  1 
upon  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence,  Lord 
Russell  stated  a  day  or  two  afterwards  that 
Lord  Melbourne  had  advised  the  Queen  to 
dissolve  Parliament,  and  tho  question  arose 
for  how  long  a  time  Supply  should  be 
granted  to  the  Government.  The  position 
of  things  was  almost  the  same  then  as  at 
present,  for  some  of  the  Estimates  had  been 
passed.  Indeed,  almost  the  whole  of  tho 
Army  Estimates  had  been  voted,  the  whole 
of  the  Navy  Estimates  were  voted,  but 
only  a  part  of  the  Commissariat  Estimates 
and  a  small  part  of  the  Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates had  been  passed.     The  Government 

Mr*  Childeri 


were  pressed  by  Sir  Robert  Peel  to  state 

distinctly  the  amount  of  Supply  they  would 

ask  for,  and  a  debate  having  ensued.  Lord 

Russell  said — 

"In  reffard  to  the  Miscellaneous  Estimates, 
they  would  take  the  same  course  which  was  par- 
sued  in  1830,  on  the  death  of  George  IV.  Tbtj 
proposed  to  take  a  sum  on  account  for  six  monthi 
from  the  Ist  of  April  last,  sufficient  to  supply  the 
immediate  wants  of  the  Budget  and  prevent  in- 
convenience to  individual  and  public  officers.**^ 
[S^awiard,  Iviii.  1264.] 

That  occurred  on  Juno  7,  the  Vote  of 
Want  of  Confidence  having  been  carried 
on  the  4th.  Therefore,  the  view  taken  bj 
the  Government  then  was  that  only  suffi- 
cient Supply  should  be  taken  to  cover  such 
brief  period  as  must  elapse  before  Parlia- 
ment could  meet  again.  A  question  was 
raised  whether  tho  Government  were  not 
asking  too  much,  and  Sir  Robert  Peel  used 
these  words — 

"  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposes  to 
take  the  whole  of  the  remaining  Estimates  for 
six  month;.  That  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  mate- 
rial departure  from  the  usual  course.  .  .  Not 
onlj  ought  the  act  of  dissolution  to  be  as  soon  u 
it  could  take  place  consistently  with  the  manifest 
demands  of  the  public  service  ;  but  the  new  Pir- 
liament  should  be  convoked  immediately.  If  ths 
noble  Lord  took  a  Vote  for  the  various  remsuninj 
Estimates  for  six  months,  that  would  clearly  en- 
able His  Majesty's  Government  to  defer  the  meet- 
ing of  Parliament  till  October  or  November.  Hi 
would  submit  to  the  House  that  taking  a  Voteoi 
the  Estimates  for  three  months  would  be  amply 
sufficient.  Still,  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  say  that  there  were  certain  Votes  for 
which  a  grant  of  three  months  would  not  suAee, 
he  would  grant  the  additional  sum." — [3  Bcuaard. 
iTiii.  1270.] 

A  distinct  engagement  was  then  given  that 
Parliament  should  be  dissolved  so  as  to 
meet  not  later  than  the  month  of  Sep- 
tember. His  right  hoii.  Friend  near  hini 
reminded  him  that  the  Fariianient  met 
ognin  on  the  19th  of  August.  HowcTer, 
sufficient  Supply  was  taken  to  coyer  the 
intervening  period  until  the  re-asaembling 
of  the  new  Parliament.  He  (Mr.  Childers) 
had  referred  carefully  to  the  Appropria- 
tion Act  of  1841,  and  he  found  that  that 
understanding  was  carried  out  in  the  spirit 
and  the  letter.  All  the  Votea  passed 
before  these  explanations  were  included  io 
full  in  the  Appropriation  Act ;  but  all  the 
Votes  not  previously  taken  were  granted 
for  six  months  only,  and  this  waa  atated 
distinctly  in  the  Appropriation  Act.  As- 
suming, then,  that  the  Government  would 
not  think  of  doing  otherwise  than  following 
the  precedent  of  1841 — based,  as  that  was, 
on  the  precedent  of  1830 — lie  would  now 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequeri  For 
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how  many  months  from  the  present  mo-   day  for  what  period  the  Supplies  would  he 
ment  the  GoTemment  would  ask  the  House   taken — for  the  whole  year  or  only  for  a  oer- 
to  grant  the  remaining  Estimates  ?  and  he    tain  nnmher  of  months  ? 
hoped   the  answer  which  the  right  hon.        Thb  CHANCELLOR  OF  the  EXCHE- 
Gentleman  would  give  would  be  so  precise    QUER  said,  he  had  already  said  so. 
as  to  enable  the  Committee  of  Supply  to 
proceed   with    the    Education  and  other 
Votes,  the  Gorernment  undertaking  to  ask 
for  only  such  an  amount  as  would  be  suffi- 
cient for.  that  period. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCBB- 


PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 
QUESTIOir. 


Mr.    TORRENS    inquired   as  to   the 

course  of  proceeding  on  Monday  ? 

r^rrnr.     -J  •.  i.  *  •  .    ,       Mu.  DISRAELI  Said  the  Cattle  Mar- 

QUER  said   It  was  somewhat  mconvenien     ^^^  g;,,  ^^^,j  „^^  ^^  ^^^^^  ^„  ^^^^ 

that  a  Question  of  this  kind  should  be  put  ^bey  would  proceed  with  the  Committee 
without  Notice.  He  though  the  cases  re-  ^^  ^^^  Scotch  Reform  Bill,  and  he  hoped 
ferred  to  by  his  »on.  Friend  (Mr.  Childers)    ^f^.^wards  to  go  on  with  the   Boundary 


were  not  parallel  with  the  existing  position 
of  things.     At  present  a  Reform  Bill  was 
passed   for  England  ;   but    the  Boundary 
Bill  was  not  passed,  and  the  Reform  Bills 
for  Scotland  and  Ireland  were  not  passed. 
Therefore,  it  was  utterly  impossible  to  say 
at  present  when  there  could  bo  a  dissolu- 
tion.    He  hoped  that  there  wns  no  misap- 
prehension as  to  the  desire  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  bring  about  a  dissolution  as  speedily 
as  possible ;  and  when  the  hon.  Gentleman 
suggested  that  Supply  should,  in  order  to 
insure  an  early  dissolution,  only  be  granted 
for  a  limited   time,  he  could  assure  the 
House  that  it  was  unnecessary  for  such  a 
course  to  be  taken,  as  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  bring  about  a  dis- 
solution as  soon  as  possible.     The  period 
for  which    the  Supplies  would   be  taken 
must  depend  on  the  time  when  a  dissolu- 
tion was  possible.     At  the  present  moment 
it  was'  almost  impossible  to  say  when  there 
could  be  a  dissolution.     Under  these  cir- 
cumstances the  House  would  hardly  expect 
the  Government  to  say  for  what  period  they 
would  ask  the  Supplies  ;  but  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  repeat  his  Question  to- 
morrow he  should  be  happy  to  give  him  an 
answer. 

Mb.  LOWE  asked  when  the  Report  of 
Supply  would  be  taken  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  there  being  no  Resolutions 
passed  as  yet  he  was  unable  to  say  when 
they  would  be  reported.  It  was  usual  that 
Resolutions  passed  in  Committee  of  Supply 
one  evening  should  be  reported  the  next. 
Perhaps  it  would  be  more  convenient  to 
take  the  Report  on  Monday  than  to-morrow. 

Mr.  guilders  thought  this  not  a 
party  question  but  a  constitutional  ques- 
tion of  great  importance,  and  he  wished  to 
know  whether,  in  the  event  of  Resolutions 
being  taken  to*night|  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  be  prepared  to  say  on  Mon- 


Bill. 

SLAVE  BOUNTIES.-.OBSERVATIONS. 

QUESTION. 

Colonel  SYRES  rose  to  call  attention 
to  the  sums  paid  by  the  Treasury  as  boun- 
ties for  the  capture  of  Slaves,  and  for  their 
support,  &c.,  after  capture,  yearly  from 
1863  to  1867,  inclusive,  and  Estimate  for 
1868-9  ;    also,    the  amount  paid  for  the 
support  of  the  Mixed  Slave  Commission  in 
the  West  Indies.     In  1863  the  tonnage 
bounties,  &c.,  paid  amounted  to  £44,454  ; 
in  1864,  to  £45,592 ;  in  1865,  to  £16,955]; 
in  1866,  to  £4.857  ;  in  1867,  to  £24.738  : 
the  number  of  slaves  captured  in  those 
years  being  in  1863,  1,395;  in  1864,  6; 
in  1865,  0  ;  in  1866,  3 ;  in  1867,  0;  in 
1868, 0.  The  sums  paid  for  support  and  con- 
veyance of  captured  negroes  in  those  years 
were— 1863,  £26.059;  1864,  £26,528; 
1865,  £23.787;  1866,  £36,280;  1867, 
£4,840  ;  and  the  Estimate  for  the  present 
year  was  £28,656.  The  cost  of  the  Mixed 
Slave  Commission  was  in  1863,  £10,650  ; 
in  1864,  £10,950  ;    in    1865,    £7,550; 
in  1866,  £10.650;   in    1867,   £10,450; 
and  this  year  it  was  estimated  at  £9,450, 
The  tonnage  bounties,  therefore,  for  the 
five  years   1863   to   1867,   amounted    to 
£136,596,  and  the  expense  for  the  con- 
veyance and  support  of  slaves  for  thoso 
years  to  £117,494.     The  Mixed   Slave 
Commission,    in    the    West    Indies,   cost 
£50,250,  add  to  these  sums  the  pay  of 
the  squadron  for  those  five  years  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa,  £366,590,  and  we 
have  the  formidable  sum  of    £670,930, 
for  the  capture  of  1,404  slaves  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Africa,  or  at  the  rate  of  nearly 
£478  per  head,  and  this  was  independent 
of  the  pay  of  ships  on  the  East  Coast  of 
Africa  ;  the  number  of  slaves  captured  on 
that  coast  not  being  stated  in  the  Returns, 
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The  bon.  and  gallant  Member  complained 
of  the  want  of  distinctness  in  keeping  tbe 
Treasury  accounts,  although  he  did  not  at 
all  assert  that  tbe  money  had  not  been  pro- 
perly disposed  of;  but  it  was  impossible 
to  determine  from  the  Treasury  accounts 
what  portion  of  the  outlay  applied  to  staves 
on  the  West  Coast,  and  what  portion  to  the 
East  Coast  of  Africa.  In  looking  over  tbe 
ships  to  which  the  bounties  had  been  giren 
for  scTeral  years  he  had  not  found,  except 
in  two  or  three  instances,  that  they  had 
been  on  the  Western  Coast  of  Africa, 
where  slavery  had  altogether  ceased.  On 
the  Eastern  Coast,  slavery  was  of  a  do- 
mestic character,  and  its  outlet  was  confined 
to  the  Arabian  peninsula.  It  was  quite 
right  we  should  endeavour  to  put  it  down  ; 
but  that  should  be  done  at  as  little  cost 
as  possible  to  the  country.  He  was  glad 
to  know  that  the  Admiralty  bad  re- 
duced the  number  of  vessels  employed 
on  the  West  Coast,  considering  the  me- 
lancholy waste  of  life  and  health  ;  but 
be  thought,  instead  of  fourteen  five  or  six 
vessels  would  be  sufficient  for  that  service ; 
and  he  hoped  they  would  go  on  diminishing 
the  force.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
tbe  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  could  not 
lay  on  the  table  a  more  distinct  account 
of  the  manner  in  which  the  slave  bounties 
were  distributed,  and  whether  the  captures 
had  not  been  confined  to  one  coast  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER  -  booth  said,  he 
did  not  think  it  any  part  of  his  duty  to 
follow  the  bon.  and  gallant  Member  into 
details  as  to  the  policy  of  the  suppression  of 
the  slave  trade  or  the  possibility  of  making 
further  reduction  in  the  West  Coast  squad- 
ron. He  should  confine  himself  to  answer- 
ing the  Question  put  to  him  ;  and,  in  a 
great  degree,  the  bon.  and  gallant  Member 
had  himself  anticipated  the  answer  he  had 
to  give.  The  greater  portion  of  the  slaves 
had  been  captured  on  the  Eastern,  not  on 
the  Western,  Coast  of  Africa.  The  ma- 
jority of  the  slaves  captured  on  the  West 
Coast  were  taken,  not  by  Her  Majesty's 
ships,  but  by  coasting  vessels.  District 
officers  captured,  in  1863,  50  slaves  ;  in 
1864,  39,  out  of  a  total  of  45  seized  ;  and 
in  1865,  35  slaves.  The  following  were 
the  relative  numbers  of  slaves  captured 
00  the  East  and  West  Coasts :— In  1863, 
on  the  East  Coast  383,  on  the  West  1,475  ; 
in  1864,  on  the  East  Coast  110,  on  the 
West  45 ;  in  1865,  on  the  East  Coast  645, 
on  the  West  35  ;  in  1866,  on  the  East 
Coast  831,  on  the  West  none;  and  in  1867, 
00  the  East  Coast  382,  and  none  on  tbe 
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West.  The  slaves  who  were  eaptared  on 
the  East  Coast  were  disposed  of  in  a  very 
convenient  manner,  and  at  no  cost  to  this 
country,  by  being  sent  to  either  Zauaibar, 
the  Seychelles  islands,  or  Aden,  where  they 
easily  found  employment.  The  sums  ex- 
pended upon  tonnage  bounties  were  as  fol- 
lows : — £5  per  ton  where  alaves  were 
captured  ;  £4  per  ton  where  no  alavei 
were  captured,  but  where  no  doubt  existed 
as  to  the  character  of  the  vessel ;  and  30f. 
per  ton  in  the  event  of  the  abip  being 
broken  up  and  not  being  available  for  eon- 
version  into  money.  The  whole  of  the 
money  was  expended  in  conformity  with 
the  terms  of  the  Act  of  Parliament.  The 
expense  under  this  head  was  a  diminishing 
expenditure  on  the  whole,  and  for  this  rea- 
son— that  the  mixed  Commission  applied 
only  to  those  parties  who  were  of  approved 
nationality.  The  policy  of  the  slaTora  was 
to  throw  their  papers  overboard,  and  thus 
hide  their  liability.  The  cost  was  diminish- 
ing because  the  establishment  at  St.  Helena 
was  broken  up,  and  the  Mixed  Commission 
at  New  York  might  not  bo  continued.  He 
reodily  admitted  that  the  Returns  which 
had  been  quoted  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  were  calculated  to  mislead,  and 
he  would  take  care  that  if  moved  another 
year  that  they  should  be  more  clearly  set 
out. 

Motion,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £7,800,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Grants  to  Learned  Societies,  Great  Britain. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  asked  for  an 
explanation  ns  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
grant  of  £500  to  the  Royal  Academy  of 
Music  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  that  as 
it  would  have  required  four  times  the 
amount  of  tho  grant — namely,  £2,000,  to 
keep  the  Academy  in  a  satisfactory  con- 
dition, and  as  other  societies  were  pressing 
their  claims  for  support,  it  was  thought 
advisable  to  withdraw  the  grant.  He 
hoped,  however,  thnt  an  extended  plan  for 
imparting  a  good  musical  education  would 
sooner  or  later  be  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  inquired  what 
result  had  been  obtained  by  the  inquiries 
conducted  by  these  learned  societies  ? 
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Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTU  sail),  he  would 
remind  the  iion.  Member  oppoiiie  (Ur. 
Aidermnn  Laik)  that  OD  the  death  of  Ad- 
miral FitiRoj,  wlio  had  conducted  certain 
metcorologicBl  eiperiDients  for  manj  yenra, 
and  nlio  received  a  certain  auin  for  that 
purpose,  a  Committee  wea  appointed  jointljr 
bj  iho  Board  of  Trade,  the  Admiralty,  and 
the  Boyal  Society,  for  iha  purpose  of 
taking  into  coniideration  the  ndTisabilit; 
of  continuhig  those  oipcrimentB.  That 
Committee,  by  their  Report  in  1866,  re- 
commeniled  that  a  Commitlee  should  bo 
appointed  lo  adininitter  a  auni  of  £10,000, 
to  be  appropriated  iu  continuation  of  the 
efforts  made  b;  Admiral  FitiRoj  to  obtain 
Bomothing  like  a  uniformitj  of  atatistlcs 
with  reference  to  the  weather  tliroughout 
tho  country,  so  as  to  enable  people  to  fore- 
cast, if  poaaible.  the  probability  of  atorms 
opproaeliing  our  coaste.  The  Treasurj 
assented  to  that  proposal,  and  the  whole  of 
the  management  of  those  experiments  was 
undertaken  by  a  Committee  of  the  Rojal 
Society,  it  being  understood  that  under  no 
circumatancea  waa  any  further  demand  to 
be  made  opon  the  public  Revenue  for  this 


Reports  of  Admiral  FitsRoy  hod  prored 
of  great  interest  and  utility  ;  and,  no  doubt,  ' 
the  labours  of  the  Committee  of  the  Royal 
Society  would  be  equally  so.  His  chief  ob- 
jectiin  lo  the  present  system  was  that  the 
experiments  were  conducted  by  a  body  of 
gcntlernen  who  were  not  responsible  to 
cither  that  House  or  to  the  Board  of  Trade. 
There  was  a  body  of  Fellows  of  the  Royal 
Society  who  received,  as  a  Committee, 
£10,000  per  annum  of  the  public  money  for 
the  conducting  of  meteorological  research 
experiments.  He  did  not  insinuate  fur 
A  moment  that  any  misapplicatioii  had 
occurred,  or  would  occur  ;  but  ho  objected 
to  the  total  absence  of  responsibility.  As 
regarded  the  Qeographical  Society,  he 
should  regrett  hat  any  objection  should  be 
taken  to  that  grant,  the  advantage  to  the 
pablio  rcaultiug  from  it  being  obvious. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £1,580.  Dr.  Petrie'a  ADtitjuarinn 
Collection. 

Mr.  Alderuan  LUSK  said,  he  had  a 
great  reapeot  fur  sntiquitios,  but  would  bo 
gtad  to  learn  if  the  country  had  obtained 
full  value  for  the  money  which  tt  was  pro- 
posed to  vote. 

The  Eau.  or  MAYO  said,  that  Dr. 
Petria  It  bis  dwib  bad  expressed  k  wish 
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that  hia  oollection,  to  which  he  had  devoled 
the  whole  of  his  life,  miglit  become  Iha 
property  of  the  nation.  The  GoTernment 
liad  selected  throe  eminent  antiquarians — 
the  Bishop  of  Limerick,  Dr.  Reeves,  and 
Mr.  Franks — who,  with  a  view  to  ascertain 
the  value  of  the  collection,  had  cloself  ex- 
jimined  it  and  bad  made  a  Report  lo  the 
Treasury.  That  Report  which,  if  neces- 
■<ary,  could  bo  produced,  would  show  that 
(he  collection  had  been  purchased  for  a 
smaller  sum  of  money  than  it  is  supposed 
it  would  have  fetched  if  it  Jiad  been  offered 
in  tho  public  market. 
Vote  agreed  lo. 

(3.)  £2.26S,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
lbs  Queen's  Colleges,  Ireland, 
(i-)  £1,784,  Royal  Irish  Academy. 
(5.)  £1,050,  to  complete   the  sum  for 
I  TheoloKieal  Professors  and  Oeneral   As- 
'  senibly's  College,  Belfast. 

(6.)  £11.949,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Grants  to  Scottish  Univeraities. 

Ur.  CEIILDRRS  objected  to  tho  charge 
for  repairs. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  it  was  thought  that  if  a 
sum  were  fiied  upon,  tho  application  of 
which  was  left  to  tho  local  authorities,  the 
'  money  would  go  the  farthest,  and  a  vote  of 
£500  had  therefore  been  proposed. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

(7.)  £2,200,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Board  of  Manufacturers,  Scotlaud,  iie., 
agreed  to. 

I      [8.)  £511.324,  to  complete  the  sum 
'  for  Public  Eduention,  Great  Britain. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  entered 
into  an  eiplanation  of  tho  causes  by  nliich 
the  Vole  had  been  reduced  From  the  origi- 
nal Estimate  of  £842,554  to  the  snni  pro- 
posed. The  Estimate  had  been  founded 
upon  the  supposition  that  tho  Education 
I  Bill  introduced  by  the  GoverumcDt  iuto 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  would  be 
carried.  But  the  abandonment  of  that  Bill 
had,  of  conrte,  led  to  the  withdrawal  of 
those  sums  tvhich  were  founded  upon  it. 
Now,  in  that  Bill  it  was  proposed  to  omit 
Clause  S  of  the  Revised  Code,  by  which 
schools  recciviug  Slate  aid  were  compelled 
to  be  in  connection  with  some  religious 
body,  or  to  make  a  practice  of  having  the 
Bible  read  daily  during  school  hours.  Had 
that  clause  been  omitted,  the  Congrega- 
tionaliats,  who  now  objected  to  receiving 
aaaistance  from  the  State,  would  have  ap- 
plied for  grants.     The  iucrcascd  sum  (hit 
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due  to  the  working  of  the  Minute  of  Feb- 
ruary 20,  1867,  and  which  was  generally 
known  as  Mr.  Corry's  Minute.  The  re- 
maining £35,689  was  due  to  the  ordinary 
increase  in  the  number  of  schools,  and  to 
the  £11,000  which  was  taken  for  the 
schools  which  would  oome  in  under  the 
facilities  and  increased  grants  for  the  build- 1  Workshops  Act.  HaTing  explained  the 
ing  of  schools.  By  the  withdrawal  of  the  reduction  which  had  been  made  in  the 
Bill  they  had  cut  off  £15,000  for  the  ser-  j  Estimates,  he  would  now  proceed  to  the 
vices  under  that  head.  The  Bill  also  pro-  Estimates  themseWcs.  First,  be  would 
vided  for  taking  an  educational  Census,  [refer  to  the  expenditure  of  last  year  as 
wherever    the  President  of  the    Council   compared  with  the  Estimate  for  the  corn- 


would  be  necessary  for  that  purpose  had 
been  estimated  at  £8,192;  and  that  sum 
would,  of  course,  be  cut  off  from  the  Vote 
now  asked  for.  A  sum  of  £1,250  for  the 
Congregational  Training  College  had  also 
been  cut  off.  Then  there  was  another 
clause   in   the  Bill,   which   gave  peculiar  i 


should  think   that  step  necessary,  and  a 
sum  of  £3,000  was  set  aside  for  the  pur- 
pose; but  this  sum  would  not  now  be  taken. 
Another  clause  of  the  Bill  was  to  exempt 
small  schools  from  the  necessity  of  having 
certificated  teachers.  A  great  many  schools 
would  have  been  brought  under  the  system 
by  that  clause,  because  in  very  many  cases 
the  managers  saw  they  could  not  afford  to 
pay  for  certiGcatcd  teachers.     Under  this 
head  there  would  be  a  reduction  of  £14,768 
in  the  Estimate.  It  had  also  been  proposed 
that  the  managers  of  every  school  which 
sent  up  a  pupil  teacher  to  a  Normal  College 
should  receive  £20,  instead  of  £10,  the 
sum  now  given  ;  but  as  that  proposition 
was  not  to  be  carried  out,  there  would  be 
a  further  reduction  of  the  Estimate  by  a 
sum  of  £6,000.    There  would  be  a  reduc- 
tion of  some  other  items,  owing  to   the 
previous  Estimate  having  been  taken  rather 
wide.     It  had  been  estimated  that  a  great 
number  of  schools  would  come  in  under 
the  Workshops  Act,  and  a  sum  of  £21,000 
had  been  proposed  to  meet  the  additional 
expenditure  which  would  thereby  bo   in- 
curred ;  but  that  Estimate  had  since  been 
cut  down  by  a  sum  of  £10,000,  so  that 


ing  year.  Last  year  the  grants  for  build- 
ing, enlarging,  and  improving  schools  ex- 
pended from  January  1st  to  December  31st 
amounted  to  £21,656.  The  reduced  Es- 
timate under  this  head  for  the  year 
1 868-9  showed  an  increase,  being  £30,000. 
The  amount  which  was  thereby  elicited  in 
the  form  of  voluntary  contributions  for  that 
purpose  last  year  was  £86,784.  Last  year 
the  grants  for  the  maintenance  of  elemen- 
tary schools  amounted — for  day  schools, 
to  £416,584,  and  for  night  schools  to 
£15,018,  making  a  total  sum  of  £431, 602. 
The  voluntary  contributions  to  elementary 
schools  of  both  classes  of  schools  amounted, 
up  to  the  3 1  St  of  August,  1867 — the  date 
up  to  which  tho  account  had  been  brought 
— to  £358,296,  and  the  endowments  du- 
ring the  year  amounted  to  £36,776.  In 
the  present  Estimates  it  was  proposed  to 
take  £492,661  for  the  day  schools,  and 
£18,018  for  the  night  schools.  Last  year 
the  grants  to  31  normal  schools  amounted 
to  £69,886.  In  the  Estimates  for  the 
coming  year  it   was  proposed  to  take  a 


sum  of  £73,000  for  grants  to  those  schools. 
The  cost  of  administration  and  inspection 
was  last  year  £80,978.     This  year  it  was 
only  £1 1,000  was  now  asked.  From  grants  I  proposed  to  take  £88,565  for  that  purpose, 
to  Scotland  a  sum  of  £1,000  had  been  |  On  last  year's  account  there  was  a  balance 
struck   off.     Under   the  proposed   Bill  a   of  £25,427  to  bo  surrendered.      Having 


number  of  additional  inspectors  would  have 
been  required.  Many  of  these  had  been 
appointed;  but  three  of  them  had  not  been 


now  gone  through  the  cost  of  means,  that 
was  the  expenditure  of  last  year,  it  was 
his  duty  to  show  what  work  had  been  done 


and  would  not  be  appointed.  This  enabled  |  in  return  for  that  expenditure.  The  num 
the  Department  to  reduce  the  Estimate  by  j  her  of  new  schools  built  up  to  the  31st  of 
a  further  sum  of  £1,740.  Only  one  as- 1  August,  1867,  was  73  ;  the  number  en- 
aistant  inspector  had  been  appointed,  and  ;  larged,  60;  and  the  number  of  teachers' 
a  sum  of  £280  would  be  saved  by  the  non- 1  residences  built,  48.  The  day  schools 
appointment  of  two  assistant  inspectors  i  visited  for  annual  grants,  or  for  simple 
whom  it  had  been  proposed  to  appoint,  i  inspection — some  few  schools  being  visited 
The  total  of  the  reductions  amounted  to  a  i  merely  for   simple  inspection — up  to  the 


aum  of  £61,230.  This  made  the  net  in- 
crease on  last  year's  Estimate  £75,459, 
instead  of  £136,689.  Of  the  increase  of 
£75,459,  which  would  be  found  on  the 
Batimate  as  it  now  stood,  £39,770  was 

■k     Lord  Robert  Montagu 


31st  of  August,  1866,  was  8,753  ;  but 
iu  1867,  up  to  tlie  Slst  of  August,  the 
number  was  9,340,  showing  an  increase  of 
587.  He  would  now  refer  to  the  separate 
departments  of   schools   under   separate 
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teachers.     In  1866  tbe  number  of  these 
separate  departments  visited  was  12,130  ; 
in  1867  it  was  1 2,90 1 ,  showing  an  increase 
of  771.     In  1886  the  number  of  children 
for  whom  thero  was  accommodation  in  the 
schools   was  1,724,208  ;    in   1867  it  was 
1,837,307,  showing  an  increase  of  113,099. 
In   1866   the  number  of  scholars  on  the 
books    was   1,510,871;    in   1867  it    was 
1,592,912,  showing  an  increase  of  82,041. 
In  1866  the  number  of  children  present  at 
inspections  in  the  dajschools  was  1,264,829; 
and  in  1867  it  was  1,342,469,  being  an 
increase'of  77,640.     In  1866  the  number 
of  children  present   at   inspection  in  the 
night  schools  was  32,399  ;  in  1867  it  was 
45,837,   showing  an  increase  of  13,438. 
In  1866  the   avernge  attendance   during 
the  year  was  1,039,183  children;  in  1867 
it  was   1,098,742,  being   an   increase  of 
59,559.      He   now  came   to  the    results 
obtained  from  the  work  done.     In  1866, 
in  the  day  schools,  there  were  individually 
examined  for  annual  grants  660,000  child- 
ren ;    in  1867,  tho  number  so  examined 
was  690,532,  being  an  increase  of  30,532. 
In  1866,  in  the  night  schools,  there  were 
indifidually  examined  for  annual  grants 
31,481 ;  in  1867,  the  number  so  examined 
was  40,572,  being  an  increase  of  9,091. 
In  1867,  there  passed  in  *'  the  three  R's  " 
—  reading,    writing,     and     arithmetic  — 
432,486,  or  65  per  cent ;    in  1867,  the 
number  that  so  passed  was  462,799,  or  67 
per  cent,  being  an   increase    of   30,313. 
From  these  figures  the  Committee  would 
see  that  thero  had  been  an  advance  of  2 
per  cent  in  the  number  of  children  who 
passed  in  reading,  writing,  and  arithmetic. 
In    1866,   the  percentage   of  those  who 
passed  in  reading  was  89 '9  ;  in  1867,  it 
vras  90*7.      In  1866,  the  percentage  of 
those  who  passed  in  writing  was  86*33  ; 
in  1867,  it  was  87-59.     In  1866,  the  per- 
centage of  those  who  passed  in  arithmetic 
was  75  31  ;    in  1867,  it  was  7628.     li 
was   to   be   noticed   that    the   subject    of 
arithmetic  was  still  the  one  in  which  thero 
occurred  the  greatest  number  of  failures ; 
and  it  was  also,  in   the  nature  of  things, 
the  least  mechanical  of  tho  three  subjects. 
In  the  Minute  of  1866-7,  page  xxi.,  there 
was  this  remark — 

**  Throughout  the  schools  the  minimum  which 
each  child  must  learn  in  order  to  pass  for  a  grant 
under  Article  48  is  apt  to  be  of  a  mechanical  cha- 
racter, and  to  e£Eace  that  more  intellectual  aspect 
vhich,  under  the  old  system,  struck  a  visitor 
looking  at  the  best  schools  as  a  whole.'' 

He  had  stated  that  an  increase  of  J&40y000 


was  taken  for  the  Minute  of  Feb.  20, 1867. 
Since  the  passing  of  the  Revised  Code  in 
1862,  the   number  of  pupil    teachers  in 
England  bad    been    steadily  decreasing ; 
but  this  year,  for  the  first  time,  the  tide 
had  turned.    The  increase  during  the  past 
year  had  been  in  England  and  Wales  551, 
or,  taking  Great  Britain,  715.     That  in< 
crease  ho  attributed  to  the  operation  of 
the   Minute  of    1867.      The  expenditure 
under  that  Minute  during  the  past  year 
had,  however,  been  only  £5,382  Qs,  7d, 
The  schools  last  year  were  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  take  advantage  of  that  Minute ; 
the  staff  of  pupil  teachers  had  everywhere 
been  reduced  to  the  minimum  necessary 
to  meet  the  conditions  under  which  alone 
it  was  possible  to  obtain  grants  under  the 
Revised  Code  ;    and  the  higlier  subjects 
had  been  disregarded,  the  attention  of  the 
teachers     being    concentrated    upon    the 
"paying    subjects"  —  namely,    reading, 
writing,    and    arithmetic.      Now,    things 
were  different ;  many  schools  were  begin- 
ning to  devote  attention  to  higher  subjects, 
and  education,  under  the  operation  of  that 
Minute,  was  becoming  somewhat  more  in- 
tellectual and  less  mechanical,  for  schools 
were  now  qualifying  to  obtain  tlie  increased 
grants  held  out  to  them  by  that  Minute. 
The  greatest  difficulty  felt  at  present  was 
in  getting  candidates  for  the  training  Col- 
leges.     To  obviate  that  difficulty,  it  had 
been   proposed  to  give  to  the  managers 
who  sent  up  a  pupil  teacher  who  had  com- 
pleted his  term  of  service  a  sum  of  £20, 
instead  of  £10  as  heretofore.     Tho  male 
training  College  was  built  to  hold  1,669 
students,   which    was  considered  at  that 
time  to  be  the  lowest  number  required  to 
supply  the  different  schools  with  teachers  ; 
it  actually  contained  only  922  students — 
being  a  deficiency  of  44*8  per  cent.     The 
female  training  College  was  not  so  badly 
off,  the  number  for    which  it  was  built 
being  1,536,  and  the  actual    number  of 
pupils  1,335,  showing  a  deficiency  of  13*1 
per  cent.     There  was  but  one  other  point 
he  wished  to  bring  under  the  notice  of  tho 
Committee,  and  this  was  that,  for  what- 
ever reason,  there  were  a  number  of  really 
good  schools  which  did  not  come  under  the 
Privy    Council    system.      He  would   not 
pretend  to  say  with  what  truth  or  justice, 
but  allegations  had  been  made  that   the 
Government  rules    were   too   harsh,  and 
that  their  operation,  instead  of  improving 
the  character  of  education,  tended  rather 
to  degrade  it.     In  Mr.  Barry's  Report,  it 
was  stated    that  of   300    pariBbes   with 
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Bcbools  ia  his  district  only  107  were  under 
inspection.  Mr.  Meyrick  represented  tliat 
of  575  schools  under  his  cognizance  only 
210  wore  under  inspection  ;  and  Mr. 
Eraser  wrote  that  of  171  schools  in  his 
district  hut  100  were  inspected.  Of  the 
Reports  of  some  inspectors,  it  might 
perhaps  he  alleged  that  they  were  new  to 
the  work  and  not  entitled  to  equal  weight; 
hut  the  three  Reports  from  which  he  had 
quoted  were  deserving  of  the  highest 
respect. 

Mb.  BRUCE  :  Tliese  are  all  Church 
schools  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  replied  in 
the  affirmative.  There  were  therefore 
throughout  the  country  a  vast  number  of 
really  good  Church  schools,  the  managers 
of  which  refused  to  receive  aid  and  in- 
spection, and  of  which,  therefore,  no 
account  whatever  was  taken  in  our  Re- 

Sorts.  From  the  figures,  however,  which 
e  had  quoted,  it  must  be  perceived  that 
the  cause  of  education  had  made  gradual 
but  very  steady  advances  ;  and,  although 
there  might  still  be  realms  of  ignorance, 
yet  the  territory  was  day  by  day  being 
conquered.  On  this  point  a  good  deal  of 
misapprehension  existed.  What  was,  ac- 
cording to  a  careful  estimate,  the  true 
state  of  the  case  ?  The  population  of 
Great  Britain  in  1861  was  23,271,965. 
and  at  the  ordinary  rate  of  increase,  which 
in  England  and  Wales  was  12  per  cent, 
and  in  Scotland  6  per  cent,  during  ten 
years,  the  population  of  Great  Britain  in 
April,  1868,  would  be  25,092,168.  Of 
that  number  the  children  between  3  and 
15  years  old  would  be  6.849,128  ;  and,  if 
each  child  were  at  school  for  the  maximum 
period  of  six  years,  there  should  be  at 
school  at  one  time  3,424,564.  Now,  as 
to  the  number  which  were  actually  at 
school.  The  Commissioners,  in  their  Re- 
port of  1862,  page  Ixxx.,  divided  schools  into 
four  classes — namely,  Class  I.,  schools  of 
religious  denominations;  Class  II.,  ragged, 
Birkbeck,  factory,  &c.  schools  ;  Class  III., 
taxation  schools  ;  and  Class  IV.,  collegiate 
and  upper-class  schools.  Let  the  Com- 
mittee suppose  that  there  was  an  increase 
due  to  the  increase  of  the  population  under 
all  these  classes  except  Class  III.,  the 
taxation  schools  —  that  is,  pauper  and 
criminal  schools — for  they  would  give  the 
advantage  to  those  who  tried  to  make  out 
a  case  of  educational  destitution.  He 
would  suppose  that  the  relative  amount  of 
poverty  and  crime  decreased  in  order  to 
make  out  that  education  at  the  same  time 

Lord  Robert  Mof^tagu 


advanced,    more    slowly    than   it  really 
advanced.     They  would  therefore  expect 
to  find  at  present  in  Class   I.   1,679,454 
children  ;  in  Class  II.,  46.718  ;  in  Class 
III.,  47,748  ;  and  in  Class  IV..  37,940; 
making  the  total  number  of   ehildren  in 
public  schools,  inspected  and  nninsfvected, 
1,811,860.     To  these  must  be  added  tbs 
number  of   children    in    private   schools, 
which  in  1858  was  860,304,  and,  for  ths 
purpose  of  the  calculation,  be  would  take 
it   that  this  number  had   not    increased. 
This  was  manifestly  untrue  ;  but  he  would 
still    give    the   advantage   to   those   who 
desired  to  make  out  a  case  for  educations! 
destitution.     There  must  further  be  added 
for  Scotland  418,367  children,   the  exact 
number  in  this  case  appearing  from  the 
Scotch  Commissioners'  Report  (p.  clxxiv.). 
The   total  number,  therefore,  of  children 
actually  at  school  in  Great  Britain  in  1863 
would  be  3,091,531.     The  toUl  number 
which  they  would  expect  to  find  at  school, 
on  the  assumption  that  six  years  was  tbe 
proper  term  of  schooling  for  every  child  in 
Great   Britain   was,   as    he    had    already 
shown,    3,424,564,    thus    showing  a  de- 
ficiency of  only  333,033  children  in  the 
United  Kingdom   who    ought    to    be   st 
j  school    but   were    not.      The   calcolatioo 
which  he  had  made  was  taken  io  manv 
I  respects  most  unfavourably.     He  had  sop- 
.'  posed,  for  instance,  that  the    number  of 
•  pupils  at   private   schools    had    remained 
I  stationary,  and  ho  had  not  allowed  for  any 
!  increase  commensurate  with  the  iooreaee 
i  of  the  population  under  Class  III.     Hence 
I  there  would  probably  be  deductions  to  be 
!  made    from    that    maximum    number  of 
333,033  children  who  were  estimated  as 
without  schooling.    The  Estimate  also  was 
made  throughout  with  reference  to  cbild- 
:  ren  of  from  3  to  15  years  old,  whereas 
I  they  knew  that  very  few  children  went  to 
:  school  before  six  years  old,  or  remained  at 
;  school  after  12.     It  was  estimated  that  46 
i  per  cent  of  the  children  who  should  be  at 
j  school,   but  were  not,  were  between  the 
ages  of  3  and  6.     The  Estimate  which  he 
had  given  to  the  Commitee  had  been  most 
carefully  framed  by  officers  in   whom  he 
had  every  confidence,  and  ho  felt  convinced 
of  the  accuracy  of  it.     If  by  any  means 
it  were  found   possible  partially   to  relax 
the  rules  so  as  to  bring  into  connection 
I  with  the  system  a  number  of  very  good 
I  schools  that  at  present  were  not  under  it, 
he  believed  further  advantages  would  bo 
gained. 
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Lord  HBNLEY  laid,  he  was  glad  to 
boar  that  it  was  proposed  to  give  additional 
aid  to  schools,  more  especially  as  he  had 
feared  at  first,  in  consequence  of  the  alter* 
ation  in  the  Vote,  that  an  actual  decrease 
in  the  amount  of  aid  was  contemplated, 
llo  understood  the  noblo  Lord  (Lord 
Robert  Montagu)  to  say  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  apply  something  like  £75,000 
for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  efficiency 
of  our  schools,  and  that  the  diminutions 
which  had  been  referred  to  were  owing 
to  the  circumstances  of  the  Bill  which  Go- 
vernment brought  forward  early  in  the 
Session  having  been  dropped.  For  his 
own  part,  he  did  not  much  regret  the 
abandonment  of  that  measure,  which,  how- 
ever, had  the  merit  of  avoiding  two  things 
that  were  highly  objectionable — namely, 
raising  the  money  for  the  promotion  of 
education  by  a  local  rate  on  real  property, 
and  the  forcing  of  education  on  the  agri- 
cultural classes.  The  general  taxpayer 
was  quite  as  much  interested,  if  not  more 
80,  in  the  education  of  the  children  of  the 
poor  as  were  the  landowners,  the  farmers, 
or  the  owners  of  houses  in  towns.  Every 
one  practically  acquainted  with  the  work- 
ing of  education  in  rural  parishes  mast 
acknowledge  this.  In  his  own  neighbour- 
hood he  had  noticed  that  the  cleverest  and 
best  educated  boys  almost  always  left  their 
native  village  in  order  to  push  their  for- 
tunes in  the  metropolis  ;  and  it  must  be 
obvious  that  the  merchants  and  capitalists 
who  employed  these  lads  gained  as  much, 
if  not  morCi  by  their  educatiou  than  those 
who  paid  the  rate.  It  was  only  fair,  there- 
fore, that  the  general  taxpayer  should  con- 
tribute something  towards  defraying  the 
expense  of  education.  The  plan  of  sup- 
plementing voluntary  efforts  by  public  aid 
was,  no  doubt,  an  excellent  one ;  but  the 
great  defect  of  the  system  was,  that  in 
Bome  isolated  parishes  where  subscriptions 
could  not  be  raised  the  children  of  the  poor 
were  left  without  education  at  all.  To 
those  parishes  where  assistance  was  most 
required  no  single  farthing  of  the  money 
▼oted  in  that  House  was  given.  This  case 
was  one  of  a  class  which  presented  great 
difficulty  to  those  who  desired  the  spread 
of  education  ;  and  he  understood  that  hon. 
Gentleman  below  him  proposed  to  get  over 
the  difficulty  by  dividing  the  country  into 
rateable  districts  something  like  Poor  Law 
unions,  and  levying  a  rate  upon  those  dis- 
tricts. He  did  not  like  the  idea  of  an 
enforced  rate,  hot  he  saw  no  objection  to 
forming  the  districts,  and  giving  the  man- 


agement of  the  educational  funds,  to  be 
supplemented  by  grants  from  Votes  such 
as  the  one  now  under  consideration,  to  a 
number  of  the  wealthy  and  well-disposed 
persons  living  in  those  districts.  He 
strongly  hoped  they  were  not  going  to  vote 
any  more  local  rates,  believing  as  he  did 
that  the  doing  so  would,  by  imposing  enor- 
mous burdens  on  real  property,  reduce  that 
class  of  property  to  the  condition  of  an 
estate  so  deeply  mortgaged  that  the  owner 
has  nothing  left  npon  which  to  subsist.  He 
was  strongly  opposed,  also,  to  the  estab- 
lishing of  a  system  of  compulsory  educa- 
tion in  the  agricultural  districts.  Such  a 
system  in  the  manufacturing  districts  was, 
in  his  opinion,  stringent,  and  he  might  say 
tyrannical;  but  in  the  rural  districts,  where 
the  laJl>ouring  classes  were  very  poor,  and 
the  schools  far  away,  in  many  cases,  from 
the  dwellings  of  the  people,  its  operation 
would  be  still  more  harsh  and  unjust.  Fur- 
ther, as  the  Reform  Bill  of  last  year  did 
not  admit  the  agricultural  labourers  to  the 
power  of  saying  how  the  laws  should  be 
framed,  he  thought  it  would  be  additionally 
unjust  to  enact  stringent  laws  for  their 
government — laws  against  which  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  protest.  He  would  now  say  a 
few  words  on  the  educational  system  as  it 
at  present  stood.  It  had  been  proposed  by 
the  abandoned  Bill  that  a  Secretary  of 
State  should  be  appointed  to  preside  over 
the  education  of  the  country ;  and  it  was 
urged  as  a  strong  reason  for  this  appoint- 
ment that  the  business  of  the  Education 
Department  was  already  so  extensive,  and 
the  correspondence  so  elaborate,  that  it 
was  really  necessary  to  have  a  Cabinet 
Minister  at  the  head  of  the  Department. 
Now,  he  considered  that  many  of  the  Re- 
turns required  from  the  schools  were  much 
more  elaborate,  and  entailed  much  more 
expense,  than  was  at  all  necessary.  He 
thought  it  might  bo  greatly  simplified,  so 
as  to  lighten  the  work  of  the  Department 
to  a  great  extent.  He  had  the  authority 
of  one  of  the  managers  of  a  school  for 
saying  that  the  school  in  question  was  not 
put  under  Government  inspection  for  the 
reason  that  the  Government  grant  would 
not  pay  for  the  time  the  schoolmaster  would 
have  to  devote  to  the  making  out  of  the 
Returns  required  by  Government.  Whilst 
he  was  in  favour  of  Government  inspectioui 
he  should  like  to  see  that  inspection  car- 
ried out  in  connection  with  a  system  much 
less  burdensome  and  difficult  than  the  pro 
sent  one.  It  seemed  to  him,  some  years 
ago,  that  the  purse  strings  of  the  GoTem- 
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ment  were  opened  rather  too  freely  as  re- 
garded gifts  to  schools.  It  was  found 
necessary  to  reduce  those  gifts  ;  and  the 
effect  had  been  to  make  cheeseparing, 
which  amounted  almost  to  shabbiness,  ap- 
parently the  sole  object  of  inspection.  All 
sorts  of  trivial  objections  were  taken,  and 
one  of  them  was  to  tiled  floors,  wooden 
floors  being  insisted  upon,  although  the 
children  were  used  to  tiled  floors  at  liome. 
These  trifling  matters  were  very  annoying 
to  school  managers.  The  effect  was  to 
dishearten  tho  managers  of  schools  already 
under  Government  inspection,  and  it  pre- 
yented  others  from  putting  their  schools 
under  that  inspection.  They  were,  in  fact, 
afraid  of  Government  interference.  In- 
stead of  suggesting  improvements,  and 
threatening  to  cut  down  t\\e  grants  if  they 
were  not  made.  Government  ought,  in 
reality,  to  give  a  little  more  in  order  to 
have  them  carried  out.  In  conclusion,  he 
wished  to  remark  upon  the  tone  in  which 
the  Government  Department  addressed  the 
managers  of  schools  when  corresponding 
with  them.  They  were  addressed  as  if 
they  were  employis  and  subordinates  of 
the  Department,  instead  of  being,  as  they 
were,  independent  persons  who  voluntarily 
devoted  their  time  and  talents  to  the  pro- 
motion of  education.  The  tone  as  adopted 
was  not  harsh  and  severe,  but  peremptory 
and  discouraging,  and  if  persevered  in 
would  have  the  effect  of  causing  the  man- 
agers of  some  schools  to  withdraw  the  in- 
stitutions with  which  they  were  connected 
from  Government  inspection — a  result  to 
be  strongly  deprecated. 

Mb.  BRUCE  said,  the  greater  part  of  his 
noblo  Friend  (Lord  Henley's)  speech  had 
been  devoted  to  two  points  which  were  not 
then  before  the  Committee — namely,  an 
education  rate  and  compulsory  attendance 
at  school.  His  noble  Friend  had  expressed 
a  strong  opinion  against  both ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Bruce)  believed  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
tho  Government  to  adopt  either.  He 
would  not  then  enter  on  a  discussion  df 
those  points;  but  he  believed  there  was 
no  country  in  tho  world  where  a  good  sys- 
tem of  education  prevailed  that  did  not 
depend  upon  local  rating  and  local  effort. 
No  country  in  the  world  besides  our  own 
had  attempted  so  utterly  wild  and  imprac- 
ticable a  project  as  the  education  of  the 
children  of  the  nation  by  means  of  Imperial 
funds.  Would  tho  hon.  Members  for  Scot- 
land give  up  their  system  of  rating  in 
order  to  draw  their  educational  supplies 
from  tho  Imperial  funds;?  ["  No l"];  There 
Zord  Henley 


was  not  a  Scotch  Member  who  would  not 
say  that  the  sum  raised    by   rating  for 
schools  in  Scotland  was  the  moat  Taluable 
public  expenditure  in    Scotland,   and  did 
more  than  anything  else  to  keep  down  the 
poor  rates.     Any  Scotch  population  woakl 
admit  that  it  was  education  which  kept 
down  tho   poor  rates.     With    a   national 
system   that  was   really  popular,  as  tlie 
system  in   Scotland  was,  compulsion  was 
practically  unnecessary,  because  ilie  people 
gladly  sent  their  children  to  school ;  and  it 
was  only  in  England,  where    there  were 
squires*    schools    and     parsons*    schools, 
which  were  not  popular,  that  thero  existed 
any  necessity  for  compulsion.       He  knev 
something  of  the  Returns  managers  were 
required  to  make  to   the  Privy    Council, 
both  as  a  Vice  President  of  the  Depart- 
ment and  as  a  manager  of  a  large  school ; 
and  in  the    latter   capacity,  although  he 
had  been  sometimes  inclined   to   grumble 
at  tho  minuteness  of  the  details  to  be  gone 
into,  he  never  finished  the  Return  without 
feeling  thankful  that  the  duty  of  making 
it  had  been  imposed  upon  him.     It  com- 
pelled him  at  least  once  a  year  to  make  a 
careful  investigation  of  the  aflPairs  of  tlio 
school  ;    and  tho  benefit  of  such  an  ia* 
quiry  was  an  advantage  that  ought  not  to 
be  lost.     As  to  unnecessary  interference, 
it  was  perhaps  inevitable  that  in  a  national 
system  rules    should  bo  laid  down  which 
were  not  universally  of  useful  application ; 
but  there  was  reason  in  the  objection  to 
brick  and   tiled   floors,    for   children  and 
teachers  did  not  stand  still  upon  them  for 
hours   together  at  homo,  as  they  did  at 
school,  where  teachers,  and  female  teachers 
especially,  had  through  dampness  of  floors 
contracted  diseases  from  which  they  never 
recovered.     So   much  was  imposed  upon 
teachers  that  regard  ought  to  be  paid  to 
the    maintenance   of  their  health.      The 
statement  of  the  noblo  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Robert  Montagu)  showed  that  the  present 
system,  imperfect  as  it  was,  was  working 
well  within  its  limits  ;  and  he  was  sore 
the  House  had  never  shown  the  slightest 
disposition  to  stint  illiberally  the  supplies 
for  education  when  the  demand  was  shown 
to  bo  legitimate.     The  country  was  grati- 
fied to  learn   that  the  Congregatioualists 
had    agreed   to  avail   themselves   of    the 
grant  on  condition  of  the  withdrawal  of 
the    8th    Article,    which    made    religious 
teaching  a  sine  qua  non  of  the  State  sys- 
tem.    Their  objection   had    been,   not  to 
State  assistance,  but  to  religious  condi- 
tions; and  to  meet  that  objection  tho  Go- 
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yernment  had  agreed  to  withdraw  the  8th 
Article.  What  possible  objection  could 
there  be  to  its  withdrawal  ?  The  number 
of  secular  schools  in  the  country  was  in- 
considerable ;  and  even  if  there  were 
more,  the  true  position,  and  that  which 
would  now  be  generally  maintained,  was 
that,  howeyer  desirable  it  might  be  to 
make  religious  instruction  a  portion  of 
daily  education,  the  province  of  the  State 
was  confined  to  the  promotion  of  secular 
teaching  only.  He  did  not  regret  the 
omission  from  the  Estimates  of  £3,000 
for  a  school  Census,  which  might  show  how 
many  children  were  at  school  without 
distinguishing  between  good  and  worth- 
less schools  ;  but  the  rate  of  the  building 
grant  might  be  advantageously  increased. 
It  was  once  6^  per  square  foot ;  it  was 
reduced  to  4«.,  and  then  to  2s.  6d,  ;  and 
the  difference  between  2$.  6d,  or  4f. 
was  a  large  one,  and  the  increase  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  Bill  would,  in 
many  instances,  encourage  the  building  of 
schools.  The  country  was  well  supplied 
with  schools  in  the  richer  districts  ;  but 
the  large  and  populous  and  poor  dis- 
tricts in  our  great  towns  were  inade- 
quately provided ;  and  the  reduction  of 
the  rate  of  grant  materially  prevented 
their  establishment  in  those  districts. 
He  did  not  see  why  those  alterations  and 
improvements  that  could  be  made  by  the 
mere  alteration  of  the  Bevised  Code  could 
not  be  adopted,  instead  of  waiting  for 
special  lesislation.  He  regretted  to  see 
that  £45,000  put  down  last  year  in  order 
to  meet  the  expected  increase  in  the  at- 
tendance at  schools,  in  consequence  of  the 
passing  of  the  Factory  and  the  Workshop 
Kegulation  Acts,  had  been  reduced  to 
£10,000.  The  reduction  showed  that  the 
introduction  of  these  Acts  into  practical 
use  would  be  a  very  slow  and  gradual  ope- 
ration. With  regard  to  the  payments  to 
inspectors  and  their  travelling  expenses, 
which  absorbed  a  large  portion  of  the  Edu- 
cation Grant,  he  thought  the  time  had 
come  when  they  might  be  satisfied  with 
one  class  of  inspectors  only  instead  of 
three  separate  inspectors  for  Church,  Bo- 
man  Catholic,  and  British  and  Foreign 
Bchuols.  The  present  system  was  not  only 
expensive,  but  it  led  to  administrative  diffi- 
culty, for,  as  each  inspector  had  in  his  own 
mind  a  standard  by  which  to  pay  for  re- 
sults, the  more  you  multiplied  inspectors 
the  more  you  varied  the  standards.  Then, 
as  to  the  Conscience  Clause,  he  believed 
that  the  rule  should  be  laid  down  boldly 


and  broadly  that  wherever  public  money 
was  spent  in  school  grants  every  child 
within  reach  of  the  school  should  have  a 
right  to  a  secular  education,  leaving  it  to 
the  parent  to  decide  whether  he  should 
have  religious  instruction  or  not.  That 
principle  was  a  just  and  right  one;  and  if 
it  were  laid  dotrn  those  heart-burnings  and 
disputes  which  had  tended  so  much  to  de- 
lay the  progress  of  education  would  be 
removed  once  and  for  ever.  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Bobert  Montagu)  had  stated 
that  in  round  numbers  the  children  who 
ought  to  be  at  school  were  3,400,000,  and 
those  out  of  school  3,100,000,  the  exact 
difference  being  333,000.  But  he  dis- 
trusted these  calculations.  When  you  read 
that  in  Prussia  1,000,000  children  were  at 
school,  you  knew  that  there  was  an  aver- 
age attendance  of  920,000.  In  England 
there  was  an  average  attendance  of  some- 
thing like  926,000 ;  and  in  order  to 
secure  that  we  were  obliged  to  have  at 
school  1,376,000  children.  This  showed 
how  imperfect  was  our  system.  In  Prussia 
no  children  were  reckoned  until  tliey  were 
five  years  old.  Here  we  reckoned  every 
child  from  the  age  of  a  year  and  a-half  up 
to  five;  and  .in  our  State-aided  schools 
there  were  some  240,000  children  under 
five  years  of  age  who  in  Prussia  would 
not  bo  reckoned  at  all.  Then  there  was 
the  irregularity  of  attendance ;  and  if 
that  were  so  great  in  tho  State-aided 
schools,  where  regular  attendance  was 
one  of  the  conditions  of  the  grant,  what 
must  it  be  in  the  dame  schools  and  others 
where  no  such  influence  operated  ?  The 
figures  which  had  been  given  were  fal- 
lacious, and  little  could  be  learned  from 
them.  If  you  wanted  the  broad  re- 
sults of  the  present  state  of  education  it 
was  necessary  to  look  at  the  Bcports  of 
the  Factory  Inspectors,  the  Beports  of 
Education  Societies  in  the  large  northern 
towns,  and  the  Begistrars*  Beturns  of 
persons  who,  on  marriage,  were  unable 
to  write  their  names.  These  showed,  un- 
happily, that  one-half  of  the  working  po- 
pulation of  this  country  had  not  even  the 
semblance  of  education.  Tho  work  of 
National  education  was  one  in  which  slow 
progress  was  made  ;  and  it  was  only  when 
generation  after  generation  was  properly 
taught  that  we  should  have  that  general 
appreciation  of  education  which  prevailed 
in  Scotland  and  in  Germany  —  countries 
which  had  enjoyed  the  blessings  of  educa- 
tion for  many  years.  While  admitting 
the  great  good  which  had  been  done  of 
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late  in  spreading  education  in  thii  oonntrj, 
he  felt  that  the  time  had  come  when  it 
was  the  dutj  of  Parliament  to  consider 
what  steps  should  be  taken  to  found  a 
really  national  system  of  education.  He 
would  not  enter  into  the  subject  now  ; 
probably  there  would  bo  another  opportu- 
nity for  discussing  it ;  but,  while  gladly 
allowing  the  good  points  which  were  pre- 
sented in  this  year's  statement,  he  entered  ' 
his  strong  protest  against  the  notion  that 
we  should  bo  satisfied  with  things  as  they 
were. 

Mr.  SCOURFIELD  said,  he  was  not 
surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(\fr.  Bruce)  who  was  strongly  imbued  with 
oflScial  ideas,  should  not  have  relished  the 
remarks  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Northampton  (Lord  Henley),  which, 
however,  he  believed  would  meet  with  a 
cordial  response  throughout  the  country. 
The  Privy  Council  treated  school  managers 
as  if  they  were  supplicants  for  alms,  rather 
than  what  they  were,  persons  who  made 
considerable  sacrifices  for  the  cause  of 
education.  He  quite  agreed  with  those 
who  thought  that  the  compulsory  system 
would  be  a  most  dangerous  one  to  try  in 
this  country.  What  induced  the  House  to 
adopt  this  principle  in  the  Factory  Acts 
was  a  well-grounded  fear  that  otherwise 
the  health  of  the  children  who  worked  in 
those  factories  would  sufier,  but  there  need 
be  no  such  fear  in  the  rural  districts.  His 
experience  was  that  the  children  who  were 
educated  in  our  schools  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts did  not  remain  there,  their  ambition 
being  to  get  into  the  Excise  and  Customs. 
For  his  own  part  he  did  not  credit  the 
charges  of  gross  ignorance  which  were 
made  againsf  the  working  population  of 
this  country.  Ignorant  they  might  be  in 
one  sense  ;  but  then  the  question  was, 
what  constituted  ignorance  ?  Some  thought 
tliat  others  were  ignorant  because  they  did 
not  know  what  the  former  knew  or  come 
up  to  their  standard.  Now  tho  definition 
he  would  venture  on  was  that  every  man 
was  an  ignorant  man  who  did  not  know 
the  business  he  contracted  to  perform,  and 
that  you  had  no  right  to  call  a  man  igno- 
rant who  did  know  his  business,  even  though 
be  might  not  know  other  things.  He  had 
a  suggestion  to  make  to  all  the  friends  of 
education  who  attempted  to  promote  it  by 
delivering  lectures  and  addresses  through- 
out tho  country — namely,  that  they  would 
contribute  immensely  to  the  success  of  the 
cause  if,  as  a  general  rule,  they  would 
make  themselves  a  little  less  disagreeable 
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than  they  were.  Thej  oofB^Yit  to  remember 
that,  in  a  free  countrj  like  this,  a  grett 
deal  was  expected  from  co-operation,  and 
that  the  persons  who  aubseribed  to  the 
schools  often  made  much  greater  aacrifieei 
than  official  people. 

Mk.  M'LAREN  said,  he  had  taken  ilis 
trouble  to  inquire  about  the  Bills  on  nt- 
tionol  education  which  had  been  brought 
into  that  House  for  the  laat  twenty  yesn, 
and  ho  could  say,  with  reference  to  thea 
and  to  the  meetings  held  in  Scotland  on  the 
subject,  that  a  single  instance  would  not 
be  found  in  which  a  rate  was  not  contem- 
plated as  part  of  the  plan.  lie  felt  strongly 
convinced  that  they  would  never  get  t 
good  system  of  education  for  the  poor  until 
they  made  it  in  the  interest  of  the  rate- 
payers to  see  in  what  manner  their  money 
was  expended.  The  right  hon«  Gentlemtn 
(Mr.  Bruce)  had  ascribed  much  more  im- 
portance and  merit  to  the  Scotch  sehooli 
than,  he  feared,  they  deserved.  Tvo, 
three,  or  four  schools  were  often,  re- 
quired now  where  one  was  sufficient  be- 
fore, and  though  much  had  been  done 
by  voluntary  efforts  there  wag  still  a  greet 
deficiency.  With  respect  to  quoting  figorei 
showing  tlie  large  attendance  at  sehools 
nothing  could  be  more  fallacious.  For  in- 
stance, in  the  Report  issued  within  thelsst 
few  days  by  tho  Education  Commissioners 
for  Ireland  it  was  stated  that  91 3, 1 98  child- 
ren, or  about  one  sixth  of  the  present  popa- 
lation  of  Ireland,  were  nt  school.  He  did 
not  think  tliey  would  get  a  country  in  Europe 
where  so  large  a  proportion  were  really  it 
school.  But  a  few  lines  further  on  it  ap- 
peared that  the  daily  average  attendance 
was  only  321,515.  If  the  larger  number 
could  have  been  supposed  to  be  in  regular 
attendance,  Ireland  would  be  a  much  better 
educated  country  than  either  England  or 
Scotland,  whereas  there  was  a  far  greater 
proportion  in  Ireland  of  persons  who  could 
not  sign  their  names  there  than  in  any  other 
part  of  tho  United  Kingdom.  It  was  a  start- 
ling fact  that  this  was  the  34th  Report  of 
the  Irish  Commissioners.  That  showed  tlist 
those  schools  had  been  in  existence  thirty- 
four  years,  and  that  all  the  young  persons 
married  in  Ireland  within  the  last  few 
years  had  an  opportunity  of  attending  a 
national  school,  and  yet  the  result  was  that 
not  more  than  one- half  the  people  of 
Ireland  who  had  recently  been  married 
could  sign  their  names. 

Mr.  POWELL  remarked  that  the  hoo. 
Gentleman  who  had  last  spoken  (Mr. 
M'Laren)  had   fallen  into  an    inaccuracy 
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when  he  stated  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
had  enjoyed  the  advantage  of  the  National 
schools  for  thirty-fonr  years.  That  was 
only  the  beginning  of  the  system,  which 
had  been  growing  up  from  the  time  tlie 
Commissioners  made  their  first  annual  Re- 
port to  the  present,  and  therefore,  neither 
the  ayernge  attendance  nor  the  attainments 
of  the  people  during  thirty-four  years  could 
be  taken  as  a  fair  test  of  the  system.  It 
was  true  that  the  system  in  Great  Britain 
had  of  late  years  received  considerable  ex- 
pansion ;  but  he  could  not  regard  it  as 
satisfactory,  either  in  relation  to  the  igno- 
rance which  still  existed  or  the  increase 
of  the  population  from  year  to  year.  He 
was  afraid  (he  right  hon.  Member  for 
iLlerthyr  (Mr.  Bruce)  was  rather  sanguine 
in  what  he  expected  from  a  system  of  un- 
denominational inspection.  The  Roman 
Catholics  would  be  extremely  reluctant  to 
submit  their  schools  to  inspection  by  mem- 
bers of  another  creed,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  undenominational  inspection  would 
lead  to  disappointment.  He  would  sug- 
gest  that  in  future  years  the  Estimate 
should  not  be  prepared  until  the  annual 
Report  was  produced,  as  it  was  but  right 
that  they  should  have  the  benefit  of  the 
light  afforded  by  the  Report  in  preparing 
and  discussing  theSstimate.  With  regard 
to  the  abolition  of  certificates,  he  hoped 
this  country  would  never  take  so  retrograde 
a  step.  They  might  say  that  in  parishes  of  a 
certain  sise  certificates  should  not  be  re- 
quired ;  but  if  they  were  to  say  that  they 
should  not  be  required  in  schools  of  a  certain 
size,  then  the  result  would  be  a  multiplica- 
tion of  small  schools,  coming  into  competition 
with  larger  and  more  expensively-conducted 
schools.  He  hoped  the  Government  would 
re-consider  their  determination,  and  that 
they  should  hear  no  more  of  the  absence 
of  certificates  in  schools  below  a  certain 
size.  It  was  not  in  Englond  alone  that 
certificates  were  required,  but  in  all  countries 
in  which  education  had  made  progress. 
They  were  required  in  France,  in  Germany, 
and,  after  a  certain  measure,  in  America  ; 
and  in  America  they  were  accompanied  by 
much  more  severe  conditions,  because  there 
was  a  much  more  ample  power  of  with- 
drawing the  certificate  in  cases  where  the 
teacher  became  inefficient.  With  respect 
to  building  requirements  he  trusted  that 
the  Government,  though  not  fastidious  in 
regard  to  architecture,  would  be  strict  in 
all  matters  relating  to  comfort  and  health, 
and  particularly  with  respect  to  flooring. 
At  home  the  children  might  ha?e  brick 


floors,  but  then  they  were  continually  mor- 
ing  about,  and  where,  they  had  to  sit  long 
mats  were  generally  put  under  their  feet. 
Schoolrooms  could  not  have  large  mats, 
and  therefore,  as  the  next  best  thing, 
wooden  floors  were  insisted  upon.  As  to 
the  effect  of  the  Workshops  Regulation 
Act,  he  was  of  opinion  that  no  reliable 
estimate  could  be  formed  of  the  number 
of  children  who  would  thereby  receive 
education.  He  hoped  the  unsettled  state 
of  the  education  question  would  not  lead 
for  a  moment  to  the  arrestment  of  its  pro- 
gress. He  believed  the  friends  of  educa- 
tion need  not  be  discouraged  by  the  ap- 
prehension that  their  schemes,  if  founded 
on  sound  principles,  would  be  defeated  by 
any  opposition  in  that  House.  The  days 
of  cold  official  obstructiveness  were  past, 
and  when  they  observed  the  amount  of 
ignorance  existing  they  could  not  but  feel 
that  additional  exertions  were  requisite  to 
overcome  it.  He  would  venture  to  express 
an  earnest  hope  that  proposals  for  the 
amendment  of  our  educational  system 
would  be  received  in  a  friendly  spirit,  and 
discussed  with  a  desire  to  arrive  at  the 
best  mode  of  diffusing  education  among  tho 
people  of  this  country. 

Mr.  W.  B.  FORSTER  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Powell)  that  this  Vote 
should  not  be  proposed  so  early  in  the 
Session,  or  else  that  the  Report  should  be 
issued  sooner.  With  regard  to  the  small 
schools,  he  believed  that  to  relax  the  de- 
mand for  certificates  on  account  of  the 
size  of  a  school  would  be  unwise.  The 
districts  which  urgently  required  assist- 
ance, owing  to  the  absence  or  the  illibe- 
rality  of  wealthy  residents,  no  doubt  de- 
served consideration  ;  but  he  thought  their 
claims  should  be  met  by  an  arrangement 
based  on  the  condition  of  the  district,  and 
not  on  the  size  of  the  school.  He  believed 
the  inspectors  would  agree  with  him  that 
inspection  as  at  present  carried  on  could 
not  be  relied  on  as  the  sole  guarantee  for 
the  efficiency  of  a  school.  To  make  it 
such  the  number  of  inspectors  would  have 
to  be  increased  and  their  visits  lengthened, 
this  requiring  an  increased  expenditure,  at 
whioh  the  Committee  would  probably  bo 
surprised,  so  that  as  things  stood  the 
guarantee  of  the  good  training  of  the 
master  must  be  retained  as  well  as  that 
of  inspection.  As  to  the  Workshops  Act, 
he  hoped  too  sanguine  expectations  of  its 
results  would  not  be  indulged  in.  He  re- 
joined  at  its  paasing,  since  it  was  a  reoog- 
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nition  of  the  duty  of  tlie  employers  of 
labour  in  workshops  ;  but  the  little  expe- 
rience there  had  yet  been  of  its  working 
justified  the  belief  that  the  appointment 
of  inspectors  or  of  a  public  prosecutor  was 
essential  to  its  efficiency.  If  the  matter 
were  left  to  local  authorities  the  influences 
against  its  efficiency  were  so  strong  that 
little  result  could  bo  expected,  and  informa- 
tion he  had  received  from  the  straw-plait- 
ing districts,  where  the  operation  of  the 
Act  was  particularly  required,  had  con- 
firmed him  in  this  opinion.  He  wished  he 
could  concur  in  the  hopeful  view  taken  by 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Robert  Montagu).  If 
his  figures  were  trustworthy  wo  should 
stand  almost  first,  educationally,  among 
civilized  nations ;  but  he  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  confessed  he  had  not  the  slightest 
faith  in  them,  because,  whenever  these 
figures  were  tested  by  actual  examination, 
education  was  found  to  be  the  reverse  of 
what  it  was  represented  to  be.  The  most 
recent  test  with  which  he  was  acquainted 
was  supplied  by  the  first  annual  Report  of 
the  Birmingham  Education  Society.  Some 
gentlemen  had  made  a  careful  educational 
survey  of  Birmingham,  and  273  of  the 
1,027  streets  being  chiefly  inhabited  by  the 
upper  and  middle  classes  they  had  tho- 
roughly canvassed  the  remaining  754. 
They  made  inquiries  as  to  45,056  children 
between  the  ages  of  3  and  15,  but  assum- 
ing that  the  youngest  of  these  might  receive 
education  afterwards,  he  would  only  quote 
tho  Returns  as  to  children  between  11  and 
15  years  of  age.  Of  the  13,130  children 
of  that  age,  2,019,  or  5  per  cent,  had 
never  been  to  school  at  all  and  probably 
never  would  go.  What  was  the  education 
possessed  by  the  remainder,  who  had  been 
to  school  ?  It  was  this  —  4,701  could 
neither  read  nor  write,  and  1,818  could 
only  read  ;  thus  50  per  cent  of  the  whole 
number  of  children  between  11  and  15 
could  not  read  nor  write.  These  figures 
erred  if  at  all  on  the  favourable  side,  for 
the  visitors  took  the  word  of  the  parents, 
though  believiug  that  they  in  many  cases 

•  overrated  their  children's  attainments.  Of 
3,801  children  between  14  and  15,  an  age 
at  which,  if  they  were  to  receive  education 
at  all  they  would  have  received  it,  the 
proportion  unable  to  read  or  write  was 
rather  larger,  being  1,487,  or  39  percent, 
while  573,  or  15  per  cent,  could  only  read, 
so  that  it  was  a  mere  delusion  to  quote  the 
figures  the  noble  Lord  had  quoted  to  show 
that  education  in   the  country  was   in  a 

L     sound  condition.      In  an  examination  of 

Mr.  JF.  E,  Forster 


908  young  people  of  both   tezes  —  529 
males  and  399  females — employed  in  26 
establishments  and  between    the  ages  of 
13  and  21,  the  result  was  that  only  36  per 
cent  could  read,  only  27  per  cent  eoali 
write,  and  only  about  1  in  20  possessed 
any  proficiency  in  what  was  called  "genenl 
knowledge."  The  examination  was  in  what 
was  called  the  fourth  standard,  which  wu 
a  very  low  one.     Birmingham  was  gene- 
rally considered  to  represent  a  compan- 
tively  favourable  condition  of  general  edu- 
cation ;  and  if  these  were  the  results  in 
Birmingham,  it  was  easy  to  conclude  what 
must  bo  the  state  of  other  parts  of  the 
country.     The  fact  was,  that  in  oar  greit 
cities  a  large  population  were  growing  up 
which  had  got  beyond   tho  present  provi- 
sion   for    education,    and     the    Tolontsry 
system  was  quite  unable  to  cope  with  the 
deficiency.     The  noble  Lord  (LordHenlej) 
had  spoken  of  the  burdens   upon  real  pro- 
perty, and  hoped  they  would   not  be  is- 
creased.     But  the  present  state  of  tbiogi 
entailed    tremendous    burdens   upon    reil 
property  in  the  shape  of  poor  rates  and 
prison  rates.     It  would  be  a  wise  expcndi* 
ture  of  money  to  put  on  a  little  more  ii 
the  shape  of  a  school   rate,   in    order  to 
take  it  off  the  other   rates.      Ho   looked 
forward  to  a  payment  of  one-third  of  tlie 
school  expenditure  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,   one-third   by   the    children  of  the 
parents,  and  one- third  out   of   the  local 
rates.     It  was  necessary  that  the  respon- 
sibility for  the  evil  of  neglected   ignorance 
should  be  fastened  somewhere,   and  upoa 
whom  could   it   more    fitly   deyolve  that 
upon  the  inhabitants  of  the  district  ?     The 
greatest  kindness  the  Legislature  could  do 
to  a  district  was  to  insist   upon   the  in- 
habitants taking  measures  to  prevent  tlie 
evil  from  coming  back  to  them  in  rates  for 
paupers  and  prisons.     Complaints  had  been 
mado  of  the  interference  with  school  ma- 
nagers exercised   by   the   Privy  Council; 
but  with  a  system  of  rate-supported  schools 
this  interference  must  necessarily  diminish. 
He  regretted  that  the  state  of  public  busi- 
ness prevented  the  Government  Edueatioa 
Bill   from   coming  down    to   that  Honie. 
The  noble  Duke  at  the  head  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department  (the  Duke  of  Marlborough) 
did  not  probably  regard  that  measure  as 
sufficient  to  meet  the  wants  of  education, 
though  he  supposed  he  thought  that  it  wu 
all  tho  Government  could  attempt  at  the 
present  time.      Almost  everything  in  the 
Bill,  however,  was   a   step    in    the  right 
direction  ;   but,  in  the  present  transition 
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state  of  education,  he  entirely  objected  to 
the  proposal  to  turn  the  Revised  Code  into 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  The  proposal  to 
appoint  a  Minister  of  Education  had  his 
entire  approval ;  for  he  had  long  considered 
it  to  be  extremely  unfortunate  that  the 
head  of  the  Education  Department  was 
always  a  Member  of  the  other  House. 
General  experience  proved  that  the  regula- 
tion with  regard  to  secular  schools  was 
perfectly  useless.  It  caused  a  great  deal 
of  dissatisfaction.  Its  object,  he  believed, 
was  to  secure  a  religions  education  in  all 
schools.  Even  if  it  was  the  place  of  t])e 
Government  to  secure  that  object,  it  could 
not  be  secured  by  that  regulation.  All 
that  it  required  was  that  one  or  two  verses 
of  the  Bible  should  bo  read  in  a  school. 
Managers  who  wished  to  evade  that  provi- 
sion could  do  so  very  easily.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  good  schools  connected  with 
mechanics'  institutes  were  unfairly  ex- 
cluded from  the  Government  Grant.  A 
lorge  body  of  Dissenters  objected  to  the 
regulation  because  they  held  that  it  was 
not  right  for  the  Government  to  interfere 
with  regard  to  religious  education.  He 
thought  that  there  should  be  only  one  set  of 
inspectors  whose  duty  it  should  be  to  re- 
port simply  upon  secular  subjects.  The 
Church  of  England  really  suffered  by  an 
interference  in  the  management  of  the 
religious  teaching  of  Church  schools,  be- 
cause a  clergyman  of  one  school  of  reli- 
gious thought  objected  to  an  inspector  of 
another  school  of  religious  thought  inter- 
fering in  the  management  of  his  school. 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he  rose 
Dierely  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Robert 
Montagu)  a  Question  with  reference  to  the 
Conscience  Clause.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment during  the  coming  year,  in  the  ab- 
aence  of  any  Bill  on  the  subject  of  educa- 
tion, to  carry  out  the  Conscience  Clause  in 
the  monner  and  in  the  form  in  which  it 
bad  hitherto  been  carried  out  by  the  Privy 
Council,  or  whether  it  was  intended  only 
to  apply  it  in  the  very  limited  and,  as  he 
he  thought,  very  imperfect  manner  in  which 
it  was  proposed  to  carry  it  out  in  the 
Education  Bill  which  had  heen  laid  before 
the  House  of  Lords  ?  He  regretted  very 
much  that  the  Education  Bill,  which  had 
been  introduced  into  the  House  of  Lords 
by  the  Lord  President  (the  Duke  of  Marl- 
borough), after  passing  through  several 
stages  had  been  withdrawn  ;  for  though 
it  might  not  have  passed,  in  consequence  of 
the  pressure  of  business,  it  would  have  been 
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very  desirable  to  have  it  discussed.  It 
would  only  be  necessary,  for  instance,  to 
have  a  fair  discussion  on  the  Conscience 
Clause,  and  all  the  difficulties  in  the  way, 
not  only  of  its  limited  application  as  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill,  but  of  its  universal  appli- 
cation to  all  grants,  would  disappear.  It 
was  monstrous  that  children  should  be  de- 
nied education  in  parishes  where  there  waa 
only  one  school,  because  they  would  not 
consent  to  attend  to  a  religious  instruction 
which  their  parents  objected  to.  Another 
reason  why  he  regretted  that  the  Educa- 
tion Bill  was  not  discussed  was  because  the 
8th  Article  of  the  Revised  Minutes  re- 
mained unrepealed,  and  therefore  the  Con- 
gregational Union  would  be  deprived  of  the 
grant  for  another  year.  Indeed  he  could  not 
see  that  an  Act  of  Parliament  was  neces- 
sary for  the  repeal  of  that  Article,  and  if  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Robert  Montagu)  would 
propose  the  grant  he  would  meet  with  no 
opposition  from  that  side  of  the  House. 
He  regarded  the  noble  Lord's  statement  on 
the  progress  of  education  as  very  satisfac- 
tory ;  but  he  was  satisfied  that  they  must 
in  the  end  come  to  local  rating.  The 
present  system,  though  it  had  done  a  great 
amount  of  good,  was  imperfect,  and  not 
equal  to  the  occasion. 

Colonel  STKES  thought  it  must  be 
admitted  that  the  existing  system  had  pro- 
duced satisfactory  results,  though  they 
might  not  be  altogether  commensurate 
with  the  amount  of  money  expended.  The 
inspectors  reported  from  year  to  year  that 
the  numbers  of  scholars  increased,  and  it 
appeared  from  the  Reports  of  the  Registrar 
General  that  the  number  of  persons  able  to 
sign  their  names  also  increased  from  year 
to  year.  The  difficulty  was  in  getting  chil- 
dren to  go  to  school  at  all,  as  long  as  their 
parents  found  their  labour  profitable.  The 
parochial  system  of  education  in  Scotland 
was  admirable  in  its  results.  Giving  to  the 
facilities  which  the  sons  of  farmers  and  of 
small  tradesmen  enjoyed  for  going  to  the 
Scotch  Universities,  by  the  aid  of  trifling 
bursaries,  many  of  them  became  distin- 
guished in  science,  art,  and  literature,  ond 
took  the  degree  of  Master  of  Arts  ;  and 
it  was  of  such  men  that  many  of  the  class 
of  parochial  schoolmasters  in  Scotland  was 
composed.  He  had  himself  presented  a 
petition  some  years  ago  from  seven  school* 
masters  in  Aberdeenshire,  four  of  whom 
were  Masters  of  Arts,  while  their  school 
salaries  did  not  exceed  £28  a  year.  Men 
so  qualified  did  turn  out  aobolars  competent 
to  go  through  the  Universitj  ourricnltBu 
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He  advocated  tho  extension  of  evening 
Bchools  in  every  direction,  and  was  of 
opinion  that  no  child  should  bo  allowed  to 
cinter  a  factory,  or  be  apprenticed,  until  he 
was  educated  to  a  certain  extent.  Local 
rating  would  not,  perhaps,  do  all  that  was 
expected  of  it ;  but  it  would  give  the  rate- 
payers an  interest  in  the  schools,  and  in- 
duce them  to  see  that  the  money  they  con- 
tributed was  usefully  employed. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  complained  of 
the  elaborato  system  and  the  different 
classes  of  schools  which  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Robert  Montagu)  had  described. 
The  people  were  puzzled  to  choose  among 
BO  many,  and  they  did  not  send  their 
children  anywhere.  It  was  discreditable 
to  the  country  that  so  many  children 
never  went  to  school,  and  he  believed 
that  the  sooner  they  abolished  the  Con- 
science and  such  like  clauses  and  adopted 
one  simple  non-denominational  system,  the 
better.  He  thought  the  plan  pursued  with 
regard  to  the  payment  of  the  police  should 
be  adopted  in  respect  to  education.  One- 
third  or  one-fourth  of  the  expense  should 
be  paid  by  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  the 
other  two-thirds  or  three-fourths  thrown  on 
the  rates.  Where  there  was  a  will  there 
was  a  way,  and  they  ought  to  make  up 
their  minds  that  elementary  education 
should  be  compulsory. 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  ho  could  not  un- 
derstand what  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  (Mr.  Alderman  Lusk)  meant.  Ho 
would  not  have  any  Conscience  Clause — 
ho  would  not  have  this — he  would  not 
have  that — it  appeared  he  would  not 
have  anything.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
talk  of  "  a  simple  system  ; "  but  what 
did  a  simple  system  mean  ?  Discus- 
sions of  that  kind  might  go  on  all  night 
long ;  there  was  no  reason  for  their  ever 
coming  to  an  end.  The  best  thing  thoy 
could  do  was  to  vote  some  money  for  that 
which  did  exist.  It  was  certainly  better 
than  nothing  ;  and  his  hon.  Friend  did  not 
point  out  anything  that  was  better  except 
nothing.  He  (Mr.  Locke)  was  at  a  loss  to 
know  where  they  were.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Colonel 
Sykea)  told  them  of  the  number  of  Masters 
or  Arts  that  were  schoolmasters  in  Scot- 
land. But  be  had  always  heard  that  Aber- 
deen Masters  of  Art  were  not  to  be  relied 
on  ;  and  as  for  Aberdeen  doctors,  they 
were  a  mere  joke,  for  in  his  early  days  any 
man  who  sent  £10  to  the  Aberdeen  Uni- 
versity might  be  made  a  doctor.  But  what 
had  all  this  to  do  with  tho  question  ?     If 
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neither  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbiiry  (Mr. 
Alderman  Lusk)  nor  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Aberdeen  (Colonel  Sykes) 
could  enlighten  them  as  to  what  was  best 
to  be  done  in  future  they  had  better  go  on 
voting  some  money  for  what  already  existed. 
Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  woold  say 
a  few  words  in  answer  to  the  remarks 
which  had  been  made  on  this  subject.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Aberdeen 
(Colonel  Sykes)  had  complained  of  the 
apathy  of  parents  in  regard  to  education ; 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsboty  (Mr. 
Alderman  Lusk),  it  appeared,  had  arrived 
at  the  conclusion  that  we  must  have  com- 
pulsory education.  Now,  he  did  opt  think 
they  could  carry  out  a  system  of  compnl- 
sory  education  in  England.  It  might  be 
done  in  Prussia,  but  could  it  be  done  in 
England  ?  For  in  Prussia  thej  were  ac- 
customed to  rigorous  laws,  and  minute 
police  supervision.  But  in  England  per- 
sons liked  to  judge  for  themselves  and  to 
act  without  governmental  interference.  la 
England  a  man's  house,  be  he  poor  or  rich, 
was  his  castle.  Suppose  the  police  went 
to  the  house  of  a  British  labourer  and  in- 
nisted  that  his  children  should  attend 
school,  what  would  be  the  result  f  The 
policeman  would  quickly  be  ejected  through 
the  door.  They  were  not  accustomed  to 
such  interference.  Beside  this,  a  clsoso 
for  compulsory  registration  was  necessaiy 
as  the  very  foundation  of  a  compulsory 
system.  There  must  be  an  accurate  re- 
gister  of  every  child  in  a  parish^  and  i 
register  of  every  child  in  school  ;  and  these 
must  day  by  day  be  compared,  and  the  de- 
linquents hunted  up  by  the  police.  Tefi 
the  House  has  constantly  refused  to  sanc- 
tion any  clause  for  the  compulsory  regis- 
tration of  births.  Would  they  now  sanction 
not  only  that,  but  also  the  machinery  ne- 
cessary for  compulsory  education  also? 
Moreover,  how  was  it  possible  to  carry  it 
out  ?  How  were  they  to  enforce  it  ?  Sap- 
pose  a  labourer  were  summoned  because 
his  child  did  not  attend  school,  and  he 
pleaded  poverty,  saying  he  had  a  large 
family  and  small  wages,  and  suppose  that 
he  asked  why  he  should  not  make  use  of  the 
labour  of  one  of  his  boys  to  assist  in  the 
maintenance  of  the  family,  would  the  ma- 
gistrate not  bo  apt  to  let  him  off?  Next 
day  another  labourer  would  appear  with  a 
case  nearly  but  not  quite  so  strong.  He 
would  also  bo  acquitted.  Then  another ; 
he  would  he  discharged.  Thus  they  might 
drive  a  coach  and  four  through  their  Act 
of  Parliament,  and  there  would  be  an  end 
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of  the  compulsorj  Bjfitem  of  edueation. 
Children  did  not  Attend  school ;  but  why 
If  as  it  ?    On  account  of  the  apathy  of  their 
parentB  ?     Get  rid  of  that  apathy  and  the 
children  would  attend  school ;  but  if  they 
did  not  get  rid  of  that  apathy  he  defied 
them  to  carry  out  a  compulsory  system. 
Where  education  was  yalued,  compulsory 
education  was  unnecessary  ;  where  it  was 
not  valued,  compulsory  edueation  was  im- 
possible.    The  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Foster)  had  alluded  to  the  pro< 
posal  for  the  appointment  of  a  Minister  of 
Education,  which  he  approred  chiefly  be- 
cause that  Minister  would  bring  forward  the 
Education  Estimates  in  that  House.     The 
object  was  to  give  the  power  to  the  Crown 
to  appoint  a  Minister  of  Education,  without 
constraining  the  Crown  to  choose  a  com- 
moner.    The  President  of  the  Council  had 
at  present  a  multiplicity  of  duties  to  per- 
form, and  could  not  attend  to  educational 
matters ;  while  the  Minister  who  adminis- 
tered   the  system   of  national   education 
should    devote    himself    to    that    subject 
alone,    and    he    would    find    plenty    to 
do.     He  would  have  to  administer  a  large 
Bum   of  money  —  larger  than   either  the 
Colonial  or  Home  Secretary  had  to  ad- 
minister.    Numerous  duties  would  devolve 
upon   him.     He   would   have   to  concern 
himself  with  the  education   of  the  lower 
claBB  and  of  the  middle  class  in  this  country; 
with  the  Irish  Education    system,   with 
science  and  art,  and  perhaps  with  Colleges 
and  Universities.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Bmoe)  had  said  that  in  every 
country  where  there  was  good  education, 
there  they  found   local   rating  and   local 
efforts  ;    but  he  denied   that   they  were 
necessarily  combined.    Local  effort  was  not 
peculiar  to  rating,  which  was  not  the  result 
of  effort,  but  of  compulsion.     Local  effort 
belonged  much   rather  to   voluntary  sub- 
Bcriptions  and  voluntary  labour.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  compared  our  system  with 
that  of  other  countries.     Our  system  was  a 
new  one.     This  was  the  principle  of  it : 
that  local  effort  should  be  assisted  by  the 
State.     The  State  did  not  begin  the  work 
of  education  ;    it  had  not  the   initiative. 
It  was  only  when  local  effort  had  given 
proof  of  local  valuing   of  education  that 
the  State  stepped    in   and   gave  its  aid. 
Such  a  system  had  never  been  tried  else- 
where. In  thisoountry  it  dated  from  1842, 
or  at  furthest  from  1839.     It  was  unfair 
to  compare  that  system  with  the  system  of 
other  eoontriea ;  that  in  America,  begin- 
ning with  the  present  century,  or  that  of 


Scotland,  which  dated  from  1660.  But  we 
had  taken  up  our  system  a  few  short 
years  ago;  and  yet  we  were  surpassing  the 
systems  of  education  which  had  existed  so 
long  in  other  countries.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  said  that  ratepayers  took 
greater  interest  in  schools  when  local  rates 
were  imposed.  But  was  that  the  case  with 
other  rates  ?  Were  not  the  London  Boards 
of  Guardians,  for  instance,  complained  of 
in  all  the  newspapers?  Were  they  not 
vilipended,  and  most  justly  censured  ? 
Rates  were  raised  for  the  poor ;  and  yet 
the  ratepayers  took  no  interest  in  the  poor. 
They  cared  only  to  reduce  the  rates.  And 
would  not  the  same  be  the  case  in  regard 
to  education  when  supported  by  rates  ?  A 
system  of  false  economy  would  be  intro- 
duced, and  expenditure  would  be  cut  down 
till  education  itself  would  die  out  or  become 
so  degraded  that  no  one  would  care  for  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W. 
£.  Forster)  complained  of  putting  the  Re- 
vised Code  into  an  Act  of  Parliament.  But 
the  managers  of  schools  complained  of  the 
constant  changes.  They  feared  to  under- 
take anything,  lest  some  new  Minute  might 
damage  their  interests,  and  therefore  it  was 
thought  desirable  that  the  Revised  Code, 
with  many  emendations  in  it,  should  be  put 
into  an  Act  of  Parliament,  in  order  that 
there  might  be  a  permanent  system,  in- 
stead of  a  changeable  law.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Reading  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre)  asked  how  the  Conscience  Clause 
was  to  be  administered.  There  was  no 
change  in  that  respect.  He  had  stated  to 
the  House  last  year  on  May  3,  the  rule 
which  would  guide  him  ;  and  he  had  never 
deviated  from  that  rule.  Many  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  complained  that  the  Government 
had  not  carried  out  their  original  intention 
of  removing  the  8th  Article  from  the  Code. 
But  did  not  the  Government  propose  in 
their  Bill  to  omit  that  Article,  in  order  to 
respect  the  scruples  of  those  who  objected 
to  the  restriction  it  imposed,  and  to  permit 
them  to  come  in  without  subjecting  them 
to  the  pressure  of  which  they  complained  ? 
The  Government  showed  their  animus  by 
introducing  this  relaxation  in  the  Bill ; 
they  proved  their  generosity  by  withdraw- 
ing the  Bill.  For  hon.  Members  asked 
why  the  Bill  had  been  withdrawn?  They 
said  it  would  have  been  better  to  have  gone 
on  with  the  Bill,  seeing  that  its  provisions 
would  not  have  been  much  disputed  in' that 
House.  The  simple  answer  to  that  remark 
was  that  it  was  done  in  generous  deference 
to  the  wishes  of  the  House.  For  it  was 
2  P  2 


1159 


Supply^^Civil 


{COMMONS) 


Service  JStiimaUi, 


1160 


Said  that  the  Ooyernment  did  not  poBsest 
the  confidence  of  the  House,  and  therefore 
that  they  ought  to  drop  all  legislation  ex- 
cept legislation  of  an  absolutely  necessary 
character,  in  order  that  there  might  be  a 
speedy  dissolution.  In  order  to  secure  an 
early  dissolution  the  Government  had  ac- 
cordingly dropped  the  Bills  they  had  framed 
with  reference  to  this  and  to  other  subjects. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  Tydfil 
(Mr.  Bruce)  asked  whether  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  State  to  teach  religion  at  all ;  while 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster)  went  further,  or  spoke  with 
more  courage  ;  for  ho  said  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  State  to  provide  secular  edu- 
cation only.  But  what  was  their  end  ? 
What  was  the  object  of  education  ?  Why 
should  Government  assist  in  promoting 
education  ?  Let  anyone  make  out  a  case 
in  answer  to  that  question.  In  granting 
funds  for  educational  purposes  the  object 
of  the  Government  was  to  make  men  better 
citizens  and  better  men.  If  that  was  not 
the  end  in  view,  what  other  end  was  there? 
He  would  like  to  hear  anyone  attempt  to 
defend  a  State  education  except  on  the 
ground  that  the  Government  should  strive 
to  make  men  become  better.  Or  if  the 
State  was  not  to  do  it,  what  other  body 
was  to  do  it  ?  A  body,  doubtless,  of  far 
higher  authority;  for  this  was  the  highest 
end  in  life.  But  if  that  object  were  to  be 
attained  it  would  not  be  sufficient  merely 
to  teach  reading,  writing,  and  arithmetic, 
or  even  to  give  a  scientific  education. 
Palmer,  Rush,  Smethurst,  Townley,  and 
numbers  of  others  whom  he  could  name 
were  not  deterred  from  committing  mur- 
ders by  the  education  they  had  received. 
Were  they  good  men  ?  Were  they  good 
citizens?  Therefore  some  other  kind  of 
education  was  necessary,  besides  secular 
education.  That  other  kind  was  the  most 
necessary  ;  for  its  end  was  the  end  of 
life.  But  secular  education  was  not  ne- 
cessary ;  for  a  tailor  could  make  as  many 
coats  or  a  cobbler  as  many  shoes  without 
being  able  to  read.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  even  gone  a  step  further,  and 
bad  contended  that  the  different  denomi- 
nations of  inspectors  shonld  be  done  away 
with,  and  that  they  should  have  only  one 
class  of  inspectors.  But  that  would  be 
doing  away  with  the  denominational  sys- 
tem altogether.  That  system  rested  upon 
the  power  of  veto  which  had  been  given 
to  the  di£ferent  denominations  —  a  power 
which  had  been  wrested  from  the  Govern- 
ment by  each  denomination  separately.  Did 
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he  never  hear  of  the  controreray  concern* 
ing  the  Management  Clauses  which  raged 
for  twelve  years  ?  Did  he  not  know  that 
each  denomination  fought  the  Government 
separately  for  three  or  four  years;  and 
that  the  trust  deed,  and  the  Management 
Clause  it  contained  was  the  treaty  of  peace 
between  that  religious  body  and  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and  that  the  power  of  veto 
upon  the  appointment  of  an  Inspector  was 

i  thereby  secured  for  ever  ?  And  yet  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  called  upon  the 
Government  to  fight  them  all  at  once,  and 
to  tear  up  the  treaties  of  peace  which  had 
been  entered  into  with  them  by  taking 
from  them  the  veto  they  possesaed  opoa 
the  appointment  of  the  inspectors.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  said  he  would 
rather  take  the  average  attendance  at 
schools  as  a  datum  than  any  other  esti- 
mate of  the  numbers  of  the  children. 

Mr.  BRUCE  observed  that  what  be  said 
was  that  ho  preferred  taking  the  average 
attendance  at  the  schools  as  a  datam 
rather  than  the  numbers  on  the  books. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  that 
the  average  attendance  did  not  fairly  re- 
present the  numbers  of  children  who  at- 
tended the  schools,  seeing  that  42  per  cent 
attended  less  than  200  times  in  the  year, 
so  that  a  largo  number  of  the  childrea 
would  count  as  fractions  in  the  average 
attendance,  instead  of  units.  It  was  for 
this  reason  that  the  average  attendance 
was  usually  taken  as  representing  only 
75  per  cent  of  those  who  attended  school. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  had  al- 
luded to  the  statistics  contained  in  the 
Report  of  the  Birmingham  Educational 
Society;  but  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that 
these  societies  were  supported  by  the  money 
they  obtained  by  subscription;  and  that  it 
was  not  unlikely  that  their  paid  secretaries 
and  treasurers,  whose  income  depended  oa 
the  existence  and  amount  of  funds  of  the 
society,  would  set  to  work  to  collect  facts 
respecting  educational  destitution  in  large 
towns,  which,  put  together,  would  make 
up  most  harrowing  tales,  calculated  to  in- 
duce silly  women  and  doating  old  gentle- 
men to  subscribe  to  the  funds  of  the  so- 

>  cieties.  The  truth  was  that  no  sane  man 
would  give  implicit  credence  to  the  Reports 
of  these  institutions,  for  they  obtain  their 
money  by  making  out  a  bad  case.  He  be- 
lieved he  had  now  answered  all  the  ques- 
tions that  had  been  put  to  him,  and  he 
begged  in  conclasion  to  thank  the  Com- 
mittee for  the  attention  with  which  they 
had  listened  to  him. 
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Mb.  W.  £.  FORSTER  thought  that 
the  nohle  Lord  (Lord  Robert  Montagu) 
had  not  dealt  justly  with  the  society 
to  which  he  had  referred  in  Buch  strong 
language.  The  object  of  that  society  was 
not  primarily  to  obtain  information;  it  wos 
to  send  those  to  school  whose  non-at- 
tendance was  due  to  the  apathy  of  their 
parents.  In  that  object  it  had  attained 
great  success,  and  if  the  noble  Lord  had 
given  the  subject  any  consideration  lie  felt 
certain  that  he  would  not  have  given  ex- 
pression to  the  opinions  which  had  fallen 
from  him  that  evening. 

Mr.  BRUCE  said,  he  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  the  noble  Lord  in  saying 
that  no  education  was  worthy  of  the  name 
unless  it  combined  religious  with  secular 
instruction  had  in  reality  censured  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  inasmuch  as 
the  Bill  which  the  Government  had  intro- 
duced in  the  other  Uouse  of  Parliament 
during  the  present  Session  had  proposed 
to  admit  secular  schools  to  the  benefits  of 
State  assistance,  on  precisely  the  same 
footing  as  was  done  at  present  in  the  case 
of  schools  combining  religious  with  secular 
instruction. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(9.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*<That  a  luin,  not  exceeding  £141,600,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  ne- 
cessarj  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the 
31 8t  day  of  March  1860,  of  the  Salaries  and  Ex- 
penies  of  the  Department  of  Science  and  Art,  and 
of  the  Establishments  connected  therewith." 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  saiil,  it 
was  proposed  in  the  present  Estimates  to 
make  several  important  reductions  in  this 
Vote.  The  sum  expended  in  purchases 
for  distribution  would  be  reduced  by 
£10,000;  for  examples*  by  £600;  for  the 
purchase  of  food,  &c.,  by  £250  ;  photo- 
graphy, by  £2.000  ;  and  books,  by  £500  ; 
The  expenditure  on  the  National  Portrait 
Exhibition  would  be  reduced  by  the  whole 
amount,  £3,000.  In  reality,  the  collection 
had  been  brought  down  to  the  reign  of 
Queen  Victoria,  and  might  not  be  con- 
tinued. At  all  events  it  might  now  be  re- 
garded as  self-supporting,  inasmuch  as  the 
money  taken  at  the  doors  was  very  nearly 
sufficient,  if  it  did  not  exceed,  the  sum  re- 
quired for  current  expenses.  It  was  also 
proposed  to  make  the  important  reduc- 
tion of  £3,000  in  connection  with  the 
Royal  Museum,  Bethnal  Green  ;  £250 
in  the  purchase  of  books  for  the  Jermyn 
Street  Museumi  and  £1,000  in  the  pur- 


chase of  books  for  the  Edinburgh  Mu- 
seum. These  figures  would  give  a  total 
reduction  on  the  Vote  of  £20,600.  The 
working  of  the  science  schools  could  bo 
shown  without  troubling  the  Committee 
with  any  lengthened  statement.  In  1867 
there  were  212  science  schools,  attended 
by  10,230  persons,  of  whom  4,920  were 
examined,  and  by  whom  8,437  papers  were 
worked.  In  May,  1868,  there  were  302 
schools,  attended  by  14,677  pupils,  and  of 
these  about  8,000  were  examined,  while 
13,112  papers  were  worked.  194  teachers 
had  received  in  1867  sums  varying  from 
£1  to  £220,  the  average  being  £41  per 
teacher.  The  total  sum  was  £7,976,  being 
at  the  rate  of  I5s,  7d»  per  pupil ;  last  year 
the  average  was  14f.  6d.  The  examina- 
tions were  held  simultaneously  in  167 
centres.  At  present  98  schools  of  art  were 
in  operation,  giving  instruction  to  17,341 
students.  There  were  588  schools  for  the 
poor,  in  which  791,411  poor  children  had 
been  taught  drawing  during  the  year.  In 
1866,  night  classes  for  drawing  had  been 
established  for  persons  above  twelve  years 
of  age:  there  are  now  72  such  classes. 
Last  year  there  were  32.  In  the  National 
Art  Training  School  there  were  28  students 
training  to  be  masters  of  schools  of  art ; 
118  free  students  receiving  tuition  and  727 
students  paying  fees.  Several  exhibitions 
and  scholarships  had  been  established,  no- 
tably among  which  were  60  of  £25  each, 
and  30  of  £100,  which  had  been  founded 
by  Mr.  Whitworth. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  commented  upon  tho 
rapidity  with  which  tho  Vote  for  this  De- 
partment had  of  late  years  been  increasing. 
In  spite  of  the  reduction  of  the  original  Es* 
timate  there  was  still  an  increase  of  over 
£8,000.  For  his  own  part  there  were 
several  directions  in  which  he  would  ratlier 
witness  a  reduction  of  the  Vote  than  in  the 
purchase  of  books.  It  was,  however,  of 
very  little,  if  any  use,  for  any  Member  to 
attempt  a  reduction,  because  his  experience 
had  shown  him  that  an  hon.  Member  in 
making  such  nn  attempt  would  be  under- 
taking a  thankless  task,  and  one  in  which 
he  had  very  little  chance  of  being  successful, 
especially  when  the  reduction  proposed  was 
at  all  connected  with  the  Science  and  Art 
Department.  His  attention  was  first  di- 
rected to  this  subject  in  1855,  when  he  was 
entirely  new  to  the  ways  of  the  House,  and 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Bright) — then  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester — predicted,  in  language  which 
at  the  time  he  regarded  as  OTerstrained| 
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that  which  since  had  actually  happened.  It 
was  at  that  time  proposed  to  erect  a  building 
of  some  kind  for  the  reception  of  works  of 
art ;  and  the  hon.  Member  then  warned  the 
Committee  that  they  were  about  to  fall  into 
a  trap,  because  if  they  agreed  to  a  proposed 
outlay,  the  time  would  soon  come  when  the 
Committee   would    be    assured    that    the 
building  wns   discreditable  to  the  nation 
and  to  so  valuable  a  collection,  and  largely 
increased  Totes  would  therefore  be  required 
for  it.     Tho  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  same 
time  reminded   the  Committee  that  they 
were  about  to  launch  into  an  expenditure 
which  would  constantly  increase,  and  which 
might  last  for  fifty  years.    In  1857,  the  ex> 
penses  of  general  management  in  London 
were  £2,917  ;  in  1868  they  had  grown  to 
£8,507.  The  general  Estimates  for  Science 
and  Art  had  grown  from  £7,000  in  1857 
to  £40,000  in  1868.     In  1860  there  ap. 
peared  an  item  of  £17,000  for  permanent 
buildings,  which  had  grown  to  £32,500  in 
the  present  year.     For  general  and  local 
management  of  all  schools  the  expenses 
had  grown   from   £12,000  to  £401,590. 
The  total  expense  of  buildings  had  been 
£187,000,  and  the  entire  expenditure  pre- 
sented a  total  of  £701,555.     He   hoped 
these  facts  would  arouse  the  attention  of  the 
House  and  the  Government,  to  see  whether 
we  obtained  any  adequate  return  for  this 
large  outlay.     The  only  results  visible  at 
present  were  not  admitted  by  competent 
judges  to  offer  evidence  of  good  science  and 
good  art.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that  we 
had  embarked  in  a  vast  and  increasing  ex- 
penditure for  a  very  questionable  purpose. 
Mr.    BERESFORD    HOPE    believed 
that  the   hon.  Member  for   Swansea  had 
missed   tho  true  reason  for  the   blunders 
in  public  taste  which  he  had  denounced. 
For  his  own  part  he  maintained  that  until 
there  was  a  real  Department  of  Architec- 
ture, Science,  and  Art,  there  would  always 
be    an    increase    of   expenditure    and    a 
paralysis  of  efficient  administration.     The 
true  remedy  for  the  evil  would  be  found  in 
dissolving  the  ill-assorted  marriage  between 
the   Department  of    Practical  Education 
represented  at  the  Council  Office,  and  the 
Department  of  Science  and  Art,  charged 
as  the  former  was  with  responsibilities  for 
the  conduct  of  elementary  instruction  of  a 
totally  distinct  character  from  those  of  its 
artistic  side,  and  in  combining  the  latter 
with    tho   more   cognate   Department   of 
Public  Works,  under  a  strong  Minister  of 
Arts,    Science,   and  Public  Works.     To 
this  Committee  the  trustees  of  an  enlarged 

Mr,  Dillwyn 


British  Museum,  responsible  both  for  the 
Museum  and  the  Sonth  Kensinctoii  Col- 
lections, ought  to  be  reaponaibTe.     The 
expenditure  of  £750,000,    to  which  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dillwjn)  had  alladed, 
though  nominally  inoarred  in  London,  had 
really  been  partly  spent  for   the   benefit 
of  the  provinces,  in  training  maatert  and 
forming  the  collections  which  were  after- 
wards to  be  sent  round  as  models.    For 
his  part,  having  regard  to  the  snccessfol 
results  which  had  been  attained,  and  having 
had  opportunities  of  judging  of  the  ezoeUest 
social  and  civilizing  results  of  the  sdeoce 
and  art  schools  throughout  the  countiy, 
he  felt  astonished  at  the  smallness  of  tbs 
outlay.  No  man  probably  had  been  engaged 
in  more  small  squabbles  than  himself  witk 
the  administration   at   South  Kensingtoa, 
or  hod  more  frequently  spoken  his  mind 
roundly  ou  particular  points  when  he  be- 
lieved it  to  be  in  the  wrong  ;  hot  he  ftH 
it  due  to  the  authorities  there  to  bear  tes- 
timony to  the  great  seal  and  energy  ahovs 
by  the  Department.     Whaterer  might  bs 
the  faults  of  Mr.  Cole,  or  of  other  mss 
with  whom  he  was  ossociated,  want  of  s 
disposition  to   "  go-ahead  "   could  not  be 
charged  against  them.  They  had  organised 
a  remarkable  collection   of  works  of  art, 
which  was  an  honour  to  the  country,  sad 
it  would  be  only  cheeseparing  to  eomplsis 
of  the  cost.     Let  there  be    one  effieieat 
Administration,  and  let  it  correspond  di- 
rectly with  the  British  Museum  as  the  oae 
Executive  Board  for  collecting  purposei, 
and  the  complaints  would  be  oonsideraUj 
silenced.     The  real  defect  lay  in  the  para- 
lysis of  administration,  resulting  from  the 
exercise  of  divided  and  often  antagonistie 
authority.    The  Department  at  Sonth  Ken- 
sington was  not  to  bo  blamed  ;  bat,  on  tbe 
contrary,  it  deserved  credit  for  its  achievs- 
ments  in  the  face  of  this  palpable  absurdity, 
lie  had  listened  with  regret  to  the  long  list 
of  retrenchments  announced   by  his  nobis 
Friend  (Lord  Robert  Montagu)  fearing  tbst 
some  valuable  interest  must  have  suffered 
by  those  reductions. 

Mr.  GREGORY  concurred  with  his  boo. 
Friend  who  had  last  spoken  (Mr.  Bereaford 
Hope)  that  institutions  of  science  and  art 
to  be  efficient  must  be  supported  with 
generosity  by  the  nation,  and  he  did  not 
think  the  total  amount  totted  up  by  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn) 
need  alarm  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
was  of  great  importance,  however,  to  have 
regularity  and  systematic  exhibition  in  tbe 
Department,  and  it  was  still  more  import- 
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ant  to  haYe  in  the  inBtitution  at  South 
Kensington  a  museum  to  step  in  where 
the  British  Museum  ended,  starting  with 
the  MedisBval  Collections  and  coming  down 
to  the  present  time.  But,  as  long  as 
things  were  in  their  present  fluctuating 
condition,  it  was  impossible  for  this  to  be 
done.  He  wished  to  see  the  Kensington 
Museum  separated  from  the  educational 
Departments.  That  museum  might  be 
made  for  medisBval  art  what  the  British 
Museum  was  for  ancient  art.  Then  he 
wanted  to  know  who  was  responsible 
for  the  purchases  made  for  the  Ken- 
sington Museum.  He  understood  there 
was  no  sjstem  in  regard  to  the  responsi- 
bility of  those  purchases.  He  heard  that 
gentlemen  at  the  British  Museum  had  been 
applied  to  for  their  assistance  in  the  matter, 
but  had  refused  it ;  and  ho  was  further 
informed  that  the  next  application  for  advice 
was  to  tradesmen  who  dealt  in  articles  of 
tho  character  of  those  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  purchase.  Ho  did  not  say  that 
opinions  ought  not  to  be  taken;  but  he 
did  contend  that  somo  authority  ought  to 
be  responsible  for  the  purchases.  The 
next  point  to  which  he  had  to  refer  was 
the  removal  of  the  iron  buildings  from 
South  Kensington  to  Bethnal  Green  and 
the  erection  of  a  museum  at  the  latter 
place.  Last  year  a  Vote  of  £5,000  was 
taken,  and  this  year  a  further  Vote  of 
jC  10,000  was  proposed  to  be  taken  for 
the  removal  of  those  buildings,  and  for 
other  purposes  in  connection  with  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  museum  at  the  East  End  of 
London.  He  presumed  there  wore  other 
purposes  in  view,  because  £15,000  could 
scarcely  bo  required  for  the  removal  of  the 
buildings.  [Lord  Robert  Montagu  :  Tho 
buildings  have  to  be  erected  also.]  Now, 
in  his  opinion,  this  was  a  matter  on  which 
the  opinion  of  tho  House  of  Commons 
oaght  to  be  distinctly  taken  ;  because  if  it 
was  intended  to  scatter  objects  of  art  about 
London  and  to  exhibit  them  in  different 
museums,  there  was  not  a  town  in  the 
kingdom  which  would  not  feel  itself  on- 
titled  to  put  in  its  claim  for  a  museum  of 
its  own  to  be  established  at  the  public  ex- 
pense. Once  more  he  protested  against 
the  publication  of  what  was  called  the 
Universal  Art  Catalogue.  Ho  had  done 
80  when  the  Department  proposed  to  pub- 
lish that  catalogue  in  the  supplement  of 
The  Times.  The  reason  given  for  that 
had  been  that  The  Times  was  read  all 
over  the  world.  The  House,  however, 
WAS  opposed   to   this   publication  of  the 


Art  Catalogue  in  The  Times.  So,  when 
that  failed,  the  next  step  taken  was  to 
publish  the  catalogue  in  the  supplement 
of  Notes  and  Queries.  It  could  not  bo 
said  that  the  supplement  of  Notes  and 
Queries  was  read  all  over  the  world.  If 
it  was  intended  to  publish  merely  a  small 
catalogue  which  would  enable  a  person  to 
refer  to  an  object  in  a  moment,  he  should 
not  have  objected  to  that ;  but  to  publish 
a  universal  art  catalogue,  apart  from  the 
catalogue  of  tho  British  Museum,  was  as 
puerile  a  waste  of  money  as  had  ever 
been  undertaken.  The  original  project  was 
to  make  a  catalogue  of  all  works  of  art 
necessary  for  an  art  library  ;  but  now 
this  project  had  expanded  into  the  absurd 
scheme  of  making  a  catalogue  which,  as 
Mr.  Quaritch  showed  in  his  excellent 
statement  laid  before  the  House  last  year, 
would  embrace  every  work  which  had  an  il- 
lustration within  it.  If  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Robert  Montagu)  could  not  separate  tho 
item  for  this  catalogue  from  the  sum  re- 
quired for  printing  the  catalogue  of  the  Bri- 
tish Museum,  he  should  feel  bound  to  take 
the  sense  of  tho  Committee  on  the  subject. 

General  DUNNE  felt,  with  the  hon, 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Gregory),  that 
every  town  in  the  country  would  have  as 
good  a  right  to  apply  for  the  establishment 
of  local  museums  as  well  as  a  district  of 
the  metropolis.  He  thought  it  most  pre- 
posterous that  while  the  Science  and  Art 
Grant  to  the  whole  of  Scotland  was  only 
£17,000,  and  in  Ireland  an  amount  in- 
commensurate with  her  wants  and  the  taxa- 
tion she  paid,  one  of  the  most  unpromising 
districts  in  London  got  £15,000.  The 
Geological  Survey,  if  properly  carried  out, 
was  a  matter  of  considerable  importance, 
especially  in  regard  to  coal,  and  he  had  on 
a  former  occasion  wished  to  know  whether 
the  labours  of  the  Commission  were  to  ex- 
tend to  Ireland  ?  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  had  promised  to  inquire  and  state 
the  decision  come  to  on  this  point,  and  he 
now  wished  to  renew  the  question. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he  saw 
that  tho  sum  of  £15,000  was  to  be  appro- 
priated to  purchases  made  at  tho  recent 
Paris  Exhibition,  and  he  should  be  glad  to 
know  what  was  the  precise  nature  of  those 
purchases  ? 

Mr.  POWELL  thought  the  House  ought 
to  be  generous  in  dealing  with  any  Govern- 
ment proposal  for  the  cultivation  of  science 
and  art.  He  wished,  however,  for  somo 
explanation  of  a  charge  of  £3,000  for^  the 
preparation  of  papery  Ac,  for  examination! 
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Ma.  A.  SEYMOUR  remarked  that  the 
Vote  had  been  reduced  to  the  extent  of 
£600  by  the  two  Art  Referees  having  been 
done  awaj  with  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
JB300  had  been  added  to  the  salary  of  the 
General  Superintendent.  He  wished  to  be 
Informed,  therefore,  whether  that  gentle- 
man discharged  the  duties  which  formerly 
devolved  upon  the  Art  Referees  ?  He 
thought  that  if  a  large  sum  of  money  was 
laid  out  on  an  institution  like  the  Kensing- 
ton Museum,  it  was  advisable  the  House 
should  see  that  the  pubh'c  got  a  quid  pro 
quo  for  their  money,  and  that  mere  rubbish 
of  specimens  were  not  purchased.  He 
trusted  the  noble  Lord  would  explain  why 
80  large  a  sum  as  £10,000  was  put  down 
for  specimens  ? 

Sitt  WILLIAM  STIRLING-MAX- 
WELL  remarked  that  the  reason  assigned 
for  the  publication  of  the  Art  Catalogue 
was  that  the  attention  of  persons  interested 
in  art  would  be  directed  to  it,  and  that 
they  would  make  corrections  and  additions 
as  the  work  progressed.  It  would  be  satis- 
factory to  know  whether  such  a  result  had 
followed  the  publication  of  the  catalogue, 
and  also  whether  there  had  been  any  de- 
mand for  the  work  on  the  part  of  the  public. 

Colonel  SYKES  thought  nohon.  Mem- 
ber ought  to  grudge  the  money  that  had 
been  expended  on  the  South  Kensington 
Museum,  which  no  person,  of  whatever 
age,  could  visit  without  bringing  away  a 
new  idea  in  his  mind,  at  least ;  he  spoke 
for  himself.  Indeed,  in  his  opinion,  that 
Museum  did  as  much  for  the  instruction 
of  the  people,  by  the  eye,  as  all  the  ele- 
mentary schools  in  the  country. 

Mr.  SCOURFIELD  doubted  whether 
these  very  large  collections  really  promoted 
the  circulation  of  a  knowledge  of  science 
and  art,  and  expressed  his  belief  that  in 
this  respect  a  few  well-chosen  specimens 
were  far  more  effective.  A  high  authority 
on  the  subject  had  remarked  that  the  con- 
templation of  works  of  art  without  under* 
standing  them  jaded  the  faculties  and  en- 
slaved the  intelligence. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  he  was 
anxious  to  know  who  were  the  parties  re- 
sponsible for  the  expenditure  in  the  De- 
partment under  discussion.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  much  better  to 
expend  a  large  sum  at  once  upon  a  suit- 
able building  than  to  be  annually  spending 
amounts  of  money  in  detail  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enlarging  and  improving  the  pre-  i 
sent  edifice,  which  was  by  no  means  an  j 
ornament.  I 

Mr.  Powell 


Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  A.  Seymoar)  bad  pro- 
ceeded on  a  wrong  assamption  with  regard 
to  the  General  Superintendenty  who  wu 
not  called  upon  to  discharge  the  duties  of 
an  Art  Referee.     It   was   true,  however, 
that  £300  a  year  had  been   added  to  the 
salary  of  the  gentleman  in  question — Mr. 
Cole  ;  but  this  wss  by  way  of  recognising 
the  great  efforts  he  had  made  in  establiilh 
ing  the  Museum.     Since  the  abolition  of 
the  permanent  Art  Referees,    gentlemea 
skilled  in  different  branehea  of  acienee  and 
art  were  consulted   as    to    intended  psr- 
chases,  and  were  paid  according  to  a  set 
scale  of  fees.     In  each  branch  the  beit 
authority  was  selected,  and  the  reaalt  wis 
that  the  work  was  better  done  and  dons  it 
a  cheaper  rate  than  under  the  old  aystsn. 
As  to  the  Royal  Museum  at  Bethnal  Grees, 
he  might  remark  that  it  waa  no  more  aloes! 
institution  because  it  waa  in  Bethnal  Greeo 
than  the  British  Museum   was  a  local  m- 
stitution  from  the  circumstance  of  ita  beiog 
situated  in  Bloomsburj,  or  than  Kew  Be 
tanical  Gardens  because  they  were  in  Kev. 
With  reference  to  the  publication  of  tbs 
Art  Catalogue  in  Notes  cuid  Queriei,  it  wsi 
through  that   medium  circulated  far  ani 
wide,  and  many  correctiona    from  corrfr' 
Bpondents  had  come  in.     Copiea  were  seat 
abroad  and  they  elicited   the  informatioa 
required.      It  was  originally  contemplated 
that  the  Geological  Survey  ahould  teroii> 
nate  in  1875-6,  but  Sir  Roderick  Murohiioa 
was  anxious   that  it  should   be  completed 
earlier,  and  the  staff  was  increased  Isit 
year  in  order  that  the  survey  might  pro- 
ceed more  quickly.     A  report  of  the  pro- 
gress of  the  survey,  accompanied  by  maps, 
was  published  every  year.     No  atepa  were 
taken  towards  purchasing  anything  at  th« 
Paris  Exhibition  until  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed by  the   House  had    published  its 
Report,  and  then  three   gentlemen  were 
sent  over  to  make  the  purohasea  recom- 
mended by  the  Committee.      These  might 
be  seen  at  South    Kensington    Mnseam. 
The  increase  in  the  number  of  acienee  and 
art  schools  necessitated  the  increase  in  the 
Estimate  for  the  preparation  of  examinatioQ 
papers  and  diagrams,  and  if   j£l,600  wu 
exceeded  last  year,  £3,000  would  not  be 
more  than  sufficient  this  year.      The  ex- 
hibition of  art  specimens  was  not  eonfioed 
to  London  ;  they  were  sent  all  over  the 
country.     Many  bad  been  sent  to  the  Ex- 
hibition at  Leeds  ;  a  similar  collection  wu 
to  be  sent  next  year  to  Bolton  ;  and  in- 
dependently of  special  exhibitions,  pictures 
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and  works  of  art  were  constantly  ciroola- 
ting  among  the  art  schools,  where  the 
pupils  had  the  opportunity  of  studying  theni 
and  making  copies,  while  the  public  had 
also  the  privilege  of  inspection.  Doubtless 
a  large  collection  kept  at  one  ploce  would 
not  be  favourable  to  the  general  advance- 
ment of  art ;  but  broken  up  for  circula- 
tion the  collection  could  no  longer  be  re- 
garded as  a  large  one.  The  Lord  President 
and  himself  were  responsible  fortheezpen- 
diture»  and  of  course  could  be  called  to  ac- 
count for  it  in  the  House  ;  but  the  utmost 
care  was  exercised  in  the  making  of  pur- 
chases, which  were  entertained  only  upon 
report,  and  not  effected  without  further 
reference. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  protested  against  the 
principle  of  granting  money  to  the  Bethnal 
Green  Museum,  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
to  be  a  means  of  education  to  the  people 
of  the  East  End  of  Loudon  as  distinct  from 
those  of  the  West.  Were  that  principle 
thoroughly  carried  out,  Liverpool  or  Swan- 
sea might  advance  claims  for  money  upon 
the  same  ground.  One  of  his  objections  to 
the  South  Kensington  Museum  was  that 
it  was  a  local  museum  scattered  about  in 
different  places;  and  he  always  thought  it 
would  have  been  better  if  thelarge  sum  spent 
there  had  been  expended  on  the  British 
Museum.  He  insisted  that  there  ought  to 
be  a  collection  of  works  of  art  and  science 
in  the  metropolis  worthy  of  the  nation,  and 
not  a  collection  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
educating  a  locality  in  science  and  art.  If 
collections  were  to  be  established  in  par- 
ticular localities,  where  was  the  expenditure 
for  such  things  to  stop  ?  If  every  locality 
was  to  have  its  collection,  the  expense 
would  be  gigantic.  He  suggested  that  the 
appointments,  which  were  very  good  ones, 
in  the  national  collection,  should  be  held 
out  as  premiums  to  men  who  distinguished 
themselves  in  art  and  science. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  denied 
that  this  was  a  local  museum.  It  was  in 
every  way  national,  and  the  objects  dis- 
played there  were  sent  by  turns  all  over 
the  kingdom.  What  was  meant  by  the 
term  "local  museum  ?*'  Had  hon.  Mem- 
bers ever  asked  themselves  what  was 
meant  by  a  national  museum  ?  Every 
museum  must  be  in  some  place.  Was  it 
therefore  local?  The  inhabitants  of 
Bloomsbury  and  the  rich  who  had  car- 
riages came  from  a  distance  to  see  the 
British  Museum.  Yet  it  was  called  a 
national  museum.  The  working  claMes 
of  Bethnal  Green  could  not  reach  it ;  but 


they  would  flock  to  the  Royal  Museum 
there.  Why  should  it  not  be  a  national 
museum.     He  was  at  a  loss  to  know. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  had  asked 
where  the  expenditure  was  to  stop,  if  mu- 
seums were  established  at  Liverpool  and 
other  places.  The  answer  was  simply  this — 
Liverpool  and  other  large  towns  were  rich 
enough  to  supply  themselves  with  museums ; 
but  Bethnal  Green  was  poor,  and  a  Vote 
of  the  Committee  would  enable  them  to 
get  instruction  which  otherwise  they  could 
not  get. 

Mr.  LOCKE  asked  how  the  £20,000 
set  down  for  the  "  Auxiliary  Museum  in  the 
East  of  London"  was  to  be  expended? 
He  had  understood  that  it  was  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  purchase  of  the  land  at  Bethnal 
Green.  Was  it  to  be  devoted  to  carting 
away  the  **  Brompton  boilers  "  to  Bethnal 
Green  ? 

Mr.  BENTINCK  said,  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Robert  Montagu)  had  made  no  allu- 
sion to  the  question  of  the  permanent 
building.  In  1866  an  Estimate  was  laid 
before  the  House,  showing  that  £420,000 
was  asked  for  by  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment for  the  permanent  building.  The 
Treasury  reduced  the  amount  to  £220,000. 
Last  year  the  Estimate  was  brought  on 
for  discussion  on  the  9th  of  August,  when 
nobody  was  present,  and  the  result  was 
that  it  passed  without  attracting  public 
attention.  What  he  wanted  to  know  was 
whether  the  Government  had  agreed  with 
the  officials  of  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment to  limit  the  expenditure  to 
£195,000,  and,  if  so,  where  were  the 
plans  to  show  how  that  sum  was  to  be  ex- 
pended ?  He  should  be  glad  to  learn  whe- 
ther the  noble  Lord  was  willing  to  guaran- 
tee that,  after  the  £195,000  had  been  ex- 
pended at  the  rate  of  £32,000  per  annum, 
no  further  sum  would  be  asked  for. 

Mr.  BRUCE  desired  to  say  a  few  words 
on  this  Yote,  inasmuch  as  it  was  the  late 
Government  that  was  really  responsible  for 
the  expenditure  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Bentinck)  had  just  referred.  The 
origin  of  this  Vote  had  been  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea(Mr.  Dillwyn). 
In  1860  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  moved  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  on  the  subject, 
and  the  Committee  recommended  that  a 
plan  for  a  permanent  building  should  be 
adopted.  The  whole  of  the  South  Kensing- 
ton Museum  had  been  a  matter  of  gradual 
growth.     The  production  of  a  plan  was  in- 


1171 


Supply — Civil 


(COMMONS) 


Service  Ekiimatee, 


1172 


siBted  upon  oo  tbe  part  of  the  Treasury  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Pontefract 
(Mr.  Childera),  and  the  ezpendituro  was 
limited  to  £195,000,  which  was  to  be  ex- 
tended over  six  years.  It  was  that  plan 
which  their  successors  had  adopted,  and 
when  the  £195,000  should  be  expended  it 
would  be  for  tho  House  of  Commons  to  de- 
cide whether  the  building  should  be  in  any 
way  extended.  He  was  also  to  some  extent 
responsible  for  tho  system  adopted  with  re- 
gard to  Referees,  for  as  one  of  a  Commission 
of  Inquiry  upon  the  subject  of  the  Depart- 
ment he  had  decided  against  the  appoint- 
ment of  permanent  Referees,  and  had  ap- 
proved tho  selection  of  gentlemen  known  to 
be  qualified  to  judge  of  the  particular 
matter  on  which  a  decision  was  required. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  reminded  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Robert  Montagu),  that  he 
had  not  informed  the  Committee  how  much 
of  the  Vote  was  to  be  expended  on  the  Art 
Catalogue. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  replied  that 
the  sum  proposed  to  be  expended  in  that 
direction  was  £1,000.  In  answer  to  tho 
hon.  Member  for  South wark  (Mr.  Locke) 
he  might  say  that  the  land  required-for  the 
erection  of  the  Bethnal  Green  Museum  had 
been  purchased. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  his  criticism  upon 
the  Bethnal  Green  Museum  had  not  been 
dictated  by  any  feeling  against  that  par- 
ticular district  Ho  should  be  glad  to  wit- 
ness a  more  general  extension  of  museums 
over  the  country  ;  but  he  thought  some 
definite  and  fixed  principle  ought  to  be  laid 
down,  so  that  persons  in  different  locali- 
ties might  know  what  local  exertion  was 
necessary  before  they  could  expect  to  re- 
ceive any  State  assistance.  The  Art  Cata- 
logue, however,  to  which  the  responsibility 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Merthyr  Tydfil  (Mr.  Bruce)  also  ex- 
tended, was  the  subject  to  which  ho  now 
particularly  desired  to  allude.  The  opinions 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord  did  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  justify  the  preparation  of 
this  enormous  catalogue,  in  the  first  number 
of  which  thirty-five  different  editions  of 
JEsop  were  quoted.  Mr.  Quaritcli,  the 
eminent  bookseller,  had  distinctly  stated 
that  to  carry  out  the  idea  of  this  catalogue 
it  would  be  necessary  to  include  every 
species  of  book  containing  illustrations. 
It  might,  and  no  doubt  would,  be  well  to 
make  a  thoroughly  good  catalogue  of  the 
existing  library  in  South  Kensington  Mu- 
seum ;  but  such  a  catalogue  as  the  one 
now  in  course  of  preparation  involved  a 

J/r.  JBruco 


foolish  and  a  nseleas  waste  of  pnUie  money, 
and  it  was  with  a  view  to  prerent  this 
waste  that  he  now  moTeA  that  the  Vols 
be  reduced  by  the  £1^000  intended  to  be 
devoted  to  the  preparation  of  this  cata- 
logue. 

Motion  made,  and  Qoeation  put, 

"That  the  Item  of  £2,500,  for  Preparatioi, 
IllustratioD,  and  Printing  of  Catalognea  and  !■• 
ventories  of  the  Muaeum,  and  Universal  Art  Ca- 
talogue and  Inventories,  be  redaoed  by  Uie  nn 
of  £1,000." 

The    Committee    divided: — Ayes  34; 

Noes  54  :  Majority  20. 

Mr.  BENTINCE  complained  of  oot 
having  received  a  reply  to  his  inqoiry. 
He  asked  whether  any  plans  of  the  bnild- 
ing,  which  it  was  said  was  to  cost  jS  195,000, 
would  be  laid  before  the  CoDamittee  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  the 
reason  he  had  not  replied  to  the  Qnettion 
of  his  hon.  Friend  was  because  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  Merthyr 
(Mr.  Bruce)  had  given  an  answer  a  great 
deal  better  than  he  could  have  done.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  asked  whether  he  would 
lay  the  plans  to  which  he  had  referred  be- 
fore the  House  ?  All  he  could  say  was 
that  the  plans  and  the  Correspondence  bsd 
been  laid  before  the  House  in  July,  1866. 
The  buildings  in  question  would  cost  only 
jS195»000,  and  the  expenditure  would  be 
spread  over  a  period  of  six  years.  If  any 
further  expenditure  was  to  be  incurred,  it 
must  be  done  with  the  sanction  of  the 
House.  He  could  not  prophesy  what  the 
House  might  think  well  to  do  at  a  future 
time. 

>   Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(10.)  £6,063,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  University  of  London. 

(11.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum»  not  exceeding  £10,002,  bo  granted 
to  Her  Majestj,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  eoorso 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31ft 
day  of  March  1860,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses 
of  tho  National  Gallery,  including  the  porohase  of 
Pictures." 

Mr.  BENTINCK  expressed  a  hope  thst 
this  Vote  would  not  be  pressed  that  night 
in  the  absence  of  many  hon.  Qentlemen 
who  took  an  interest  in  it. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  was 
sorry  he  could  not  accede  to  the  request  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  had  already  in- 
timated his  intention  of  bringing  on  the 
Vote. 
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Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question,  (24.)  JC780,  Malta  and  Alexandria  Cable, 

**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  Balmoral  Telegraph, 

and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— (Jfr.  Ben-  (25.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 

tinch,) — put,  and  negatived.  posed, 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to.  '  "  That   a   sum,  not  exceeding   £1»,377,   be 

Vote  agreed  to,  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  ne- 

^  oessar/  to  defra/  the  Charge  whioh  will  oome  in 

(12.)  £800,  to  complete   the    sum  for  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the 

the  British  Historical  Portrait  Gallery.  ^l*'  <l»y  of  March  1869,  for  certain  Misoellaneoup 

(13.)  £235,195,  to  complete  the  sum  Expenees." 

for  National  Education  in  Ireland.  SiB  J.  CLARKE  JERVOISB  objected 

(14.)  £730,   Commissioners  of  Educa-  *o  *^«  enormous  expense  of  the  inspectors 

tion  in  Ireland.  ^^  cattle^     He  begged  to  move  the  reduc- 

(15.)  £2,155,  to  complete  the  sum  for  ^»on  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £11,058, 

the  Queen's  University,  Ireland.  ^®«"g  *^o  amount  charged  for  the  Vete- 

(16.)  £1,740,  to  complete  the  sum  for  "nary  Department  of  the  Privy  Council, 

the  National  Gallery,  Ireland.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

(17.)  £5,083,  to  complete  the  sum  for  «iThat  the  Item  of  £11,068  17#.  6<i..for  the 

Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other  Allow-  Veterinary  Department  of  the  FrifyCoanoilOfBce, 

ances.  Great  Britain.  Salaries  and  Expentes,  be  omitted  from  the  pro- 

(18.)  £34,040,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Po»«d  Vote."— CStV  Jervoita  Clarke  Jervoite.) 

Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  Pensions,  be.  Mr.  SCLAT£R-B00TH  said,  he  hoped 

(19.)  £30,400,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the]  hon.  Baronet  would  not  persevere  in 

Relief  of  distressed  British  Seamen.  the  Motion.     The  Vote  was  to  provide  for 

mt\\  J*^AKQK*7    X            1  A     41.        ^  current  expenses,  many  items  of  which  had 

(20.)  £145.857.  to  complete  the  sum  ^        j    J   j  during  the  past  year.    At 

for  Superannuation  and   Retired  Alio*-  p^^,^„j  ^^^^  ^„  a  Treasury  OSma>i.aioa 

*"mh.  Aldbrman  LUSK  said,  this  Vote  S'fol?!  „'i!h\Jrii«J°L  nSS^^ 

bad  increased  by  more  than  £8.000.    He  ^i*^,      P~''*'''^  '"'^  **  considerable 

complain^  that  offices  were  abolished  and  y^^^     \   ,          ^Wmum. 

young  officers  pensioned,  and  new  clerks  i    ^          » 

appointed.     The  officers,  instead  of  being  .  Mb.  CHILDBRS  asked  for  an  explana- 

pensioned,  ought  to  be  transferred  to  other  t>on  of   the  item   of  £6,070  for  robes. 

Departments  and  utiliaed.  collars,  and  badges  for  the  Knights  of  the 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE-  several  Orders,  the  charge  last  year  having 

QUER  admitted   that    these    allowances  *^®??  ®"'j  *^'^^^  Ut«t^           ...     . 

should  be  watched  with  great  jealousy,  and  Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  complamed  of 

that  it  was  undesirable  to  grant  them  to  t^f,  item  of  £6,000  for  robes,  badges,  and 

persons   fit  for  service    except    on   very  collars  which  had  mcreased  to  that  sum 

special  grounds.     In  the  case  of  the  Board  ^om  £1,500,  at  which  it  stood  last  year, 

of  Trade  the  re-organization  of  the  De-  H®  thought  such  a  sum  unreasonable,  and 

partment  had  necessitated  the  abolition  of  <>»«  *^a^  «ould  not  be  justiBed.    He  moved 

certain  offices,   some   of  which  had  been  that  it  be  reduced  to  that  amount,  £1,600. 

held   for  a  very  long  time  by  men  who  The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 

could  not  well  be  now  put  to  junior  work.  QUER   said,   he  had   inquired   into    the 

Allowances  in  these  and  other  cases  had  m^^er  when    he  was   Secretary  of  the 

been  granted  with  great  care.  Treasury,  and  considered  that  they  could 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  the  War  not  refuse  to  insert  this  item.     If   the 

Office  had  pensioned  a  number  of  clerks.  Committee  now  passed  this  Vote  he  should 

some  not  Tcry  old,  and  at  the  same  time  ^o  prepared  to  make  a  further  explanation 

the  number  of  clerks  had  been  increased,      on  the  Report.  

Yoieaareedto  ^*'  DISRAELI  explained  that  these 

^  honours  were  conferred  by  Her  Majesty, 

(21.)  £13,134.  to  complete  the  sum  for  and  it  was  therefore  obvious  that  the  item 

Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland.  ought  to  stand. 

(22.)  £4,915,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Mb.    Alderman  LUSK  withdrew  his 

Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other  Allow-  Motion,  but  gave  notice  that  he  should 

ances,  Ireland.  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £4,500 

(23.)  £14,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  on  the  Report. 

Temporary  Commissions.  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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„   ^ Sib   WILLIAM    STIRLING  -  MAX- 

Sbipping  under  Treaties  |  WELL  laid,  that  tht  powera  of  tbe  Lari 

'  Clerk  Regiiler  w«ra  alrMd;  var;  gicat, 

and  that  both  his  power*  and  dntie*  woaU 

be  coBRiderabI;  iuereftaed    bj  a  Bill  iww 

, --  -;  -  r  .Tn,r  .  ■     J  .1.  .  i  before  the  Howe  ;    it    appeared   to  bin 

■^■^f  ^^^f  „^  ffo  V^J"  -A  Jili  !  "O'"""  oipedieat  Dor  fair  to  eonfer  poven 

sam  ppB  »         impoM  ilatiea  on  an  uncalaried  offien. 

Ub.    M-LARBK    contended    that   tha 


(26.)  ^£31,599,  to  complete  tlie 
for  Local  Dues       "•  ■     ■  ■     - 

of  Reciprooitj. 

(27.)  £2,000,  for  prouioiing  the  Culti 
Talion  of  Flax  in  Ireland. 


3  greater  part  of  the  Vote  waa  reallj 
expenJad  in  iraTclling  eipen sea— namely.        ^^     ^  u^.m,,    uuu><»»>eu     >»..   »« 
£1,860,  and  ]>e  al.o  condemned  the  prin-      jg     ^f  ^o^  qj^^^  Regiater  waa  a  men 


cipie  of  the  Vote.  Wlij  should  Ii 
BB  it  were,  bribed  to  do  tlier  dut;  to  thi 
The  farmers  of  Ireland  ireri 


He 


telligeni 

without  it,  if  the;  were  left  alone. 

mofed  the  omission  of  ihe  item. 

The  Earl  or  MAYO  eiplained  that  the 


I  nineoure.  It  was  held  at  one  time  b;  i 
I  QoTernorOeneral  of  India  (Lord  DalboBiit), 
.t  was  then  abolished,  it  waa  then  retifel 


and  could  get  on  rery  well    ^  ^^  l.onorary  office,'  and  now  it  was  pn- 


posed,   without  any  increase  of  dntiei,U 
make  it  a  salaried  office. 
Sib   EDWARD    COLEBROOEE  ra 
that  the  Scotch  Memben  hadi 


increase  of  the  Grant  was  due  to  certain  ^^  opi,,,^^  j.,„.  .„„  ^-^^t^,,  ..^sutu^.. .».. 
representations  that  had  been  made  to  the  .  ^j  treoupllin'of'thTaur^roa  "fcil  'i^H 
floMrnment  respocl.ng  tlio  miiwrlance  of    ^»^j    ^^   j,^^   Treasury    without  ule^aiU 


proper  iuatruction  being  given  to  the  Irish 
people  in  the  cultivation  of  flax  hy  com- 

Eetent  iustructorB,  The  Vole  was  not  to 
e  regarded  as  a  permanent  one. 
Ub.  CHILDERS  pointed  out,  how  the 
Vote  had  increased,  althoDgh  it  was  to 
have  heen  only  temporary,  and  trailed  it 
would  speedily  disappear  altogether  from 
the  Estimates. 

Mb.  M'LARBN  thought  the  Vote  ought 
to  be  altogether  omitted,  as  OTcrybody 
aeeraed  to  have  somebody  else  to  watch 
him,  and  in  that  way  £1,860  was  spent 
in  IrBTelling. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

"  ThBt  a  >um,  not  oiceeding  £S,000,  be  graoted 
to  Iler  Mnjaitj,  to  complete  the  lum  Deceiurr  to 
defmy  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  courw  of 
pKfmeDt  during  the  ^ear  finding  on  the  31it  da; 
of  March  1860,  for  encouraging  the  CnltiTiIioa 
of  Flax  in  the  South  and  Wait  of  Inihind." 


The   Committee  divided 
Noes  18:  Majority  2^. 

House  returned. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mondas    'h'rility 
next.  " '"'  " 

Committee  to  ait  agoin  TtiDiorroic. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 

ReaolutJona  [May  29]  reported. 

Res.  7.  (Register  Home,  Edinburgh). 

Mb.  WALDEORAVE- LESLIE  ob- 
torTcd  that  a  Committee  in  1866  had 
unaninionaly  reported  that  a  salary  should 
be  attached  to  the  responsible  head  of  the 
important  office  of  the  Lord  Clerk  Re- 
gister; and  lie  wished  to  know  whethei 
the  GoTernment  intended  to  adopt  _the  re 
eommondation  of  the  Committee  f 


prorision  being  made  for  the  perfonnaaci 
of  official  duties, 

Mb.  CRAUFURD  agreed  in  theopimw 
that  tiie  office  of  Lord  Clerk  Begiater 
ought  no  longer  to  bo  n  sinecure. 

Mb,  SCLATER-BOOTH  aaid,  it  *u 
truQ  that  in  the  case  of  Lord  DalbotiM 
the  office  of  tho  Lord  Clerk  RegiaUr  lu 
a  sinecure.  The  duties  were  perform*] 
by  a  deputy,  but  Lord  Dalbonaie  i^ 
not  receive  the  salary.  The  salary  M 
been  abolished  by  Act  of  Parliament,  sad 
could  only  be  revived  by  the  aame  meaai. 
He  certainly  thonght  that  the  office  oagU 
not  to  be  a  aineoure  ;  but  na  to  the  <i- 
tent  to  which  the  office  might  reqairsR- 
viaion,  and  what  the  amount  of  aaltrf 
ought  to  be,  he  was  not  prepared  to  givi 
any  opinion. 

Resolution     11.    (Government    Frisou 
Ayes  43;  '  and  Expenses  of  Transportation), 

i  Mr.  CHILDERS  renewed  the  qoealiw 
he  had  put  on  a  previous  evening,  as  te  tbs 
■  '■■  '  sending  the  conTicta  to  Gib- 
tlieir  labour  would  be  of  vsIm 
in  this  country,  and  desired  to  know  ■!» 
ther  hiahon.  Friend  (Sir  Jamea  Fergndoi] 
could  give  him  an  assurance  that  tbepI^ 
aent  eitravsgant  system  should  be  alteitdl 
Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  aaid,  lb 
the  fact  was  that  tho  conrict  priioDS  ii 
England  were  full.  Formerly  that  «u 
not  tho  case,  because  600  eonvicta  wen 
sent  to  Australia  every  year  ;  but  new,  is 
consequence  of  transportation  liaTing  bta 
put  an  end  to  and  from  the  foot  that  ondar 
sentences  of  penal  aervitLide  convicts  wtit 
subjected  to  more  lengthened  detention,  *• 
had  more  aonrictB  at  home  than  we  cooU 
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well  provide  for.  About  200  were  oon- 
sequentlj  sent  to  Gibraltar  a  abort  time 
aince  ;  but  no  more  would  be  sent  tbis 
year  because  for  tbe  present  we  could 
proTide  for  tbem  in  tbis  country.  In  Gib- 
raltar convict  labour  waa  of  Talue,  from 
tbe  great  difficulty,  if  not  the  absolute  im- 
possibility, of  obtaining  free  labour.  Tbe 
works  at  Chatham  might  be  pressed  on 
with  greater  rapidity  if  more  couTiot  labour 
were  employed  ;  but  to  do  this  it  would  be 
necessary  to  construct  barracks  for  them, 
and  it  was  doubtful  whether  it  would  be 
advantageous  to  incur  the  eipense.  It 
should  be  remembered,  too,  that  formerly 
a  large  number  of  convicts  were  boused  in 
bulks,  but  that  that  system  had  been 
abandoned.  He  could  therefore  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  there  was  no  inten- 
tion of  sending  any  convicts  to  Gibraltar 
if  it  was  possible  to  accommodate  them  at 
home. 

Eesolntions  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  o'clock. 


0^^s^  ^v--*»^V^^"  ^ 
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MINUTES}— PuBUO    Bill— Comint</««— Esta- 
blished Church  (Ireland)  [117]. 
iZ^rp^rf— Established  Church  (Ireland)  [117]. 

METROPOLITAN  FOREIGN  CATTLE 
MARKET  BILL.— MOTION. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  moTcd  that  it 
be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills,  to  inquire  whether  the 
Amendments  which  have  been  introduced 
ID  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Metropoli- 
tan Foreign  Cattle  Market  Bill  in? olre  any 
infraction  of  the  Standing  Orders.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  this  Bill 
was  introduced  to  the  House  in  a  most  im- 
perfect form»  inasmuch  as  its  main  object 
was  not  indicated  by  any  of  its  clauses. 
He  made  inquiry  as  to  the  reason  of  this, 
and,  after  some  difficulty,  he  was  told  that 
the  reason  of  tbis  clause  not  being  intro- 
duced was,  that  the  Notices  which  had  been 
given  in  the  Gazette  of  the  intention  of  the 
GoYemment  to  bring  in  this  Bill  would  not 
cover  the  ground,  and  that,  therefore,  if 
tbe  clause  had  been  introduced,  the  Bill 


might  have  fallen  through  when  brought 
before  the  Committee  of  Standing  Orders. 
This  clause  was,  therefore,  not  introduced 
till  after  the  second  reading,  when  it  was 
inserted  by  the  Select  Committee.  That 
clause  required  that  all  foreign  cattle  should 
be  taken  to  one  particular  place  on  the 
Lower  Thames  to  be  slaughtered,  and  this 
prohibited  the  use  of  a  number  of  private 
wharves,  where  the  cattle  trade  had  hiiherto 
been  carried  on.  This,  in  point  of  fact, 
would  be  to  take  away  the  property  of  per^ 
sons  who  were  now  conducting  their  busi- 
ness according  to  law.  The  clause  had 
given  rise  to  large  claims  for  compensation; 
and,  as  it  had  been  introduced  by  a  Select 
Committee,  as  it  interfered  with  private 
rights,  and  as  it  contemplated  objects  not 
within  the  original  Notices,  he  thought  that 
it  ought  to  be  referred  back  to  the  Exa- 
miners. 

Lord  BOBERT  MONTAGU  thought 
he  had  a  little  to  complain  of,  as  he  did  not 
get  notice  of  this  Motion. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  the 
Notice  was  on  the  Paper,  and  he  fixed  it 
for  to-day  in  order  to  escape  the  charge  of 
delajing  the  Bill. 

LoiiD  ROBERT  MONTAGU  contended 
that  this  could  not  be  regarded  as  a  Private 
Bill,  and  should  not  bo  subject  to  the  laws 
which  applied  to  Bills  of  that  description. 
A  Private  Bill  was  a  Bill  introduced  for 
the  particular  benefit  of  certain  persons. 
Their  benefit  was,  of  course,  the  injury  of 
others.  A  Committee  was  therefore  ap- 
pointed by  Parliament  to  adjust  their  con- 
flicting interests — and  Parliament  acted  in 
its  judicial  capacity.  Then  a  surprise,  or  a 
point  suddenly  raised  without  due  notice 
might  cause  considerable  injury  to  one  of 
the  parties,  and  might  prevent  the  Commit- 
tee from  judging  justly.  Hence,  the  Stand- 
ing Order  which  applied  to  the  case.  But 
this  was  a  Public  Bill,  as  a  reference  to  Sir 
Thomas  May's  book,  at  pages  627,  628,  and 
728  would  show.  This  was  a  Bill  for  the  be- 
nefit of  the  country  at  large.  It  stood  among 
the  Orders  for  Public  Bills,  and  could  not,  in 
any  way,  be  regarded  as  a  Bill  for  the  particu- 
lar benefit  of  anj  individuals.  Besides  which, 
there  had  been  no  surprise,  in  the  matter, 
because,  in  November  last  year,  he  himself 
gave  Notice  of  the  clause  in  question, 
and  it  had  appeared  on  the  Notice  Paper 
every  Saturday  since.  That  Notice  was 
quite  in  accordance  with  the  Preamble  of 
tbe  Bill.  Tbe  Preamble  stated  that  it  was 
expedient  to  make  a  market  for  the  sale 
and  slaughter  of  cattle,  and  if  the  slaughter 
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of  eattle  was  out  of  the  Order  of  Refer-  Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  the  Eximiiwrt 

enee,  so  was  their  sale.    But  he  had  had  no  f'  ^f^^ons  for  Prijate  BUli  to  ioqat7«wb^ 

A     -A       f  •  A    J     •        a\        1           u  the  Amendmenti  which  haTo  been  mtrodooed  m 

opportunity  of  introducing  the  clause  be-  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Metropolitan  Fo»i« 

fore   It  went  to   the  Committee  upstairs^  CatUe  Market  Bill  inToWe  an/  infraction  of  the 

because  the  right  hon.  Gentloman  the  Mem-  Standing  Orders. — {Mr.MUner  Gibton,) 

ber  for  A8hton(Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  rose  on  ^^   MILNER  GIBSON    then  moved, 

the  second  reading,  and  opposed  tlie  Bill  |„  ^^^^^  ^hat  ihe  persons  interested  might 

on  the  rery  ground  that  compulsory  slaugh.  ^ftye  full  notice,  and  be  able  to  send  in 

ter  at  the  waterside  was  not  in  accordance  ^y^^^^  meraoriols  to  the  Examiners,  the  ad- 

with  the  recommendations  of  his  (the  Trade  jj^j^n  ^^  |,jg  fi„t  Motion  of  the  following 

m  Animals)  Committee.    He  then  regarded    ^q^^^ 

compulBOiy  slaughter  as  the  very  principle  ..  Memorial,  complaining  of  non-oomplianee 
of  the  Bill.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ^i^  ^^e  sunding  Orders  be  deposited  in  the 
then  said  that  he  would  not  divide  the  Private  Bill  Office  not  later  than  Tnesdaj  the 
Ilouse  if  the  Bill  might  be  referred  to  a  9th  day  of  this  instant  Jane,  and  that  the  Ex- 
hybrid  Committee.  The  clause  was  then  aminer  do  give  three  clear  days'  noUce  of  the 
pat  in  manuscript  into  "  the  filled  up  Bill."  "^^°^- 

which  was  sent  to  all  the  petitioners  against  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

the  Bill,  and  laid  before  the  Committee.  **  That  Memorials  complaining  of  non-compli- 

Nay,  more  ;    every  petitioner  against  the  «««•  '^ith  the  Standing  Orders  be  deposited  in 

Bill  had  alleged  this  very  point  of  compul-  *^?  ?"^**A??"  ?«<«  °^*  >**««■  ^'l'" J^tf^J.*^* 

,       ,5            xi.              •  1              J      r  0th  day  of  this  instant  June,  and  that  the  Exa- 

•ory  slaughter  as  the   special   ground   of  miner  do  gire  three  clear  days' notice  o«  the  sit- 

objection  against  the  Bill.      The  counsel  ting."— (^r.  Milner  Oibton.) 

for  the  promotera,  ia  opening  the  cate.  j,      dODSON   pointed  cot  that  saeh 

read  this  rerr  manuMnpt  ciaa.e  a.  the  ^  R„o,„tio„  wa.  hardly  neceasary.  a.  the 

rery  pomt  and  essence  of  the  Bill.     Btery  B„„i„e„  ^„^  ,„  ,^0  habit  of  gWing  two 

witness  who  was  oalled  •«•'•»»  the  Bill  ^      .  „^^j^     ^^^  ^^  ^^      ^^^  .»      fj  ^ 

endearoured  to  protre  that  the  B.Ii  would  ^  j^,,^  .^  j,,^  ^^^^^^  ^^^  ,^f       ^ 
be  injunoaa,  because  of  the  compulsory 

slaughter ;   and  the  wharfingers  and  but-  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
chers  and  others  claimed  compensation  on 

that  Tory  ground.  The  learned  Counsel  (Mr.  POST  OFFICE-THE  CAPE  MAIL. 

Vernon  Harcourt),  when  closing  his  case  qcestion, 

against  the  Bill,  rested  chiefly  on  this  very  jj^  MORRISON  said,  he  wished  to  ask 

clause;  but  nerer  raised  the  objection  that  j,,^  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 

the  clause  was  contrary  to  the  Standing  j^^^^  j,         objection  to  the  bi-monthly, 

Orders.  It  was  clear,  therefore,  that  full  no-  „  ^g,,  „  ^^e  monthly  Mail  for  the  Cape 

tice  had  been  giren  and  receired,  that  there  ^f  q^^^  h„      i^^      embarked  and  disem- 

waa  no  surprise,  and  that  the  objection  was  ^^^^^^  ,„  j^^  port  of  Plymouth  » 

merely  technical,  and  was  raised  on  y  for  jj„     SCLATER-BOOTH  :     The    hi- 

the  sake  of  delay.  But  what  would  follow  »  „„„t,,,    „  ^^j,  „  monthly  Mail  will  be 

If  that  clause  were  out  of  the  Order  of  embarked  and  disembarked  at  Plymouth 

Reference,  the  Compensation  Clause,  which  „  g„„„  „  ^^^^  „g^  Contract  is  brought 

was  inserted  as  a  corollary  to  it,  should  j^,^  operation, 
also  be  struck  out ;  and  all  the  evidence 

of  the  opponents  which  referred  to  it,  was  .„,.„    ,.„„,„„„„  ,„  „„..,..  »,^  ^„  ^„ 

also  out  of   the  Order  of  Reference,  and  ^^^^-^^^^j^^  ^^  COMMAND  OF  DE. 

could,  therefore,  not  he  received  by  the  POTS.-QUESTION. 

House.     He  would,  however,  not  ohject  Colonel  FRENCH  said/he  would  beg 

to  the  matter  heing  referred  to  the  Exa-  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If 

miners,  on  the  honourable  understanding  the  Circular  relating  to  Officers  in  Com- 

that  the  Bill  should  not  be  in  any  way  mand  of  Depots,  issued  last  year,  is  to 

delayed.  extend  to  those  Officers  in  Command  before 

Mb.  milner  OIBSON  said,  he  had  that  Circular  was  issued  from  the  Horse 

no  intention  of  delaying  the  progress  of  Guards  ? 

the  Bill;  but  the  coarse  he  proposed  would  Sir  JOHN  PARINGTON  :  Sir,  I  find, 

not  occasion  any  delay,  as  the   Bill   was  on  inquiry,  that  no  circular  of  the  nature 

not  to  be  proceeded  with  nntil  Monday  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 

veek,  and  during  next  week  there  would  ber,  was  issued  last  year  ;  and  I  presume 

be  ample  time  for  the  inquiry  he  proposed,  that  the  circular  to  which  the  Question 
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refers  was  one  issued  in  December,  1866. 
I  hold  a  copy  of  the  circular  in  my  hand, 
nnd  it  does  not  appear  to  be  open  to  the 
Question  he  put.  It  consists  of  three 
clauses,  and  the  first  begins  thus  —  **  The 
present  Lieutenant  Colonels  of  Depot 
Battalions  shall  remain  in  undisturbed 
possession  of  their  employment  until  re- 
moved by  casualties."  The  last  danse  is 
this — *'  Officers  appointed  at  any  period 
hereafter  shall  hold  the  appointment  for 
five  years."  No  words  can  be  more  clear 
than  these  to  show  that  the  regulation  is 
to  have  no  retrospective  action. 

BOUNDART   COMMISSIONERS*  REPORT. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  STOPFORD  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  adopt  the  recommendation 
of  the  Select  Committee  as  to  the  non- 
extension  of  the  Boundaries  of  fifteen  Bo- 
roughs, contrary  to  the  Report  of  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  we  go  into  Com- 
mittee on  Monday  next  on  the  Boundary 
Bill,  and  then  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee will  have  an  opportunity  of  giving 
the  reasons  which  induced  them  to  adopt 
the  recommendation  which  they  have 
offered  to  the  acceptance  of  the  House,  and 
I  shall  listen  to  those  reasons  with  much 
interest. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  TITLES  BILL. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  SCHREIBER  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath,  Whe- 
ther, at  a  recent  meeting  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholic prelates,  presided  over  by  Arch- 
bishop Manning,  it  was  decided  that,  in  the 
present  state  of  public  feeling  in  this 
Country,  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  for  the  repeal  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Titles  Act  ;  and,  whether,  in 
consequence,  he  is  now  in  a  position  to 
state  what  course  he  will  pursue,  with  res- 
pect to  the  Bill  in  question  ? 

Mb.  MAC  EVO I ,  in  reply,  said,  except 
that  inferentially,  by  means  of  the  Notice 
of  the  hon.  Member,  he  had  no  reason  to 
think  that  any  such  meeting  as  that  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred  had 
been  held.  If  the  hon.  Member  was  cor- 
rectly informed  upon  the  subject,  he  must 
enjoy  more  of  the  confidence  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  prelates  than  he  (Mr.  Mac  Evoy) 
conld  lay  any  claim  to.    With  regard  to 


the  last  part  of  the  Question,  he  would 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Government,  a  Committee 
had  been  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
subject ;  and,  in  courtesy  to  that  Commit- 
tee, he  had  abstained  from  pressing  the 
Bill,  while  they  were  prosecuting  their  in- 
vestigations ;  but,  as  soon  as  their  Report 
was  presented,  it  was  his  intention  to  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

ARMY— WAR  DEPARTMENT. 

qubstiok. 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  with  reference  to  his  pro- 
mise that  Vote  18  in  the  Army  Estimates 
(Administration  of  the  Army),  should  not 
be  taken  until  a  statement  of  the  proposed 
changes  in  the  organisation  of  the  War 
Department  had  been  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  When  that  statement  will  be 
submitted  to  Parliament ;  and,  whether 
any  statement  of  proposed  alterations  in 
the  audit  of  Military  Accounts  will  be  laid 
before  Parliament  in  sufficient  time  to 
enable  the  Committee  of  Public  Accounts 
to  consider  them  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  re- 
ply, that  he  did  not  recollect  having  made 
any  such  promise  as  that  referred  to  in  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Lord.  When  the 
Army  Estimates  were  moved,  he  entered 
into  a  full  statement  of  the  changes  which 
were  intended  in  the  War  Department ; 
but  the  details  were  not  yet  completed,  and 
therefore  he  could  not  lay  them  upon  the 
table  of  the  House.  As  regarded  the 
Audit  Department,  only  one  alteration  had 
been  made,  and  that  was  the  transfer  of 
the  Department  from  the  Assistant  Under 
Secretary  to  the  Parliamentary  Under  Se- 
cretary. The  regulations,  however,  were 
not  yet  complete ;  but  when  they  were,  he 
would  have  no  objection  to  lay  them  upon 
the  table. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  and  others  were  under  the  impres- 
sion that,  in  the  course  of  a  desultory  con- 
versation in  Committee  on  the  Army  Es- 
timates, the  understanding  that  Vote  18 
shall  not  be  taken  till  the  statement  in 
question  has  been  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House  was  arrived  at.  It  is  most  important 
that  the  House  shall  have  the  statement 
before  proceeding  to  the  Vote. 

Sm  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
must  repeat  that  he  did  not  recollect  ha?- 
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ing  made  anj  promiae  on  the  lubjcct,  but 
he  would  endeavour  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
the  noble  Lord  if  he  would  communicate 
with  him  privately. 

SUPPLY— METROPOLIS— BURLINGTON 
HOUSE.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.'' 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  to  an  advertisement  which,  to  his 
great  surprise  ho  read  in  The  Times  of  that 
morning.  It  announced  a  sale  bj  auction 
of  the  "  valuable  materials  of  the  colon- 
nade, with  Doric  stone  columns  and  frieze," 
of  Burlington  House.  That  handsome 
colonnade  of  Burlington  House,  which  had 
been  so  much  talked  of  in  that  House,  and 
the  gateway,  an  interesting  specimen  of 
the  architecture  of  the  last  century,  were, 
it  appeared,  to  be  knocked  down  to  the 
highest  bidder.  This  sale  would  bring  a 
few  miserable  pounds  to  the  credit  of  some 
Government  Department ;  but  it  would 
either  remove  from  the  metropolis  or 
utterly  abolish  a  monument  [of  archicture 
which,  besides  being  of  historical  interest, 
possessed  a  considerable  amount  of  archi- 
tectural beauty.  The  Government  might 
take  power  to  re-erect  this  colonnade  and 
portico  in  one  of  the  public  parks  or  gar- 
dens'—at Kew,  for  instance,  or  South 
Kensington,  or  Kensington  Gardens.  If 
not  the  colonnade,  they  might,  at  least,  put 
up  the  archway  as  an  entrance  to  some- 
thing. Ho  must  protest  against  the  Van- 
dalism which  neglected  these  monuments 
of  the  art  and  history  of  this  country.  It 
was  bad  enough  when  such  things  wore 
done  by  private  individuals  ;  but  when  the 
Qovernment  allowed  such  objects  to  go  to 
the  hammer  it  was  time  a  protest  should 
be  made.  He  trusted  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  give  the  House  some  assurance  that 
these  monuments  should  not  be  knocked 
down  to  the  highest  bidder ;  but  that  they 
ahonld  be  re-erected  somewhere,  on  ground 
belonging  to  the  country,  where  they  might 
remain  as  monuments  of  architecture  of 
an  interesting  period  in  our  history. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
should  be  very  happy  to  treat  privately 
with  his  hon.  Friend  with  respect  to  the 
sale  of  this  colonnade.  He  was  already  in 
communication  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 

Sir  John  Pahingtm 


Member  for  Whiteha?en  (Mr.  C.  Bentinek) 
on  the  subject,  and  be  should  bo  glad  to 
meet  their  views  as  to  the  re-erectton  of 
the  colonnade  and  archway  either  io  Bedge- 
bury  Park  or  elsewhere. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  aaid,  he 
thought  that  the  noble  Lord  ought  to  have 
given  a  more  serious  answer.  He  did  not 
believe  the  intention  of  the  GoTcmment  to 
knock  down  to  the  higheat  bidder  the 
colonnade  of  Burlington  House  had  been 
stated  in  that  House. 

NAVY— GREENWICH  HOSPITAL. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  aaid,  be 
rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  circumstance  that  the  daughters  of 
Seamen  killed  or  disabled  in  the  service  of 
the  Country  do  not  enjoy  the  privilege  of 
maintenance  and  education  at  Greenwich 
Hospital. 

Mr.  CORRY  said,  in  reply,  that  under 
the  wording  of  the  statutea  the  daughters 
of  seamen  and  marines  killed  in  action 
would  appear  to  have  an  equal  claim  with 
their  sons  to  share  in  the  fnuda  of  the 
Hospital.  It  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
Admiralty  to  re-establish  a  girla*  achool  ia 
connection  with  Greenwich  Hospital,  bot 
they  were  disposed  to  think  that  a  certain 
portion  of  the  income  of  that  institution 
might  be  appropriated  to  the  purpose  of 
aiding  local  institutions  for  the  education 
of  the  daughters  of  seamen  and  marines 
in  the  various  ports.  The  question  was 
referred  to  in  the  Report  of  the  Greenwich 
Hospital  Committee  which  would  be  pre- 
sented in  a  few  days,  when  his  hon.  Friend 
would  see  what  was  proposed. 

ESTABLISHED  CIlURCn   (IRELAND) 
BILL.— QUESTION. 

Lord  CLAUD  JOHN  HAMILTON 
said,  he  rose  to  put  a  Question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Soath 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  in  reference  to 
this  Bill.  He  said  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  expressed  a  desire  to  respect  sll 
vested  interests,  and  there  were  in  Ireland 
a  large  and  meritorious  body  of  gentleroca 
— the  vicars-general  and  registrars  of  dif- 
ferent dioceses — who  held  their  oflSces  for 
life  by  patent ;  but  whose  incomes  derived 
from  fees  for  the  registration  of  institutions 
and  consecrations,  would,  if  the  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  became  law — and  be 
(Lord  Claud  John  Hamilton)  sincerely  hoped 
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it  would  not  do  bo — bo  serioQsly  affected, 
lie  wished  to  know»  If  it  was  the  intontiouof 
the  right  hon.'Gentlemnn]  to  introduce  a 
Clause  in  his  Bill  to  compensate  those  gen- 
tlemen for  the  loss  they  would  sustain  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  the  fashion, 
sometimes,  to  complain  of  want  of  Notice. 
I  think  the  noble  Lord  would  have  done 
better  to  have  placed  a  Notice  of  his  Ques- 
tion upon  the  Paper;  and  probably  a  better 
course  still  would  be  to  raise  the  question 
in  Committee  ;  but,  as  at  present  advised, 
I  may  say  that  I  apprehend  the  gentlemen 
in  question  are  entitled  to  certain  fees  for 
the  performance  of  certain  duties.  But  I 
am  not  aware  of  any  fact — no  representa- 
tion has  been  made  to  me  to  show  that 
they  have  a  right  to  require  that  certain 
things  shall  be  done  in  order  that  they  may 
receive  fees  for  doing  them. 

NAVY— GREENWICH   HOSPITAL. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  SEELY  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
When  the  Report  of  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  present  system 
of  management  of  Greenwich  Hospital  and 
Schools  (which  was  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  on  the  19th  of  May  last) 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  ? 

Mr.  CORRT  said,  in  reply,  that  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  appointed  to  in- 
qniro  into  the  present  system  of  manage- 
ment of  Greenwich  Hospital  and  Schools, 
together  with  the  Evidence,  which  was 
voluminous,  would  bo  in  the  hands  of 
Members  in  a  few  days. 

ESTABLISHED    CHURCH     (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  117.] 

( J/r.  Oladttone,  Sir  Oeorge  Orey,  Mr,  Lawton.) 

OOMMITTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  AYTOUN  rose  to  move  an  Instruc- 
tion to  the  Committee — 

"That  it  be  an  Instruotion  to  the  Committee,  that 
they  have  power  to  provide  in  the  said  Bill,  that 
the  tenure  of  every  oflBce  connected  with  the  Col- 
lege of  Maynooth  be  subject  to  like  conditions 
with  those  to  which  ofiScial  tenures  connected  with 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  will  be  subject 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  that  no  money 
shall  be  payable  under  the  Act  8  and  0  Vic.  c.  25, 
to  the  Trustees  of  the  College  of  Maynooth  for 
or  for  the  use  of  any  senior  student  or  other  stu- 
dent to  be  admitted  after  the  passing  of  this 
Act." 

He  said,  that  in  addition  to  the  three  He- 
aolutiona  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 

yOL.    CXCII.    [tHIBD  SEMES.] 


South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Oladstone)  which 
had  been  carried,  laying  the   foundation 
for  the  disestablishment  of  the  Episcopal 
Church  in  Ireland  on  the  principle  of  reli- 
gious equalityi  a  fourth  Resolution   had 
been  carried,   affirming  the   necessity  of 
discontinuing  the  grant  to  Maynooth  and 
the  Begium  Donum  as  soon  as  the  Epis- 
copal Church  in  Ireland  should  be  dises- 
tablished.    The  Bill  upon  which  they  were 
about    to  go    into   Committee   had   been 
brought  in  to  give  effect  to  the  intentions 
expressed  in   the  first  three  Resolutions; 
but  in  order  to  place  all  denominations  on 
an  equality  in  Ireland,  it  appeared  to  him 
to  be  necessary  to  treat  the  grant  to  May- 
nooth in  exactly  the  same  manner  as  they 
were  about  to  treat  the  Established  Church. 
The  Bill  enacted  that  when  any  archbishop- 
ric,   bishopric,  or  other  bencfico   became 
vacant,  no  successor  should  be  appointed 
to  it,  but  that  its  revenues  should  be  paid 
into  a  fund  to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
certain  Commissioners  ;  and  by  a  subse- 
quent clause,  in  the  case  where  any  con- 
gregation would  be  deprived  of  the  reli- 
gious services  to  which  they  had  been  ac- 
customed through  the  non-appointment  of 
a  successor  to  their  clergyman,  temporary 
provision  was  to  be  made  by  the  Commis- 
sion for  continuing  the  services  of  their 
church.     It  appeared  to  him  it  would  be 
only  fair  and   consistent  that  some  step 
should  be  taken  with  regard  to  Maynooth 
analogous  to  that  adopted  by  the  Bill  to- 
wards the  Established  Church.     Accord- 
ingly, understanding  that  it  was  only  by 
an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  that  could 
be  done,  he  had  placed  on  the  Notice  Paper 
the  Motion  with  which  he  would  conclude, 
referring  to   any  vacancies   which   might 
occur  in  the  professorships  or  other  offices 
connected  with  the  College  of  Maynooth, 
and  also  to  a  large  number  of  studentships 
in   that  institution,  for  which  sums  wore 
paid  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.     The 
Bill  provided  against  any  extension  of  the 
Established   Church   in   Ireland,  the  3rd 
section  being  to  this  effect — 

'<  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  for  Ireland  to  make  any  new  grant 
for  the  building,  re- building,  or  enlarging  of  any 
church  or  chapel,  or  for  the  building  of  any  glebe 
house,  or  the  augmentation  of  any  benefice  or  the 
maintenance  of  any  minister  or  the  purchase  of 
any  bouse,  land,  or  tithe-rent  charge." 

That  clause,  taken  in  connection  with  the 
1st  clause,  clearly  pointed  to  the  conclu- 
sion that,  while  all  rights  of  property  and 
all  interests  of  individuals  were  to  be  re- 
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Bpected,  no  extension  of  the  Efttablishecl 
Church  was  to  be  permitted.  Tlicrefore, 
if  they  were  to  deal  in  the  same  manner 
with  Majnooth  College,  it  would  be  ncces- 
sarj  to  enact  that  no  money  should  con- 
tinue to  be  payable  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  to  the  Trustees  of  that  institution  for 
the  maintennnce  of  any  senior  or  other 
students  admitted  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act.  The  principle  of  the  Resolutions  was 
that  all  Churches  in  Ireland  should  be 
equally  deprived  of  any  assistance  from 
the  State  ;  and  (he  Bill  based  upon  them 
having  for  its  object  to  prevent  the  crea- 
tion of  any  new  life-interests  connected 
with  the  Established  Church,  he  thought 
that,  in  all  fairness,  the  same  rule  ought 
to  be  applied  to  appointments  in  the  Col- 
lege of  Maynooth.  In  order  that  that 
might  be  done,  he  now  begged  to  move  his 
Instruction. 

After  a  brief  pause,  during  which  no 
hon.  Member  rose  to  second  the  Motion, 
Mr.  Darby  Griffith  said,  he  would  second 
it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  it  be  an  Instraotion  to  the  Committee, 
that  they  have  power  to  provide  ia  the  said  Bill, 
that  the  tenure  of  every  office  connected  with  the 
College  of  Maynooth  be  subject  to  like  conditions 
with  those  to  which  official  tenures  connected 
with  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  will  be 
subject  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  that  no 
money  shall  be  payable  under  the  Act  8  and 
0  Vie.  0.  25,  to  the  Trustees  of  the  College  of 
Maynooth  for  or  for  the  use  of  any  senior  student 
or  other  student  to  be  admitted  after  the  passing 
of  this  Act." — {Mr,  Sinclair  Aytoun,) 

Colonel  GREVILLE-NUGENT  said, 
he  considered  this  Instruction  quite  un- 
necessary, and  quite  irrelcyant  to  the  Bill 
before  the  House.  The  object  of  the  Bill 
was  not  to  disestablish  the  Irish  Church, 
but  to  prevent  the  growth  of  new  personal 
interests  in  it  between  the  present  time 
and  the  period  when  the  new  Parliament,  to 
which  that  matter  was  to  be  relegated,  would 
come  to  deal  with  it.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Aytoun)  desired  to  establish  religious 
equality,  but  his  proposal,  if  carried,  would 
hare  a  totally  different  result.  It  was  a 
mistake  to  say  that  the  Bill  gave  effect  to 
the  1st  Resolution  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone). 
That  was  remitted  to  the  new  Parliament. 
The  Bill  gave  effect  only  to  the  2nd  Reso- 
lution, which  was  merely  intended  to  pre- 
vent the  growth  of  new  vested  interests  in 
the  interim.  The  hon.  Member  said  he 
wished,  by  his  Instruction,  to  carry  out  tho 
4th  Resolution,   but   the  4th   Resolution 

Mr.  Aytoun 


declared  that  wheo  effect  was  giTen  to  tta 
1st  by  diaestablishment  of  the  Irish  Chareb, 
then  tho  grant  to  Majoooth  and  the  iZ^toi 
Donum  should  cease.     Bat  the  hoc.  Gen- 
tleman  proposed  to  prerent  any  atadents 
from  entering  the   College  of   Maynooth 
between  the  present   tiiuo    and    Aagut, 
1869  ;  so  that  the  operations  of  the  Col- 
lege,   as  far  as  new  students  were  con- 
cerned, would  be  immediately  and  entirelj 
I  stopped.  The  hon.  Memher  coold  not  bare 
'  understood  the  proTiaions  of  the  Bill  nor 
the  explanation  given  of  them  by  the  rigbt 
hon.   Member  for  South    Lancashire,  who 
had  said  that  those  provisions,   combhied 
with  the   Church  Temporalities  Act  and 
the  general  ecclesiastical   law  were  sufr 
cient  to  enable  every  function  and  opers* 
tion  of  the  Established  Church   in  Ireland 
to  go  forward,  in  different  hands,  indeed, 
but  as  really  and  efficiently  as  if  the  BiD 
were  not  passed.      If   the    proposed  In- 
struction were  ogreed  to  the  operations  of 
Maynooth  would  not  go  on  ;  while  all  tbst 
was  contemplated  by  the  Bill  in  respect  of 
the  Established  Church  was  the  prevention 
of  the  growth  of  any  new  interests,  and 
the  Church  itself  was  left  to  be  dealt  with 
by  the  new  Parliament.     When  they  wers 
going  to  establish  religious  equality  he  very 
much  objected  that  they  should  take  this 
small  sum  from  the  religion  of  the  mass  of 
the  Irish  people,   while  they  allowed  the 
Irish   Church   Establishment    to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  new  Parliament.     He  thonght 
nothing  oould  bo  more   unfair  ;    and  be 
would  simply   remark   that    the   E^iwm 
Donum  was  left  out  of  sight.     He  was 
quite  satisfied  with  the  assurance  of  the  rigbt 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire  that  no 
more   State  funds   should    be    applied  to 
religious  purposes,  and  if   that  were  not 
sufficient  for  the   hon.    Member,  let  bim 
look  again  at  the  4th  Resolution  adopted 
by  the  House,  which  said  that   when  the 
Church  of  Ireland  had  been  disestablished 
the  grant  to  Maynooth  and  the   Jfegimn 
Donum  should   be  discontinued.     It  was 
therefore  unnecessary  to  adopt  the  proposed 
Instruction.  He  would  move  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  the  words  of  the  4th   claose  of 
the  Bill,   substituting   Maynooth    for  the 
Established   Church,  that — 

**  Every  person  who  sh.nll  be  appointed  to  anj 
office  in  the  College  of  Maynooth,  after  the  past- 
ing of  this  Act,  shall  hold  the  said  ofBce  sabjeet 
to  the  pleasure  of  Parliament." 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  words  '*BU1,  that"  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
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' '  e^eij  penen  who  ahmll  be  itppointod  to  any  oiSeo 
in  the  ColIe|^  of  Maynootb.  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  shall  bold  the  said  ofiSoe  subject  to  the 
pleasure  of  Parliament,"  —  {Colonel  QrevUlt- 
Nugent,) 

— iDBtead  thereof. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  On  a  former  even- 
ing when  my  hon.  'Friend  behind  me 
(Mr.  Aytoun)  made  a  Motion  relating  to 
this  Bubject,  J^efore  the  Bill  was  introduced, 
we  were  necesgarilj  led  to  enter  upon 
questions  by  which  deep  feelings  were  likely 
to  be  excited,  because  religious  differences 
and  questions  of  principle  were  invoWed. 
But  1  am  not  aware  that  on  the  present 
occasion  any  topic  of  that  kind  can  natu- 
rally or  properly  be  introduced  ;  because,  in 
fact,  on  the  former  occasion  we  determined 
the  principles  on  which  we  would  proceed, 
and  left  for  consideration  nothing  but  ques- 
tions, important  indeed,  but  comparatively 
small,  as  to  the  mode  in  which  effect  was 
to  be  given  to  those  principles.  I  wish 
just  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  in  my  opinion  he  cannot  consistently 
vote  in  favour  of  hia  own  Instruction,  be- 
cause 1  am  sure  his  intention  is  to  adhere 
to  the  basis  on  which  the  House  founded 
these  proceedingrg,  and  his  Instruction  as  it 
stands  does  not  adhere  to  that  principle. 
As  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Colonel 
Greville-Nugent)  has  pointed  out,  there  are 
two  stages  in  the  process  which  we  on  this 
side  of  the  House  contemplate.  One  is  the 
final  and  entire  disestablishment  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland,  and  the  other  the  esta- 
blishment of  a  provisional  and  intermediate 
state  of  things  under  which,  as  we  consider, 
every  spiritual  and  pastoral  office  of  the 
Church  is  to  go  forward  without  difficulty 
and  with  sufficient  provision  made  for  it 
from  the  same  sources  as  before,  but  no 
new  vested  interest  is  to  be  created.  The 
House  has  adopted  a  Resolution  to  the 
effect  that  when  legislative  effect  is  given 
to  the  1st  Resolution  about  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church,  then  the 
grants  connected  njth  Presbyterian  and 
Roman  Cntholio  purposes  shall  be  wound 
up.  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  will  see  that 
he  cannot  possibly  found  his  Instruotiou 
upon  that  Resolution.  It  is  too  much,  and 
it  is  too  little.  It  is  too  much,  because  the 
4th  Resolution  points  simply  to  the  pe- 
riod of  the  disestablishment  as  the  period 
at  which  certain  measures  are  to  be  taken 
with  regard  to  bodies  other  than  the  Es- 
talished  Church;  while  this  Instraetion 
would  atop  absolutely,  so  far  aa  the  admis- 
sion of  new  Btadenta  is  eoncerned,  the 


operations  of  the  College  at  Maynootfa.  It 
is  entirely  beyond  the  scope  of  the  4th 
Resolution,  which  has  really  nothing  to  do 
with  thiB  intermediate  period,  and  it  is,  aa 
applying  to  the  College  of  Maynooth,  a 
measure  and  rule  of  procedure  which  we  do 
not  apply  to  any  of  the  offices  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church.  Therefore  the  Instruction 
errs  on  the  aide  of  excess.  But  it  also  erra 
on  the  side  of  defect,  because  when  the 
hon.  Member  makes  that  provision  with 
regard  to  the  College  at  Maynooth  he  takes 
no  notice  of  the  reference  in  the  4th 
Resolution  to  the  Begium  Donum,  On  the 
simple  ground  that  this  Instruction  goes 
much  beyond  the  rule  that  the  Suspensory 
Bill  proposes  to  apply  to  the  Establishment 
in  Ireland,  I  apprehend  that  it  is  totally 
impossible  for  the  House  with  consistency 
or  propriety  to  accede  to  it.  But  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford,  basing  his  Amend- 
ment upon  grounds  which  are  perfectly 
just  and  intelligible  as  far  as  principle  is 
concerned,  does  really  raise  tho  point  which 
I  think  the  House  ought  to  consider,  and 
which  we  may  consider  without  prejudice 
from  any  controversial  topic  whatever.  Wo 
who  are  friendly  to  the  Bill  are  all  agreed-— 
and  I  do  not  think  many  of  our  opponents 
will  differ  from  us  in  the  opinion — that  if 
the  Irish  Church  be  disestablished  public 
grants  should  cease  for  other  bodies;  and 
not  only  so,  but  I  think  our  agreement 
must  extend  one  step  further,  and  must  go 
to  this  point,  that  if  the  Suspensory  Bill 
be  passed  the  two  other  bodies  must  be 
put  substantially  upon  the  same  footing  as 
the  Established  Church  with  reference  to 
the  operation  of  that  Bill.  That,  I  hope 
and  believe,  is  the  real  object  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  Then  comes  the  question  as  to 
the  mode  in  which  we  can  best  give  effect 
to  that  opinion.  I  quite  agree  that  if  the 
Suspensory  Bill  should  become  law,  no 
person  appointed  to  be  a  Presbyterian  mi- 
nister,  or  to  be  a  professor  or  officer  of 
Maynooth,  or  to  be  a  student  of  Ma}*- 
nooth,  ought  to  acquire  any  vested  interest 
whatever  in  any  shape.  But  ought  we  to 
legislate  for  that  purpose  ?  I  do  not  think 
that  is  a  matter  in  which  any  religious 
body,  as  such,  has  an  interest.  It  is  in 
my  view  a  question  for  Parliamentary  con- 
sideration, and  it  is  a  question  on  which 
I  should  be  disposed  to  attach  great  weight 
to  the  opinion  of  the  Government,  who  are 
the  most  natural  and  proper  guardians  of 
the  privileges  and  powers  of  this  House  in 
these  matters  of  form.  My  own  opinion 
is  that  it  would  not  bo  convenient  to  in- 
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troduce  into  ibis  Bill  any  provision  on  tbis 
subject.  We  are  in  tbe  habit  upon  many 
occasions  of  barring  by  law  tbe  growth  of 
new  Tested  interests  wliere  those  interests 
are  derived  from  property  ;  but  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  case  in  which  we  have  by 
]aw  barred  vested  interests  where  those 
interests  had  no  otlier  basis  than  the  votes 
of  this  House  or  the  provisions  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament.  If  any  case  can  be  pro- 
duced it  may  materially  alter  my  opinion. 
Last  year  from  this  side  of  the  House  it 
was  proposed  to  relieve  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  by  repealing  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
from  the  grant  which  now  supports  certain 
Bishops  and  clergy  in  the  West  Indies. 
The  Government  did  not  think  it  con- 
venient to  do  that  by  an  Act  which  was  to 
be  passed  last  Session  ;  but  it  was  urged 
from  this  side  that  if  the  passing  of  an 
Act  was  postponed  till  the  present  Ses- 
sion, no  Bishop  or  other  dignitary  or  cler- 
gyman should  take  any  vested  interest  if 
appointed  in  the  meantime.  We  did  not 
pass  an  Act  of  Parliament  for  that  pur- 
pose, but  if  1  remember  right  it  was  en- 
trusted to  the  Executive  Government  to 
make  sufficient  provision  through  its  officers 
to  carry  out  the  intention  of  Parliament, 
and  to  warn  persons  accepting  offices  not  to 
expect  that  they  would  have  any  vested  in- 
terests. That  appears  to  me  to  be  the  pro- 
per course  to  follow  on  the  present  occasion. 
I  entirely  agree  that  these  parties  should 
be  placed  on  the  same  footing,  after  the 
passing  of  the  Suspensory  Act,  as  the 
Members  of  the  Established  Church.  The 
House  is  not  bound  to  do  that  by  the 
4th  Resolution;  but  I  think  they  are 
bound  to  do  it  by  the  spirit  of  their  pro- 
ceedings. The  only  question  I  raise  is  as 
to  the  mode  of  doing  it.  There  is  another 
difficulty  —  namely,  that  if  we  were  to 
legislate  to  the  effect  that  no  professor  at 
Maynooth  shall  have  a  vested  interest  in 
his  appointment  after  the  passing  of  the 
Suspensory  Act,  the  question  would  arise 
as  to  what  course  we  should  adopt  with 
respect  to  the  Presbyterian  minister.  You 
nay  say  that  he  is  paid  by  a  vote  of  this 
House  year  by  year,  and  that  he  has  not 
the  security  which  an  Act  of  Parliament 
gives.  But  that  is  not  the  question.  The 
question  is  whether  a  Presbyterian  minister 
has  that  sort  of  vested  interest  which,  though 
not  recognized,  this  House  is  accustomed 
to  respect.  The  4th  Kesolution  places  the 
vested  interests  of  the  Presbyterians  on  the 
tame  footing  as  the  Grant  to  Maynooth,  for 
it  declares  that  when  legislative  effect  shall 
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have  been  given  to  tbe  lat  Reaolation  re- 
specting the  Established  Chureh  io  Ireland 
it  is  right  and  necessary  that  the  grant  to 
Maynooth  and  the  Begium  Donum  be  dii* 
continued,  "duo  regard  being  had  to  all 
personal  interests."  The  consequence  is 
that  the  vested  interests  of  the  Presby- 
terians are  to  be  respected.  It  would  be 
unfair  to  prevent  the  growth  of  interests 
that  are  not  regarded  as  legal  interests  at 
all,  in  the  case  of  the  Roman  Catholics, 
and  not  in  the  case  of  the  Presbyterians. 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  beat  method 
would  be  to  look  to  the  progress  of  tbis 
Bill  ;  and  when  it  becomes  law  that  woold 
be  the  period  when  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, either  of  itself  or  on  the  Motion  of 
this  House,  should  convey  to  the  parties 
interested  a  sufficiently  distinct  warning 
of  the  intentions  of  the  House.  I  fear  tbst 
what  I  have  said  may  appear  aomewhst 
fastidious,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  fetter  the 
discretion  of  this  House  in  the  work  of 
legislation';  and  I  fear  that  if  we  pass 
a  statute  giving  a  legal  form  to  Tested  in- 
terests which  appear  to  be  founded  on  a 
moral  and  equitable  right,  we  may  perhaps 
fetter  the  action  of  the  House.  I  think 
we  should  pursuo  the  wisest  course  if  we 
were  not  now  to  attempt  any  measure  of 
this  kind,  but  at  a  later  stage  of  the  pro- 
ceedings to  revert  to  the  subject.  At  the 
same  time  I,  as  nn  independent  Member 
of  this  House,  do  not  claim  for  myself  any 
other  than  a  secondary  part  in  deciding  a 
matter  of  this  kind.  I  look  to  the  Go- 
vernment as  the  natural  guardians  of  tbe 
privileges  of  the  House,  and  as  tbe  best 
advisers  on  that  point ;  and  any  coarse  I 
may  take  will  be  very  much  governed  by 
the  opinion  which  they  may  express. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  considered 
that  the  endowments  of  Maynooth  would  be 
placed  by  the  Instruction  on  the  same 
footing  as  those  of  the  Established  Chureh 
of  Ireland  under  the  Suspensory  Act.  The 
difference  between  the  Resolution  now  pro- 
posed and  the  4th  IJ^solution  adopted  by 
the  House  was,  that  by  this  Resolution  tbe 
action  of  the  law  would  be  simultaneous  io 
reference  to  Maynooth  with  the  action  of 
the  law  in  reference  to  the  endowments  of 
the  Established  Church.  The  endowment 
of  Maynooth  was  a  legislative  creation. 
Prior  to  the  Act  of  I84o,  the  provision  for 
the  officers  of  Maynooth,  and  also  for  the 
senior  students,  who  were  like  the  Univer- 
sity scholars  at  Oxford,  was  voted  from  year 
to  year  in  the  Estimates.  If  it  shonld  be  the 
pleasure  of  Parliament  they  might  revert  to 
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the  system  in  use  before  that  year.  He 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Mr.  Aytoun)  had  done  perfectly  right  in 
not  including  the  provision  for  Presbyterian 
ministers^  called  the  Regium  Dcnum,  in  his 
Resolution,  because  that  provision  stood  on 
a  perfectly  dijQTerent  footing,  being  made  by 
an  annual  Vote  of  the  House.  When  they 
heard  so  loudly  proclaimed  the  intention  of 
establishing  religious  equality,  and  were 
asked  to  pass  with  that  view  an  Act  sus- 
pending the  functions  of  tho  Ecclesiastical 
Commission  in  Ireland,  and  suspending  the 
permanent  appointment  of  any  clergyman 
of  the  Established  Church,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr. 
Aytoun)  was  merely  acting  on  the  decision 
of  the  House,  and  preventing  it  from  being 
betrayed  by  delay,  in  proposing  the  Reso- 
lution now  placed  in  the  Speaker's  hands. 
Objecting  to  tho  whole^Bill  as  anticipating 
the  decision  of  a  future  Parliament  he  felt 
that  if  it  was  right  to  legislate  at  all  it  was 
as  right  to  legislate  with  regard  to  Maynooth 
as  with  regard  to  the  Established  Church. 

Question  put, "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  109 ;  Noes 
185:  Majority  76. 

Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  words  '  every  person  who  shall  be 
appointed  to  any  ofBce  in  the  College  of  Maynooth, 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  shall  hold  the  said 
office  subject  to  the  pleasure  of  Parliament/ ' 

be  added  instead  thereof. 

Colonel  GREVILLE-NUGENT  Paid, 
he  thought,  after  the  exposition  which  had 
been  given  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  below 
him  (Mr.  Gladstone),  he  should  best  con- 
sult the  opinion  of  the  House  by  asking 
leave  to  withdraw  his  Amendment.  He 
filiould  leave  it  to  the  now  constituency  to 
decide  the  question  of  the  Eegium  Donum 
and  Maynooth  when  the  Irish  Church  had 
been  disestablished. 

Mr.  SPEAKBR  asked  whether  it  be 
the  pleasure  of  the  House  that  the  hon. 
Member  have  leave  to  withdraw  his  Amend  • 
ment  ?     [••  No,  no  !  "] 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
again  appeal  to  the  Government  on  the 
question  which  now  opened  for  their  con- 
sideration ;  it  was  one  simply  as  to  the 
mode  of  procedure  usual  in  the  House. 
Here  was  an  Act  charging  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  a  certain  sum  of  money  for 
the  purpose  of  providing  for  the  expenses 
of  Maynooth  ;   and  the   proposal  before 


them  was  that  any  person  to  be  appointed 
to  an  office  in  the  College  of  Maynooth 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act  should  hold 
the  said  office  subject  to  the  pleasure  of 
Parliament.  He  had  pointed  out  what 
happened  last  year.  It  was  contemplated 
to  pass  an  Act  at  a  future  period  with- 
drawing the  salaries  of  the  West  India 
Bishops,  and  it  was  likewise  contemplated 
and  intended  by  the  House  that  any  per- 
son who  was  appointed  before  that  Act 
should  pass  should  take  no  vested  interest, 
and  this  was  a  transaction  wholly  in  the 
hands  and  under  the  guidance  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  therefore  wanted  to  know 
whether  they  thought  the  same  plan  they 
pursued  last  year  should  be  followed  on 
this  occasion,  or  whether  they  thought 
that,  in  this  case,  the  right  of  parties  aris- 
ing under  Act  of  Parliament,  the  House 
of  Commons  should,  through  a  previous 
Act,  warn  the  parties  that  they  would 
have  no  right,  in  case  of  being  appointed 
after  that  date,  to  anything  in  the  nature 
of  a  vested  interest.  This  was  a  question 
of  considerable  importance  as  one  of  Par- 
liamentary procedure.  He  gave  his  opi- 
nion before  on  it ;  but  he  thought  it  a 
matter  on  which  they  might  naturally  look 
for  guidance  to  those  who  had  a  general 
charge  over  the  Business  of  the  House  ; 
and  he  should  bo  very  glad  to  have  tho 
opinion  of  the  Government  upon  it — not 
disguising  his  own  opinion  that  the  courso 
taken  last  year  was,  on  the  whole,  the 
right  one  ;  but  being  quite  aware  that 
when  the  suspensory  measure  passed  some 
measures  must  be  taken  to  convey  to  par- 
ties that  notice  which  he  believed  was 
common  in  like  cases— although  passing  a 
statute  was  without  precedent  in  cases  of 
this  kind,  however  proper  it  might  be 
where  there  was  a  real  endowment,  and 
where  parties  held  their  emoluments  by 
some  title  quite  distinct  from  and  beyond 
that  of  mere  vote. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  Sir.  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  had  no  wish  that 
any  further  interference  should  take  place 
at  this  stage  of  the  Bill ;  but  it  seems  to 
me  that  in  principle  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Aytoun) 
and  also  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  (Colonel  Greville-Nogent)  is  just 
in  itself  and  in  accordance  with  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone).  The  mode 
of  carrying  out  the  object  of  this  proposal 
appears  to  me  to  be  comparatively  imma- 
terial as  long  as  we  give  full  notice  to  the 
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persons  who  are  to  be  affected  by  it.  Upon 
that  ground,  therefore,  I  should  not  hafe 
objected  to  the  proposal  of  either  of  the 
hon.  Members,  except  upon  the  ground 
put  by  Mr.  Speaker,  that  it  would  be  in- 
conTcnient  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind  to  intro- 
duce a  subject  not  absolutely  kindred  with 
it.  Rut  as  the  Instruction  is  before  the 
House  I  cannot  help  saying  that  it  seems 
to  me  to  be  in  entire  conformity  with  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  that  those  who  take 
offices  in  Maynooth  for  the  future  should 
hold  them  subject  to  the  pleasure  of  Par- 
liament. Any  probable  case  that  might 
arise  would  be  met  by  the  Instruction 
mored  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford. 
I  hope  and  belie? e  that  the  Bill  itself  will 
not  reach  the  stage  which  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  contemplates;  but,  in  the  event 
of  its  becoming  an  Act  of  Parliament,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  it  would  then 
become  necessary  to  call  the  attention  of 
Parliament  to  the  question.  But  I  think 
that  by  calling  the  attention  of  Parliament 
to  it  now  we  shall  be  giving  due  notice  to 
those  who  are  likely  to  be  affected  by  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  Should  the  matter 
go  to  a  division,  I  shall  vote  for  the  In- 
struction which  has  been  moved  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he 
thought  that  the  system  of  instructing 
Committees  had  been  carried  to  too  great 
a  length.  The  House  had  agreed  that  it 
should  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  Scotch  Reform 
Bill  that  certain  English  boroughs  should 
be  disfranchised,  and  now  it  was  proposed 
that  it  should  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  upon  a  Bill  re- 
lating to  the  Established  Church  that  pro- 
visions should  be  introduced  with  regard  to 
the  College  of  Maynooth.  There  was  no 
legal  parity  whatever  between  the  benefices 
of  the  Irish  Church,  which  wore  freeholds 
vested  in  the  persons  holding  them,  and 
the  endowments  of  Maynooth,  which  were 
annuities  created  by  Parliament,  and  there- 
fore liable  to  bo  dealt  with  at  the  pleasure 
of  Parliament.  He  did  not  understand  why 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  who  were  op- 
posed to  the  suspension  of  appointments  in 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  should 
be  in  favour  of  the  suspension  of  those  in 
the  College  of  Maynooth.  He  hoped  that 
the  House  would  reject  this  Instruction. 

Mb.  COGAN  said,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  interpose  to  prevent  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  (Colonel  Greville- 
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Nugent)  withdrawing  hia  Amendment.   la 
such  a  ease  he  should  propose  to  hia  hon. 
and   gallant  Friend   to   vote   against  the 
Motion.      He  had    witneseed    with  great 
surprise  the  course  which  had  been  taken 
by  the    Ministers  of  the  Crowo    on  the 
division  which  had  just  taken  plaee.     It 
was   well   the  country   should   know   the 
course  the  Government  took,  because  then 
they  would  be  all  made  acquainted  with 
what  the  "  truly  Liberal  policy ''  held  oot 
by  the  Government  was,  and   what  tbey 
meant  by  "  religious  equality,"  which  the 
noble  Lord  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
said  was  the  policy  they  would  pursue— 
although  the  Homo  Secretary  repudiated 
the  idea  of  religious  equality.     The  Bill  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for   South   Lanca- 
shire would  only  suspend  the  creation  of 
any  further  appointments  in  the  Established 
Church  for  a  year  ;  whereas  the  Inatrnetion 
of  the   hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr. 
Aytoun)  would  be  to  put  an  end  to  the 
College  of  Maynooth  for  ever :  for  the  Bill 
for  suspending  appointments  in    the  Irish 
Church  was  merely  a  temporary  measure, 
whereas  the  Instruction  provided  that  no 
student  shall  be  admitted  to  the  College 
of  Maynooth  "  after  the  passing  of  this 
Act.*'  The  Instruction  did  not  say  "during 
the  continuance  of  the  Act,"  but  "after 
the  passing  of  the  Act."     It  was  well  that 
the  country  should  know  what  course  the 
Government  took  upon  this  question. 

Colonel  STUART  KNOX  said,  he  was 
glad  that  the  Government  had  not,  by 
giving  advice,  fallen  into  the  trap  which 
had  been  laid  for  them  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemon  opposite,  who  was  entitled  to 
the  whole  discredit  which  might  attach  to 
the  Bill,  which  he  (Colonel  Stuart  Knox] 
hoped  would  never  become  law. 

Mb.  aytoun,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kildare  (Mr.  Cogan).  said, 
that  of  oourso  the  clause  introduced  iq  ae- 
cordance  with  the  Instruction  would  only 
last  for  the  same  time  as  the  Bill. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  observed  that  it 
was  no  use  going  to  a  division  on  a  question 
on  which  thero  was  no  real  difference  of 
opinion.  A  division  would  very  inade- 
quately express  the  opinion  of  the  House, 
and  the  only  question  was  how  the  wish 
of  the  House  was  to  be  accomplished 
— that  no  new  vested  interests  should  be 
created  in  Maynooth  or  the  Regium  Donnm, 
pending  the  settlement  of  the  question 
of  the  Irish  Church.  He  thought  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Greville- 
Nugent)  should  persevere  with  hit  Motion, 
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and  he  would  propose  aa  an  Amendment 
to  insert  after  the  word  ••  Maynooth,"  the 
following  words  •*  and  likewise  every  Pres- 
hytcrian  minister  hereafter  to  he  appointed 
to  receive  a  share  of  the  Regium  Donum.^' 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  hy  inserting  after  the 
word  **  Maynooth  "  the  words — 

"  And  likewise  every  Presbyterian  Minister 
hereafter  to  be  appointed  to  receive  a  share  of 
the  Regium  Donuin."— (5iV  Owrge  Grey.) 

Questioui  "  That  those  words  bo  there 
inserted/'  put,   and  agreed  to. 

Question, 

"  That  the  words  *  every  person  who  shall  be 
appointed  to  any  oflSce  in  the  College  of  Haynooth, 
and  likewise  every  Presbyterian  minister  hereafter 
to  bo  appointed  to  receive  a  share  of  the  Regium 
Donum,  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  shall  hold 
the  said  office  subject  to  the  pleasure  of  Parlia- 
ment,' be  added  to  the  words  '  Bill,  that'  in  the 
Original  Question,*' 

— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 

c^eedto. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  they  have  power  to  provide  in  the 
said  Bill,  that  every  person  who  shall  be  appointed 
to  any  office  in  the  College  of  Maynooth,  and 
likewise  every  Presbyterian  minister  hereafter  to 
be  appointed  to  receive  a  share  of  the  Regium 
Donnm,  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  shall  hold 
the  said  office  subject  to  the  pleasure  of  Parlia- 
ment." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Me.  NEWDEGATE  moved  that  this 
House  will  upon  this  day  six  months  re- 
solve itself  into  the  said  Committee.  As 
it  now  oppeared  that  the  Government  had 
given  op  all  idea  of  endonring  either  the 
Roman  Catholic  University  or  the  Church, 
and  as  their  declaration  on  the  suhject  was 
much  more  explicit  than  that  of  the  right 
bon.  Memher  for  South  Lancashire,  he 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  thonj»ht  that  Protestants, 
including  Protestant  Dissenters  and  Volun- 
taries, were  perfectly  justified  in  taCing 
the  course  of  supporting  the  Government. 
However  much  the  Government  might  have 
committed  themselves  to  an  unwise  pro- 
posal, they  had  withdrawn  it  in  terms 
much  more  distinct  than  any  used  hy  the 
right  hon  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire,  as  to  his  intention  not  to  en- 
dow the  Koman  Catholic  Establishments, 
schools,  or  seminaries  in  Ireland  with  a 
portion  of  the  revenues  taken  from  the 
Established  Church,  though  the  right  hon. 


Oentlemau  had  been  called  upon   to  soy 
that  he  would  not  apply  uny  portion  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Irish  Church,  or  the  equi- 
valent of  them,   to   the   support   of   the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland  ;  and 
after  the  declarations  of  Dr.  Moriarty  with 
reference  to  the   anticipations    of,  at   nil 
events,  a  section  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy,    he   (Mr.   Newdegate)   thoujiht 
that  some  pledge  should  be  given  on  the 
subject,  and  that  it    should  bo  distinctly 
understood  that  neither  glebes  nor  glebe 
houses  should  be  furnished  for  the  Roman 
Catholic   clergy.     He  opposed  the  appor- 
tionment  of   the    revenues  of   the    Irish 
Church  to  any  such  purpose.     As  to  the 
1st    Resolution,    he    altogether   dissented 
from  its  declarations.     On  a  former  occa- 
sion he  had  gone  at  length  into  the  grounds 
of  his  dissent,  and   he  would   not  repent 
them ;  but  it  was  clear  that  the  Bill  before 
the  House  was  based  upon  it,  though  osten- 
sibly  upon   tlio  2nd   or   3rd   Resolution. 
The  Ist  Resolution  declared  that  it  seemed 
necessary  to  disestablish  and  disendow  tho 
Established  Church.    Why  was  this  neces- 
sary ?     The  Dublin  Review,  a  publication 
patronized  by  the  Papal  hierarchy,  ossigned 
a  reason,  and  that  reason  was  the  Fenian 
conspiracy.      He   admitted  that   the  con- 
spiracy was  a  formidable  one,  though  he 
deemed  it  unbecoming  that  its  influence 
should  be  omnipotent  on  a  question  of  this 
kind.     Since  1836  this  Review  had  been 
considered  as    tho   organ    of   tho  Roman 
Catholic   hierarchy  of  Ireland.     In   1845 
it  was  directly  patronized  by  the  late  Dr., 
afterwards   Cardinal,    Wiseman  ;    and    it 
was  now  received  everywhere  as  the  ex- 
ponent of  the  opinion  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic hierarchy ;  and,  in  the  article  in  ques- 
tion,   the    writer  boasted   of   the  Fenian 
conspiracy  as  having  been  the  means  of 
bringing  that  House  to  its  senses — mean- 
ing  that   they  would  lead  the  House  to 
obey  the  wishes  of  His  Holiness  the  Pope. 
The   writer  spoke   of  the    superiority   of 
Stephens  to  O'Brien  or  to  Mitchell.     He 
referred  to  the  movements  of  Stephens  in 
France  and  America,  and  stated  that  this 
conspiracy  had   completely  convinced  tho 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire, 
and  the  majority  of   that  House,  of  the 
necessity  of  accomplishing,  if  not  that,  at 
all  events  the  carrying  out  tho  mandates  of 
the  Papal  hierarchy.     He  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
thought  it  was  disgraceful  that  a  majority 
of  that  House  should  be   under  such  an 
imputation.     He  rejoiced  at  the  opposition 
to  this  Bill  on  the  part  of  the  Government| 
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BiDce  it  showed  tliat  they  would  not  allow 
themselTes  to  be  influenced  by  threats 
emanating  from  such  a  conspiracy,  when 
one  of  its  members  had  recently  endea- 
voured to  murder  a  member  of  the  Rojal 
Family.  The  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Bright)  had  recently  gone  down 
amongst  the  Welsh  people  for  the  purpose 
of  entreating  them  not  to  raise  the  cry 
of  •'  No  Popery."  The  hon.  Gentleman 
no  doubt  thought  that  the  Welsh  were 
more  accessible  to  such  an  application 
than  the  people  of  Birmingham  would  be. 
The  people  of  Wales  were  a  good  deal 
isolated  from  the  other  inhabitants  of 
Great  Britain  ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  fear  that  the  old  spirit  which 
characterized  them  would  prevent  them 
from  looking  with  favour  upon  a  mea- 
sure which  would  indirectly  carry  out  the 
Ultramontane  principle;  which  proposed 
to  sweep  away  tbe  English  Church  from 
Ireland,  and,  as  a  consequence,  to  se- 
cure the  existcuco  of  Papal  establish- 
ments in  that  country.  He  would  remind 
tho  IIouso  that  they  had  a  Bill  be- 
fore them — a  Bill  which  had  been  intro- 
duced by  tlie  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Mac  Evoy),  the  object  of  which  was  to 
legalize  tho  titles  of  the  hierarchy  of  the 
Homish  Church  in  Ireland.  Well,  then, 
what  was  their  position  ?  Whilst  on  the 
one  hand  they  were  asked  by  the  measure 
of  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire  to  abolish  the  Pro- 
testant Church  as  an  Establishment  in 
Ireland,  on  the  other  they  were  called 
upon  by  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  to  legalize  the  Papal  Church  in  lieu 
thereof.  There  was  a  strong  feeling  in 
the  country  against  both  measures,  and 
that  feeling  was  becoming  stronger  every 
day.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
had  read  the  history  of  Wales  ho  would 
have  found  that  the  people  of  that  country 
from  olden  times  had  ever  remained  stead- 
fast to  their  religious  principles.  When 
St.  Augustin  the  Monk  was  sent  over  by 
the  Pope,  with  forty  other  monks,  to  con- 
vert the  people  of  England,  he  found  that 
Christianity  had  been  already  established 
in  Wales.  He,  however,  proceeded  there. 
Augustin  vainly  strove  to  induce  the  Welsh 
people  to  accept  the  Papal  form  of  religion. 
They  absolutely  refused  to  do  so.  What 
happened  ?  History  much  belied  Monk 
Augustin  if  he  did  not  compass  the  mas- 
sacre of  1,200  Welshmen.  [*'  Oh,  oh  !"] 
He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  was  aware  of  tho 
tenderness  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Members 

Mr*  Newdegate 


on  subjects  of  ecelesiastical  controversy. 
Dr.  Manning,  two  years  ago,  rejoieed  over 
the  cessation  of    controversy,    and    pro- 
claimed the  satisfaction  which  he  felt  The 
conclusion  which  he  drew  from  that  circum- 
stance was  the  speedy  conversion  of  Eng- 
land to  the  Romish  Church.     It  appeared, 
then,  according  to  Dr.  Manning's  view  of 
the  matter,  that  the  avoidance  of  all  con- 
troversy was  the  certain  means  of  convert- 
ing the  English   people    to    the   Bomiib 
Church,  and  of  securing  their   aobmissioii 
to  the  dictates  of  the  Pope.     Now,  he  wti 
one  of  those  persons  who  did  not  look  for- 
ward with  satisfaction  to  the  proapect  let 
before  them.     He  was  one  of  those  who 
though  probably  considered  by   hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  and  tho  party  with  which 
they  were  connected  as  troublesome  per- 
sons, nevertheless  felt  it  to   be  his  con- 
scientious duty  to  raise  his  voice  in  defeoce 
of  the  national  Church,  and   in   tones  of 
warning    against  the   consequences   that 
must  follow   its  downfall.     He    sincerelj 
wished  that  the  House  would    leave  this 
question  to  be  dealt  with  by  another  Par- 
liament.   Having  proclaimed  its  own  ineffi- 
ciency as  a  representative  Assembly,  be 
should  have  thought  that  it  wonld  at  least 
have  felt  the  propriety  of  leaving  this  sab- 
ject  to  be  decided  by  the  country.     Dr. 
Manning    (Roman    Catholic    Archbishop) 
wrote  a  pamphlet  lately  full  of  accasatioDS 
against  the  Established  Church,  and  againit 
the  tenure  of  property  in  Ireland.     In  that 
pamphlet  the  writer  agreed  to  the  letter  in 
the  declaration  of  Bishop  Moriarty  that 
the  Papacy  recognized  no  prescription  of 
right  as  claimed  by  the  holders  of  land, 
either  clerical  or  lay,  which  land  had  ever 
been  in  tho  hands  of  the  Roman  CathoKe 
Church.      Although  they    had    been  told 
that  this  measure  had  been  framed  at  tbe 
solicitation  of   the  people  of    Ireland,  he 
denied  that  the  people  of  Ireland  had  ever 
asked  for  it.      The  Houso,  by  agreeing  to 
it,   was  yielding  to  the  dictation  of  Car- 
dinal Cullen  and  tbe  Romish  hierarchy.    It 
was  only  four  years  ogo  when   Cardinal 
Cullen  first  raised  this  question.     He  said, 
on  arriving  from  Rome  in  this  country,  in 
1849,  that  his  mission  was   to   care  for 
education  and  the  land  question  ;  but  four 
years  ago  he  added  that  he  would  never 
be    satisfied   so   long  as    the  Established 
Church  existed  in  Ireland.     Where,  then, 
did  this  movement  come  from  ?     It  came 
directly  from  Rome.     It  was  to  the  dic- 
tates of  Rome  they  were   now   yielding, 
enforced,  as  it  seemed  to  him,   by  tho 
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Fenian  conspiracy,  which  consisted  en- 
tirely of  Roman  Catholics.  He,  for  one, 
would  never  cease  to  lift  his  voice  in  the 
language  of  protest  against  this  attempt 
to  destroy  the  Irish  hranch  of  our  National 
Church;  especially  under  such  dictation. 
This  was  nothing  short  of  a  conspiracy  to 
undermine  the  Church  in  Ireland,  with  the 
view  of  establishing  the  Papal  religion  in 
its  stead.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire,  when  he 
brought  forward  this  question,  seemed  to 
go  into  history  for  facts  to  justify  his  con- 
duct, and  he  attributed  the  discontent  of 
Ireland  to  the  existence  of  the  Established 
Church.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  touched 
a  little  upon  the  Penal  Laws.  Why  were  the 
Penal  Laws  enacted  ?  Was  the  enactment 
of  those  laws  a  gratuitous  act  of  spite  and 
malevolence  on  the  part  of  the  English 
Government  and  Parliament  against  the 
Catholics  of  Ireland  ?  Now,  no  one  knew 
better  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  that  these 
Penal  Laws  were  wrung  from  Parliament 
and  the  country  by  repeated  rebellions 
which  had  always  been  fomented,  nay, 
dictated  from  Rome.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  very  careful  to  omit  all  mention 
of  these  facts  while  he  was  denouncing  the 
Penal  Laws.  Ho  (Mr.  Newdegate)  did  not 
wish  to  see  those  laws  re-enacted  ;  but  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  If  this 
House  by  its  conduct  were  to  create  an  im- 
pression that  it  was  yielding  to  terror  upon 
this  question,  circumstances  would  probably 
arise  to  render  necessary  the  re-enactment 
of  those  laws.  Notwithstanding  the  boasted 
liberality  of  their  concessions  to  the  Irish 
Roman  Catholics  within  the  last  few  years, 
they  had  been  obliged  to  suspend  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  over  and  over  again. 
The  Habeas  Corpus  Act  was  at  the  present 
moment  suspended^the  House- were  still 
afraid  to  restore  the  freedom  which  that 
Act  conferred  upon  the  Irish  people.  It 
seemed  as  though  they  were  about  to  sweep 
away  the  Church  Establishment  of  that 
country  to  propitiate  the  power  which  had 
rendered  freedom  impossible  in  Ireland. 
How  could  the  conduct  of  that  House  in 
regard  to  this  question  be  interpreted  in 
any  other  way  by  the  Roman  Catholics  of 
Ireland  and  their  organs,  than  that  it  was 
yielding  to  Fenianism  and  intimidation  in 
that  country  what  it  had  denied  to  justice 
and  their  national  good  faith.  It  was  his 
belief  that  those  attacks  upon  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  had  been  in- 
fluenced, not  by  a  feeling  that  it  had  proved 


inefficient,  but  because  it  had  become  effi- 
cient and  had  succeeded  in  evangelizing 
many  districts,  particularly  in  the  West 
of  Ireland.  It  was  well  known  that  the 
Jesuits  were  now  dominant  in  Rome.  What 
had  been  their  policy  with  respect  to  Ire- 
land ?  It  was  to  perpetuate  Irish  discon- 
tent. There  was  no  better  established  fact 
than  that.  He  would,  with  the  leave  of 
the  House,  quote  an  extract  from  the  work 
of  Cretineau  Solly,  an  historian,  who  ap- 
peared to  have  been  selected  for  the  purpose 
of  proving  that  the  Jesuits  had  done  no 
wrong.  What,  then,  did  he  say  in  his 
History  of  the  Jesuits  (Volume  VI .  o.  2)? 
He  was  especially  the  advocate  of  the 
Jesuit! 


"  lo  the  beginning  of  the  I8th  century.  .  . 
Little  by  little  they  (the  Eoglish  GoTemmont) 
allowed  these  Penal  Laws  to  fall  into  disuse,  which 
had  reduced  to  slarery  the  faithful  of  the  three 
kingdoms.  Jesuits  were  no  longer  pursued  as  if 
they  were  public  malefactors.  If  the  faith  had 
not  been  deeply  rooted  in  the  heart  of  Great 
Britain  this  well-judged  toleration,  following  poli- 
tical commotions,  might  have  proved  fatal  to  Ca- 
tholicism. But  it  was  not  thus.  Prosperity  had 
not  engendered  apathy,  and  by  a  zeal  as  full  of 
prudence  as  of  activity,  the  fathers  of  the  Insti- 
tute (Jesuits)  profited  by  the  calm  which  was 
granted  them  to  cultivate  and  foster  in  the  souls 
around  them,  devotion  to  their  religious  duties." 

Page  92— 

"  They  (the  Jesuits)  felt  the  great  disadvan. 
tages  of  that  sort  of  cosmopolitan  education  which, 
by  displacing  children  from  their  country  in  their 
youth,  gives  them  less  of  patriotic  feeling.  Ireland, 
according  to  them,  had  a  right  to  see  her  children 
reared  upon  her  own  proscribed  soil,  in  order  that, 
nourished  in  her  misfortunes,  they  might  at  some 
future  day,  claim  her  emancipation  with  more 
energy.  It  was  this  thought  that  inspired  Father 
Kenny  with  the  project  of  forming  a  national 
College  ;  and  he  did  create  one  at  Cloagowes,  not 
far  irom  Dublin.  The  restoration  of  the  Institute 
(in  1814)  augmented  its  prosperity  to  such  a  de- 
gree, that  in  1819  they  had  more  than  250  pupils. 
In  the  same  year  the  generosity  of  Mary  O'Brien 
enabled  them  to  build  another  in  the  district 
of  King's  County.  It  was  necessary  to  raise 
the  Irish  from  the  state  of  moral  debasement  in 
which  it  had  been  the  policy  of  England  to  keep 
them.  To  this  people  the  great  voice  of  Daniel 
O'Connell,  a  pupil  of  the  Jesuits,  first  taught  the 
meaning  of  liberty.  It  was  necessary  first  to  teach 
them  their  duties,  and  then  their  rights.  The 
Company  of  Jesus  undertook  the  first  task, 
O'Connell  fulfilled  the  second." 

Page  95 — 

«<  The  Fete  Dieu  was  celebrated  at  Clougowes 
in  1822,  in  the  midst  of  an  enormous  crowd." 

He  had  also  bofore  him  an  extract  from 
the  work  of  Mr.  Thomas  Wyse,  showing 
the  origin  and  character  of  the  Irish  Ca- 
tholic Associationi  and  the  object  of  that 
asBociation  was  the  same.     He  thought 
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tbat  that  extract  would  be  BufBcient  to  prove 
to  the  Hoase  how  little  this  Ultramon- 
tanism  would  allow  England  to  do  in  the 
way  of  providing  for  the  future  prosperity 
of  Ireland  by  such  concessions  as  thej  were 
making.  It  was  not  the  Jesuits'  object 
that  Ireland  should  be  prosperous  and  con- 
tented, and  when  the  House  was  now 
ob?iou8ly  yielding  to  its  fears  he  asked  hon. 
Members  to  read  this  history  which  was 
written  by  an  able  man  who  was  one  of 
the  greatest  ornaments  of  the  House. 
Mr.  Wyse  said  that  it  was  the  object  of 
the  Association,  which  was  conducted  by 
Mr.  O'Connell  and  other  Ultramontane 
leaders— 

"  That  without  rendering  its  mombers  amenable 
to  the  law  it  might  make  use  of  the  free  institu- 
tions of  this  country  for  every  purpose  of  injury, 
that  it  could  wield  the  Constitution  against  the 
Constitution,  introduce  a  sullen,  perpetual  war 
into  the  bosom  of  peace  ;  disturb  every  relation  of 
society  without  Tiolating  a  single  enactment  on 
which  such  relations  repose,  and  finally  produce 
such  an  order  of  things  as  to  compel  the  Minister 
to  choose  between  coercion  and  conciliation,"  &o. 

From  an  authority  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
themselves  then  he  felt  he  was  fully  justified 
in  describing  this  measure  as  a  most  un- 
wise concession  made  not  to  a  sense  of 
justice  but  to  the  dictates  of  fear.  [*'  Di- 
yide,  divide  !  "]  He  should  not  be  silenced 
by  clamour  when  feeling  it  necessary  to 
raise  his  voice  against  such  a  measure,  and 
to  express  the  opinions  of  his  constituents 
that  the  policy  pursued  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire and  his  party  upon  this  question  was 
one  that  was  highly  detrimental  to  the  true 
interests  of  their  Protestant  country. 

Colonel  STUART  KNOX,  in  second- 
ing the  Amendment,  said,  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  three  proposals  which  had 
been  made  in  the  House  in  the  course  of 
the  present  Session,  and  which  had  elec- 
trified not  the  House  only  but  the  whole 
country.  One  of  these  proposals  he  would 
only  refer  to  for  the  purpose  of  expressing 
his  contempt  for  it.  He  regretted  that  it 
bad  come  from  an  Irish  Member.  He 
might  say  that  he  had  thought  it  his  duty 
to  give  Notice  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
was  now  in  his  place,  and  with  whom  it 
had  originated,  that  it  was  his  (Colonel 
Knoz*s)  intention  to  allude  to  it,  in  order 
that  that  hon.  Gentleman  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  offering  an  explanation,  if 
he  deemed  it  necessary  to  do  so. 

Mr.  REARDEN  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  Parlia- 
mentary for  an  hon.  Member  to  express 

Jfr,  yewdegaU 


his  contempt  for  anything  he  (Mr.  Reardeo) 
had  said  or  done  ? 

Mb.  speaker  aaid,  be  did  not  bear 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  saj  anything 
to  justifv  this  interruption. 

Mr.  REARDEN  :  The  hoo.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  said  he  should  expreaa  his  con- 
tempt for  some  remarks  which,  as  implied, 
were  made  by  me  ;  for  lie  pointedly  referred 
to  me.  I  want  to  know.  Sir,  whether  that 
language  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
is  Parliaroentarv  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  did  not  hear  tlie 
expression  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member, 
or  I  should  have  observed  upon  it  at  the 
moment. 

Colonel  STUART  KNOX  said,  the 
second  proposal  was  that  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Clare  (Sir 
Colman  0*LoghIen),  relating  to  the  Oath 
taken  by  the  Queen  at  her  coronation.  He 
believed,  however,  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
himself  asserted  that  his  proposal  did  not 
affect  the  Coronation  Oath  ;  but,  at  all 
events,  the  document  which  had  beeo 
placed  upon  the  table  was  entitled,  "The 
Oath  taken  at  Her  Majesty's  Coronation." 
This  proposal,  therefore,  indicated  to  tlie 
country  the  intentions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  supporters,  if  not  of  the  ri|Iit 
hon.  Gentleman  himself.  The  third  pro- 
posal was  that  now  under  discussion.  Oo 
a  former  occasion  the  ri;;ht  lion.  Gentleman 
had  admonished  him  that  if  he  read  his 
book  he  would  improve  his  mind.  He  bsd 
since  acted  on  that  advice;  and  the  condo- 
sion  he  arrived  at  was  that  the  inspired 
author  of  that  work  could  not  have  come 
forward  with  his  present  proposal  except 
with  a  perfect  conviction  that  he  was  in 
the  right.  At  the  same  time,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  he  had  a  right  to  pick  up  and 
make  use  of  tho  book  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  thrown  into  the  gutter.  la 
the  first  place,  then,  he  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  what  was  the  present 
state  of  affairs.  In  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  words — 

*'  Probably  there  novor  was  a  time  in  the  bis- 
tory  of  this  country  when  the  connection  between 
Church  and  Stato  was  threatened  from  qoarten 
80  manifold  and  various  as  at  present.  The  in* 
fidol,  with  sagacious  instinct,  follows  out  all  tbat 
tends  to  general  diminution  of  religious  influences. 
The  Romanist  (with  some  exceptions),  in  order  to 
erect  his  own  structure  of  faith  and  discipline, 
now  seems  to  aim  6rst  at  tho  demolition  of  every 
other,  and  to  deem  us  so  involved  in  fatal  error 
tbat  we  must  pass  through  the  zero  of  national 
infidelity  in  order  to  arrivo  at  truth.  Somo  otben 
of  a  different  stamp  are  beginning  to  view  the 


IMS        £iMIMti  CHinii         (Inm  >,  IUa| 


"llie  mats  of  the  people  remalDi  Brm  in  its 
kdhveion  to  the  anolcni  priaciplei  of  tha  Contti- 
tiitioD   and  the    Charch.     It  uppeiri  itill  to  tv 
their  betief  thnt  the  cornFotioD  of  Chunib  sad 
Stntc  is  conformable  to  the  will  of  God,  euential 
to  tha  permanent  well-being  of  a  oommunit]',  and 
oalculaled  to  extend  and  eitabtiib  the  fib  *  '  ~ 
eneea  of  Chriitianitj.     Upon  ui  of  tbi> 
fallen,  and  we  •hriok  not  Irom  it.  a  glori 
righteoui  dutj — the    defence   of  the   Reformed 
Cburch  in  Ireland  as  the  raligioui  Eetabliihment 
of  tbo  oountij." 

Tliege  nere  tha  wordi  of  the  right  hoD. 
Gentlcmaa,  and   be  bolieTcd  thej    woulil 


n  echo  in  the  minda  of  a  maioritjr  of   thi 
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bnt  not  10  wiy  to  proTs  it.    He,   on   the 

oth«r  hand,  denied  that  one  Roman  Catho- 

Ik)  in  a  thoa«and  loolted  upon  the  Eata- 

bliahed  Church  ai  a  griersDce,  or  that  ten 

in  a  thouiand  had  been  persuaded  b;  the 

right  hon.  Member  for  Soutli  Lancashire 

and  his  coadjutors  to  regard  it  as  an  insult 

and  an  injustice.     The  Roman  Catholics 

paid  nothing  for  supporting  the  Establish- 

qQq,    ment,  and  onlj  felt  its  presence  through 

bag  '  the  kindness  and  charitj  which  thej  re> 

and    ceived  from  its  ministers.     What  were  the 

advanced    for   the  retolutionarf 

propoeed  bj  the  right  hon.  Mem- 

for   South    Lancashire — a    measure, 

ill,  if  carried,  mnat  lead  to  the  separa- 

of  the  State  from  all  religion,  . 


tlie  English  people  of  the  present  day. 
the  English  Cliurcli  was  older  and  strongei 


leof  all  religious  corporations  from 


State  control  and  lupemsion  ?     The  lion, 
ber  for  Birmingham  (Hr.  Bright)  ad- 


tUeriglit  hon.  Gen- located  tha   application  of  the  Toluntary 

ber  that  though,  bj  :  principle  to  Ireland.   Nothing  could  be  more 

law   of  primogeniture,  tho  eldest  got  i  „„;„.!,  heartless,  and   ungenerous— nnju at 


ererjthing,  the  joungest  was  at  least 
tilled  to  consideration  and  protection.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
soon  change  his  mind  upon  this  subject, 
and  go  back  to  those  opinions  which  hi 


as  depriving  Protestants,  without  any  fault, 
of  property,  which  hsd  been  theirs  for  cen- 
turies, and  whieh,  if  properly  distributed, 
would  not  more  than  suffice  to  provide 
with  the  ministrations  of  religion  ;  and 


formerly    h^d.    nnd    which    ho    (Colonel    heartless  and  ungenerous,  as  partial  and  ei. 


>x)  truated  he  should  hold  and  maintain 
•o  long  aa  he  lived. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  oot  from  tho  word  "  That "  t«  (ha  end  I  of  thi 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  word)  "  (' ' 
BoVM  will,  Dpon  thii  da;  six  montht.  reMlva  it 
into  tba  i^d  Committee," — {Mr.  NtvidtgaU,) 
—instead  thereof. 


Captain  ARCHDALLsaid,  as  an  inde- 
pendent Member  of  that  House,  sympa- 
thising with  those  oho  held  that  Protes- 
tant ascendancy  in  Church  and  State  bad 
been  the  best  work  of  civil  and  religious 
liberty  in  this  country,  and  aa  represent- 
ing a  most  important  constituency,  ihe 
great  majority  of  whom  were  Church-going 
Protestants,  and  as  officially  representing 
iaO,O0Q  Orangemen,  who  felt  strongly 


ceptionnl  legislation,  imposed  by  a  powerful 
nation  onacomparatirelypoarandstruggling 
province.  With  regard  to  the  utter  failure 
'  '  Irish  Church  aa  a  useful  warklng 
institution  as  asserted  by  the  right  hon. 
Hemher  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe),  in  &  speech 
where  bitterness  and  misrepresentation  cul- 
minated in  the  unhallowed,  and,  he  might 
say,  infidel  cry,  "  Cut  it  down,  why  cum- 
bereth  it  the  ground  ! "  very  tittle  inquiry, 
and  slight  acquaintance  with  facte,  would 
prove  that  the  assertion  was  altogether  un- 
true— on  the  contrary,  it  was  notorious  that, 
within  the  Isst  fifty  years,  Protestant 
ohurches  and  congregations  had  largely 
increased,  nnd  Urge  sums  had  been  ex- 
poiided  for  those  purposes  for  which  Church 
property  was  devised  and  intended.   It  w 


ibjecl,  nnd  who  were  determined  to  j  slsoadmilted — and  notablybjthe  right  hon. 
defend  the  Bstnbliaheil  Church  in  Ireland,  Member  for  South  Lancashire— that  the 
and  to  resist  to  the  utmost  any  attempt  to  '  ministers  of  the  Irish  Church  were  dis- 
'  tinguished  for  piety  and  seal  in  their  holy 
catling ;  in  administering  to  the  spiritual 
ints  of  those  loyal  Protestants  upon  whom 
time  of  need, 
id  in  dispensing  charity  and  extending 
rilixation  in  parts  of  Ireland  where  they 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  looked  i  were  probably  the  only  resident  gentry, 
upon  the  Established  Church  there  as  a  .  But,  if  a  reason  were  wanting  why  the 
grievance,  an  injustice,  and  an  insult.  It  Church  in  Ireland  is  entitled  to  theaopport 
was  Msj  enough  to  make  thai  assertion,  I  of  etcry  true  Proleatant,  it  is  thit— that 


apply  the  resources  of  thnt  Church  to  the 
purposes  of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion,  he 
protested  against  the  legislation  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lao-    England  could  surely  rely 

cashire(Mr.  Gladstone).    Ithadbeen  stated        
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while  the  Church  in  England  is  distrncted 
by  internal  divisions,  scandalized  by  the 
abominations  of  the  Confessional,  and  weak- 
ened by  the  advance  of  Ritualism,  and  the 
introduction  of  what  Earl  Russell  calls 
"  the  mummeries  of  superstition,"  the 
Church  in  Ireland  has  remained  sound  in 
doctrine  and  pure  in  practice.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire  had 
omitted  no  occasion  during  the  debates  on 
this  question  to  put  forward  the  disaffection 
of  Ireland  as  a  chief  reason  for  the  dises- 
tablishment of  the  Irish  Church.  Nothing, 
perhaps,  had  ever  occurred  in  the  history 
of  our  country  more  indiscreet,  and  un- 
statesmanlike,  and  expressly  mischievous, 
both  as  to  present  effects  and  future  con- 
sequences, than  for  an  influential  statesman, 
aspiring  to  the  high  honour  of  being  Eng- 
land's Prime  Minister,  to  advance  such  a 
reason  for  sudden  and  important  changes 
in  the  Constitution  and  settled  institutions 
of  a  nation.  To  rest  the  proposed  legisla- 
tion upon  the  disaffection  of  a  portion, 
though  a  large  portion  of  the  people,  was 
not  like  yielding  to  a  steady  constitutional 
agitation,  or  to  popular  wishes,  strongly 
and  peaceably  expressed  ;  but,  under  pre- 
sent circumstances,  and  ajfter  the  speeches 
made  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  it  had 
the  appearance,  and  should  be  received  as 
due  to  the  manner  in  which  dissatisfaction 
has  been  exhibited^-open  rebellion,  and 
setting  the  law  at  defiance  in  Ireland,  and 
the  bloodthirsty  and  indiscriminate  spirit 
which  has  distinguished  Fenianism  in  Eng- 
land. It  would  be  regarded  as  the  success 
of  an  appeal  to  arms,  and  as  the  reward  of 
murder,  assassination,  and  crime.  Ireland 
wanted  bread.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  would  take  from  her  the 
bread  she  had  and  give  her  a  stone.  He 
took  from  many  and  gave  to  none — not 
even  a  cup  of  cold  water  to  those  whom  it 
was  pretended  to  benefit  and  conciliate. 
She  asked  for  peace,  he  gave  her  a  scorpion. 
Insead  of  conferring  a  boon  on  Ireland,  and 
sending  that  message  of  peace  so  much 
needed,  this  measure  would  throw  in  a 
firebrand,  and  let  loose  the  bloodhounds  of 
civil  and  religious  strife.  Irish  Members 
who  had  been  a  much  shorter  time  in  the 
House  of  Commons  than  he  had  must  have 
observed  that  Ireland  could  expect  but  little 
consideration  when  it  suited  professional 
statesmen  to  elect  her  as  their  battle-field, 
and  to  make  her  interests  their  bone  of 
contention — powerless  in  their  hands,  she 
was  tossed  as  a  football  between  them  ;  but 
her  very  helplessness  gave  her  a  claim  on 

Captain  Archdall 


the  fair  play  and  generosity  of  the  people 
of  England  ;  and  he,  for  one,  would  not 
despair  for  the  Irish  Chorch  until  theeooo- 
try  had  given  its  verdict,  ••  Ayo**  or  "No," 
to  the  revolutionary  policy  of  the  right  lion. 
Member  for  South  Lancashire.  Allusioos 
had  been  made  to  the  Oath  taken  by  Her 
Majesty  at  her  coronation.  He  contended 
that  Parliament  could  not  absolve  the 
Queen  from  the  obligations  of  that  Oath. 
He  was  supported  in  thia  yiew  by  the  si- 
thority  of  the  Speaker,  who  had  given  his 
opinion  that  Roman  Catholic  Members  who 
had  taken  the  original  Oath  prescribed  for 
Roman  Catholics  were  bound  by  that  Ostb, 
notwithstanding  its  subsequent  alteration. 
[The  Speaker  intimated  that  he  had  not 
given  such  an  opinion.]  He  (Captaia 
Archdall)  would  at  once  bow  to  the  Chair ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  mu&t  assure  Mr. 
Speaker  that  he  was  generally  understood 
to  have  so  expressed  himself.  Parliament 
might  alter  the  Oath,  or  repeal  it,  as  wst 
practically  proposed  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Clare  (Sir  Colmas 
O'Loghlen),  but  that  could  only  apply  to 
future  Sovereigns  ;  and,  whatever  might  be 
the  fate  of  the  present  measure,  he  tin- 
cerely  trusted  that  no  man  in  that  Home 
would  live  to  see  the  day  when  the  Protei- 
taut  Sovereign  of  these  realms  would  not 
rather  vacate  the  Throne  than  sanction  the 
monstrous  scheme  of  spoliation  proposed  bj 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire. 
Mr.  LEFROY  said,  be  could  notaUov 
the  opportunity  to  pass  without  offerings 
few  remarks  upon  the  subject,  and  at  the 
same  time  he  wished  to  address  a  queetion 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire.  One  of  his  great 
arguments  in  favour  of  this  Bill  was,  thst 
the  Roman  Catholic  population  of  Irelsnd 
was  so  great  that  they  were  entitled  to 
this  boon;  and  what  he  wished  to  ask  vai, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intended 
to  carry  out  his  view  with  regard  to  Wales 
(where  there  was  a  national  Church,  and 
services  were  performed  in  the  Welsh  hin- 
guage  ?  ['•  Oh  !  "  *'  Hear,  hear !"  and 
**  Divide  !*^  He  thought  it  waa  not  unrea- 
sonable— when  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir* 
mingham  went  into  the  country  and  stirred 
up  almost  a  spirit  of  rebellion — to  addresss 
few  observations  to  the  House  in  defence  of 
an  institution  so  dear  to  himself  and  so  im- 
portant to  the  country.  It  was  admitted 
that  in  Wales  a  majority  of  the  inhabitanti 
did  not  belong  to  the  Established  Church. 
Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  disestab- 
lish and  disendow  tho  Church  in  Wales? 


1209         JBsiablUAed  Church  (Jttks  5, 1868) 


(JR'eland)  Sill. 


1210 


He  wished  to  read  a  quotation  or  two  in 

connection  with  this  subject  from  one  who 

was  looked  upon  as  a  great  authority.    Mr. 

Burke,  in  his  Letter  on  the  French  Revo- 

lution,  said — 

"  It  is  said  numbers  ought  to  preyail.  True, 
if  the  Constitution  of  a  kingdom  be  a  problem  of 
arithmetic,  this  sort  of  discourse  does  well  enough 
for  the  lamp-post  as  its  second.  To  men  who  may 
reason  calmljr  it  is  ridiculous.  The  will  of  the 
many  and  their  Interest  must  yery  often  differ, 
and  great  will  be  the  difference  when  they  make 
an  evil  choice." 

Again,  Mr.  Burke,  in  his  Letter  to  his  Son^ 

said — 

**  I  would  say,  in  justice  to  my  own  sentiments, 
that  not  one  of  those  zealots  for  a  Protestant  in- 
terest wishes  more  sincerely  than  I  do,  perhaps 
not  half  so  sincerely,  for  the  support  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  in  both  these  Kingdoms.  It  is 
a  great  link  towards  holding  fast  the  conneo- 
Uon  of  Religion  with  the  State,  and  for  keep- 
ing these  two  islands  in  a  close  connection  of 
opinion  and  affection.  I  wish  it  well  as  the 
religion  of  the  greater  numbers  of  the  land  pro- 
prietors of  the  Kingdom,  with  whom  all  establish- 
ments of  Church  and  State,  for  strong  political 
reasons,  ought,  in  my  opinion,  to  be  warmly  con- 
nected. I  wish  it  well  because  it  is  more  closely 
combined  than  any  other  of  the  Church  systems 
with  the  Crown,  which  is  the  stay  of  the  mixed 
Constitution  ;  because  it  is,  as  things  now  stand, 
the  sole  connecting  political  principle  between 
the  Constitutions  of  the  two  Kingdoms.  I  have 
another,  and  infinitely  a  stronger  reason  for 
wishing  it  well — it  is  that,  at  the  present  time, 
I  consider  it  one  of  the  main  pillars  of  the 
Christian  religion  itself.  ...  Its  fall  would 
leaye  a  great  yoid,  which  nothing  else  of  which  I 
can  form  any  distinct  idea  might  fill/' 

And,  again,  in  the  same  Letter,  speaking 
of  the  Established  Church  not  being  the 
religion  of  the  major  part  of  the  inhabi- 
tants, he  adds — 

**  This  is  a  state  of  things  which  no  man  in  his 
tenses  can  <»11  perfectly  happy.  But  it  is  the  state 
of  Ireland.  Two  bundled  years  of  experiment  show 
it  to  be  unalterable.  Many  a  fierce  struggle  has 
passed  between  the  parties.  The  result  is — ^you 
cannot  make  the  people  Protestant,  and  they  can- 
not shake  off  a  Protestant  Goyernment.  This  is 
what  experience  teaches,  and  what  all  men  of 
■ense,  of  all  descriptions,  know." 

He  beliered  the  day  would  come  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  feel  that  he 
had  made  a  great  mistake.  He  would  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  Lord 
Althorpe  and  others  on  the  same  side  had 
borne  testimony  to  the  importance  of  an 
Established  Church  in  Ireland,  and  to  the 
excellence  of  the  clergy.  He  lamented 
deeply  and  sincerely  the  course  pursued  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  was  the 
last  from  whom  he  should  have  expected 
such  a  proceeding.  He  had  always  looked 
up  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  the 


great  supporter  of  the  Church  and  Con- 
stitution, and  he  much  regretted  that  the 
blow  should  haTe  come  from  him. 

Sib  JAMES  STRONGE  said,  as  repre- 
presenting  one  of  the  largest  Protestant 
constituencies  in  Ulster,  he  felt  bound  to 
enter  his  humble  protest  against  the 
measure  brought  forward  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Insinuations  had  been 
made  against  the  loyalty  of  Orangemen. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  rose  to 
explain.  What  he  said  was,  that  there 
were  hon.  Members  below  the  Bar  creating 
a  disturbance. 

Sir  JAMES  STRONGE  :  The  Pro- 
testants of  Ulster  were  invited  to  settle 
in  that  country,  and  their  rights  were 
guaranteed  to  them  by  the  most  solemn 
contracts.  Had  they  not  performed  their 
part  of  these  contracts  ?  The  Irish  Church 
had  for  300  years  been  in  uninterrupted 
possession,  guaranteed  by  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment, of  her  endowments,  and  it  was  with 
alarm,  and  he  might  say  disgust,  that  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  contemplated  this 
revolutionary  movement,  which  would  shake 
all  confidence  in  the  security  of  property. 
It  was  alleged  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  Ireland  looked  upon  the  Established 
Church  as  a  badge  of  conquest.  That  he 
denied.  He  had  resided  in  Ireland  the 
greater  part  of  his  life  ;  he  had  had  many 
opportunities  of  knowing  the  sentiments 
of  the  people,  and  though  he  had  often 
heard  them  speak  of  the  repeal  of  the 
Union  and  the  land  question,  he  had  never 
heard  them  utter  a  complaint  on  the  subject 
of  the  Church  Establishment.  It  should 
not  be  forgotten  that  nearly  300  years  ago 
a  great  number  of  persons  who  professed 
the  Reformed  Faith  had  been  induced  to 
settle  in  Ireland  on  the  faith  that  their 
rights  would  be  protected.  They  had  per- 
formed their  part  of  the  contract,  and  it 
was  Ibr  this  country  to  abide  by  hers. 
The  measure  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  bring  peace  to  Ireland  ;  on  the 
contrary,  it  would  intensify  those  feelings 
of  religious  and  political  hostility  which 
unhappily  prevailed  there.  The  principle 
of  this  measure,  before  many  years  had 
passed,  would  be  applied  to  England  and 
Scotland.  He  hoped  that  this  great  wrong 
would  not  be  sanctioned  by  Parliament, 
that  the  feelings  of  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land, who  were  industrious,  peaceable,  and 
loyal,  might  be  respected,  and  that  those 
religious  institutions  to  which  they  were  so 
deeply  attached  might  be  left  to  them  un- 
impaired. 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  wm  oot  detaiD 
the  floase  for  more  than  a  very  few 
moments ;  but  I  think  it  due  to  the  deep 
respect  which  I  feel  for  mj  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Lefroy)  to  give  a  precise  answer  to 
the  question  he  has  put  to  me.  That 
question,  as  I  understand  it,  was  whether 
I  entertain  the  same  views  with  respect  to 
Wales,  or  rather,  whether  I  think  that  my 
arguments  with  respect  to  the  Church  in 
Ireland  do  not  extend  to  the  Church  in 
Wales.  I  must  frankly  say  I  do  not.  I 
will  not  enter  into  any  detailed  argument 
at  this  unseasonable  moment  on  the  ease 
of  Wales,  because  it  is  quite  enough  for 
me  to  refer  to  a  speech  made  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cardiganshire  (Sir 
Thomas  Lloyd)  in  which  he  showed  in  a 
very  satisfactory  manner  the  very  broad 
distinctions  which  prevailed  between  the 
two  cases.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
hope  I  have  answered  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  ex* 
plicitly.  But  I  will  go  one  step  further, 
and  ask  my  hon.  Friend — what  I  know  he 
may  find  it  difficult  to  do — to  believe  mo 
when  I  tell  him  that  I  am  assured  that  the 
measure  which  we  propose — I  do  not  mean 
merely  the  Suspensory  Bill  —  and  which 
has  been  sanctioned  in  this  House  by  such 
largo  majorities,  is  not  in  the  nature  of  a 
blow  and  discouragement,  but  is  truly  and 
really  for  the  benefit  of  the  religion  to  which 
my  hon.  Friend  is  so  much  attached. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATB  said,  that  as  the 
Head  of  the  Government  was  not  then  in 
the  House,  he  should  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 


Question,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question/' 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Preamble  postponed. 

Five  clauses  of  the  Bill  agreed  to. 

Colonel  GREVILLE-NUGENT  pro- 
posed an  extra  clause :  that  the  right  of  any 
person  to  a  share  in  the  future  Maynooth 
Grant  or  the  Begium  Donum  should  be 
Bubject  to  the  pleasure  of  Parliament. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  added. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

House  retwned. 

Bill  reported:  as  amended,  to  be  oon« 
•idered  upon  Wednesday  next. 

Sir  James  Stronge 


THAMES    EMBANKMENT    AI^D   METRO. 
POUS  IMPROVEMENT   (LOANS)   ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL^Bux  138.] 
{Mr,  Sclaier  Booth,  Mr.  Chaneeiler  ef  tMe 
EMheguer.) 

SECOND  RBADIXO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  CHANCELJ.0ROF  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER reminded  the  House  that  adtaoees 
for   metropolitan    improveiuenta  had  bees 
sanctioned  by  three  separate  Acta  —  the 
first,   in  1862,  authorising    the  Northers 
Embankment;    the  second,   in    1863,  au- 
thorising the  Southern  Embankment;  and 
the  third,  in  the  same  year,  having  for  its 
object  the  improvement  of  Mansion  House 
Street.      The  original  gross  estimate  for 
the   first   work    was,  in   round    numbers, 
£2,500.000 ;  for  the  second,  a  little  oter 
£1,000.000;  and  for  the  third,  £1,300.000 
—the  total  being  £4.935,000.      A  great 
part  of  that  sum  was  expected   to  be  re- 
couped by  the  sale  of  lands  ;  and  in  1864 
an  Act  was  passed  guaranteeing  a  loan  to 
the  amount  of  £2,480,000,  the  net  sum 
which  it  was  thought  would  be  required. 
The  responsibility  for  the  estimate  for  the 
first  work  rested  with  the  Office  of  Works, 
the  Bill  being  in  charge  of  the  First  Com- 
missioner, but   the  execution  of    the  ioi- 
provement  being  intrusted  to  the  Metropo- 
litan Board  of  Works.      It   was   decided 
when   the   Bill    was   in    Committee   that 
nearly  all  the  reclaimed  land    should  be 
devoted  to  public  purposes,    part  of  the 
expected  assets  being  thus  sacrificed.   Tbt 
compensations  for  water  frontages  had  far 
exceeded  the  original  estimate;  and  with 
regard    to    the    Southern    Embankment, 
whereas  the  Metropolitan  Board  asked  for 
borrowing  powers  for  £700,000,  the  House 
reduced  the    sum    to  £480.000  ;    while, 
with  regard  to  the  Mansion   House  Street 
improvement,    the    Board    had    purchased 
additional  lands  in  order  to  avoid  claims 
for    compensation,  and  the  estimate  had 
thus   been  exceeded.     The   present  esti- 
mate for  the  three  works  was  £5,568,000, 
showing  an  excess  of  £633.000,  half  that 
amount  being  attributed  to  the  additional 
purchases    of    land    in    Mansion     House 
Street,  which   were  regarded  as  a  profit- 
able investment,  and  the  other  half  to  the 
excess  in  compensation    for    water  front- 
ages. The  Board  had  received  £3,729,000, 
nearly  all  which  had  been  expended,  with 
the  exception  of  £157,000,  and  the  sum 
required  to  complete  tlie  works,  in  addi« 
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tion  to  the  assets  already  available,  was 
£1.839.000.  Now,  the  Bill  proposed  that 
the  Metropolitan  Board  should  have  power 
to  raise  £1,850.000  under  a  Treasury 
guarantee,  and,  with  the  exception  of  a 
slight  addition  with  regard  to  the  ap- 
proaches, the  works  to  be  executed  under 
this  loan  were  those  for  which  the  original 
guarantee  was  given.  The  House  would 
expect  to  be  satisfied  that  the  Government 
had  a  proper  security,  and  this  consisted 
in  four  different  sources  of  revenue.  The 
first  was  the  surplus  of  the  proceeds  of 
the  Coal  and  Wine  duties  up  to  July  5, 
1882.  after  satisfying  the  existing  claims 
upon  that  fund.  The  surplus  was  £15,000 
to  July,  1867.  The  income  from  this 
source  was  continually  increasing,  the 
annual  growth  being  at  the  rate  of  £7,000 
or  £8,000  a  year,  and  the  surplus  to 
July  of  the  present  year  being  estimated 
at  about  £22,000.  The  second  security 
was  the  metropolitan  rates ;  the  third 
was  the  whole  of  the  Coal  anil  Wine  duties 
from  July,  1882,  to  July,  1888.  This 
was  in  the  nature  of  a  deferred  annuity, 
because  up  to  1882  they  would  have  to 
satisfy  the  existing  claims  of  those  who 
had  lent  money  to  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works.  These  claims  would  be  satis- 
fied by  July,  1882,  and  after  that  period 
these  duties  would  be  available  as  security 
for  the  present  Vote.  The  House  had 
passed  a  Bill  for  the  continuance  of  the 
Coal  and  Wine  duties  until  1889  ;  but  for 
the  last  year  of  that  term  they  would  be 
applicable  towards  the  buying  up  of  cer- 
tain bridge  rights.  The  proceeds  of  the 
Coal  and  Wine  duties  amounted  in  1867 
to  £200.000.  so  that  this  might  be  taken 
as  an  annuity  for  six  years  deferred  for 
fourteen  years  of,  say  £220.000,  at  a 
moderate  calculation  of  the  growth  of  these 
duties.  The  present  value  of  this  at  £3f 
per  cent  was  £690,000.  The  Government 
would  have  additional  security  in  the  pro- 
perty abutting  on  the  new  Mansion  House 
Street,  upon  which  the  loan  was  to  be  a 
fair  charge.  The  fair  value  of  this  pro- 
perty might  be  put  at  £1,500,000;  but, 
in  order  to  be  quite  safe,  he  took  it  at 
£1,300,000.  If  he  took  the  value  of  the 
deferred  annuity  of  the  Coal  and  Wine 
duties  at  £600,000,  which  was  consider- 
ably within  the  mark,  and  the  value  of 
the  Mansion  House  Street  property  at 
£1,300,000,- the  Government  would  be 
perfectly  safe  as  to  the  capitalization  of 
the  loan.  These  calculations  were  far 
below  the  eitimatea  of  the  Metropolitan 


Board  of  Works.  The  annual  interest  on 
the  ram  at  £3i  per  cent  would  be  £69.375, 
to  meet  which  there  would  be  the  surplus 
of  the  Corn  and  Wine  duties.  But  al- 
though the  Government  proposed  to  gua- 
rantee the  whole  of  this  loan,  it  would  not 
all  be  required  at  once.  The  sum  of 
£750,000  would  be  required  for  the  first 
vear ;  £600,000  for  the  second  year  ;  and 
£500,000  for  the  third  year.  Some  of 
the  property  in  the  new  street  might  be 
more  speedily  realized  ;  but  it  was  calcu- 
lated that  a  halfpenny  rate  for  three  years 
would  be  sufficient.  If  any  of  the  property 
in  the  hands  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  should  find  purchasers,  it  might  be 
possible  to  dispense  with  any  increase  of 
the  rates.  He  trusted  he  had  said  enough 
to  justify  the  Government  in  having  acceded 
to  the  proposal  to  guarantee  this  loan. 
The  Board  of  Works  considered  that  if  the 
securities  in  their  hands  were  capitalized 
they  would  amount  to  a  sum  of  £5,662,000. 
The  expenditure  would  be  £5,568.000,  so 
that  a  balance  of  £94,000  would  be  found 
in  their  favour.  He  had  given  the  House 
all  the  facts  bearing  on  the  case,  and  he 
had  nofv  to  ask  the  House  to  assent  to  a 
guarantee  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
of  the  loan  of  £1,850.000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— ( Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

Mr.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  that  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  very  advantageous  to  the  ratepayers  of 
the  metropolis,  because  the  money  required 
by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  would 
be  borrowed  at  a  much  easier  rate  of  inte- 
rest on  the  security  of  the  Government. 
But,  however  agreeable  this  process  of 
obtaining  a  Government  guarantee  might 
be,  he  thought  it  well  the  public  and 
Board  should  understand  it  was  one  that 
must  not  be  too  often  resorted  to.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  any  objection  so  to  amend  the  Bill  as 
to  define  the  object  for  which  the  £650,000 
was  to  be  borrowed,  to  cause  the  £350.000 
to  be  re-paid  which  had  already  been  bor- 
rowed, and  also  to  cause  the  remaining 
portion  of  the  money  which  was  to  be 
guaranteed  under  the  Bill  to  be  faithfully 
applied  to  the  completion  of  the  works  in 
Mansion  House  Street.  He  understood 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  have  un- 
dertaken to  bring  up  a  clause  to  that 
effect. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  did  not  rise  to 
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oppose  tbe  Bill  introduced  by  the  GoTern- 
ment ;  on  tbe  contrary,  he  was  prepared 
to  support  it.  Considering  the  extent  of 
these  works,  and  that  they  were  of  an 
Imperial  as  well  as  a  local  character,  the 
State  might  fairly  step  in  to  aid  the  metro- 
polis by  guaranteeing  a  portion  of  the  funds 
required  for  their  execution.  A  Return  had 
been  placed  in  their  hands  that  morning 
upon  the  Motion  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  which  professed  to  show  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Thames  Embankment  and  the 
Metropolis  Improvemont  Funds.  The  ori- 
ginal estimate  for  these  works  was  pro- 
fessedly given  in  that  Return,  with  further 
particulars  of  the  total  expenditure  up  to 
1868,  and  also  their  present  total  estimated 
cost.  He  presumed  that  that  Return 
being  dated  from  Spring  Gardens,  repre- 
sented the  opinions  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  on  the  subject,  and  that 
the  Board  was  responsible  for  the  state- 
ment signed  by  their  own  accountant.  Now 
he  wanted  to  know  from  what  documents 
the  original  estimates  for  these  works  given 
in  the  Return  to  which  he  had  referred  had 
been  taken.  Having  read  through  the 
Reports  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  the  evidence  laid  before  Se- 
lect Committees,  he  was  unable  to  find 
that  the  original  estimates  for  these  works 
were  in  any  one  case  that  which  that  Re- 
turn represented  them  to  be.  The  ori- 
ginal estimates  there  stated  amounted  to 
£4,900,000,  whereas  the  real  original 
estimates  previously  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment were  not  more  than  £2,500»000. 
The  total  estimate  at  this  moment  was 
£5,500,000,  or  far  more  than  double  the 
real  original  estimate  for  the  works,  which 
included  the  Northern  and  the  Southern 
Embankments,  and  Mansion  House  Street. 
What  he  complained  of  was  that  the  ori- 
ginal estimates  as  now  given  were  not 
really  the  original  estimates  which  had 
been  laid  before  Parliament,  and  which 
amounted  to  £2,480,000.  [The  Chan- 
OELLOR  of  the  EzcHEQUEB  was  here  un- 
derstood to  say  that  in  the  one  case  the 
net  estimates,  and  in  the  other  the  gross 
estimates  were  stated.]  That  distinction 
as  to  net  estimates  was  now  introduced 
for  the  first  time  in  the  Return,  and  in  the 
Reports  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  it  was  now  so  introduced  be- 
cause the  Coal  and  Wine  duties  had  been 
continued.  Before  the  Coal  and  Wine 
duties  were  continued  the  Board  had  an 
interest  in  making  themselves  out  to  be 
as  poor  as  possible.     In   none  of  their 
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Reports  had  he  seen  any  mention  of  their 
£1,500,000  of  assets.     True,  the  House 
now    had    the    gross    estimates    put  be- 
fore it  ;    but  why  had  not  an  opportunity 
been  afforded  it  of  comparing  the  gross 
with  the   net    estimates.      The    estimate 
originally    laid     before    Parliament    was 
£2,480,000,  because  it  was  believed  that 
£2,480,000   was    the    gross    sum  which 
would   be   wanted.     If   that  was  a  gross 
estimate  why  had  Parliament   been  called 
upon  to  guarantee  the  whole  of  this  amount 
instead  of  the  net  sum  required  ?    He  was 
glad  to  hear  that  a  great  portion  of  the 
debt  would  be  paid  off  very  soon,  and  tbst 
it  was  hoped  the  property  would  become 
available  in  a  short  time  for  that  purpose. 
But  this  WAS  the  first  time  that  Parliament 
had  been  informed  of  tho  fact.      In  nooe 
of  the  accounts  issued  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  hitherto  had  any  distinct 
balance  sheet    been    given,     showing   on 
the  one  hand   what  were  their  liabilities, 
and  on   the   other    what    were    their  u- 
sets.      It  was  for   the    interest    eyen  of 
the  Board  itself  that  the   public   should 
know    what  property    it    had    at   its  dis- 
posal.     Hitherto   the  Board   had  debited 
itself  with  the  cost  of  the  purchase  of  Und, 
and  the  charges  for  compensation  ;  but  it 
had  never  shown  any  item  to  its  credit  for 
the  amount  of  property  it  had  thus  se- 
quired.     It  was,  of  course,  difficult  to  es- 
timate what  the  value  of   that  property 
was  ;  but,  at  all  events,  it  ought  to  figurs 
in  any  budget  which  it  put  forth,  so  that 
the  ratepayers  might  have  the  means  of 
knowing  what  the  financial  position  of  tbe 
Board  was.    The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer gave  a  list  of  the  securities  of  tbe 
Metropolitan   Board,  and   he  was  sorrj  to 
see  that  those  securities  included  the  ge- 
neral rates.  Even  a  rate  of  only  a  halfpenny 
in  the  pound  was  a  considerable  addition  to 
rates  that  were  already  insupportable,  and 
in  time  the  halfpence  became  pence,  and 
so  the  rates  ran  up.     He  admitted  that 
there  was  no  danger   to   the    Exchequer 
in  the  transaction  proposed,  for  the  risk 
was  amply  covered ;  and,  indeed,  the  Board 
had   shown  that  they  scarcely  needed  the 
security  of  the  Cual  and  Wine  duties  at  all, 
for  the  value  of  their  property  was  csti- . 
mated    at    £1,500,000    or    £2,000.000. 
When  the  Government  were  asked  to  con- 
tinue the  Goal  and  Wine  duties,  no  mention 
was  made  of  these  assets  on.whioh  monej 
could  be  borrowed,  and  which   were  not 
shown  in  the  accounts  of  the  Board.     In 
those  presented  pursuant  to  Act  of  Parlia- 
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luent  during  the  last  two  or  three  years, 
he  could  find  no  mention  made,  either  in 
receipts  or  payments,  of  the  coal  and  wine 
duties  devoted  to  the  extinction  of  the 
loans  taken  up  hy  the  Board  and  guaran- 
teed hy  the  Government;  and  the  reason 
was,  the  money  was  paid  over  to  the  Com- 
missioner of  the  Government  and  stood  in 
his  name,  so  that  the  receipts  and  the 
expenditure  were  not  accounted  for  at 
all.  To  supply  this  deficiency,  he  moved 
for  a  Beturn  in  1866  ;  but  it  ought  not 
to  be  necessary  to  have  recourse  to 
this  mode  of  obtaining  information.  With 
reference  to  the  cost  of  the  Embank- 
ment, Sir  John  Thwaites  stated  before 
the  Select  Committee  of  1866,  in  an- 
swer to  Question  104,  that  its  first  esti- 
mated cost  was  £1,000,000,  which  in- 
cluded the  approaches.  He  was  asked  about 
the  cost  of  the  approaches,  and  jsaid  they 
were  not  deemed  sufficient ;  and  therefore 
power  had  been  obtained  for  more  impor- 
tant and  useful  approaches,  and  they  were 
included  in  the  estimate  of  £1,290,000 
ns  the  sum  required  to  complete  the  work, 
which  would  '*  cost  nearly  twice  its  original 
estimate."  The  matter  was  not  clearly 
explained  in  either  the  accounts  or  the  Re- 
turn ;  and  the  fact  of  a  difference  between 
a  gross  and  a  net  estimate  was  spoken  of 
now  for  the  first  time.  These  things  ren- 
dered it  impossible  for  the  ratepayers  to 
follow  the  accounts.  The  Government  were 
right  in  giving  this  guarantee,  and  the 
£285,000  required  for  the  Chelsea  Em- 
bankment should  also  be  included.  It  was 
a  bad  system  of  finance  to  deal  piecemeal 
with  every  separate  loan,  and  the  placing 
of  one  after  another  led  to  endless  compli- 
cation, and  prevented  the  Board  borrowing 
on  the  favourable  terras  they  might  do,  if  a 
more  comprehensive  system  were  adopted. 
If  every  shilling  of  money  borrowed  on 
security  went  to  pay  tlie  principal  and  in- 
terest of  prior  charges,  the  interest  of  the 
money  borrowed  must,  in  the  meantime, 
come  from  the  rates ;  and  out  of  an  income 
of  £200,000  the  Board  spent  £80,000  in 
paying  interest  upon  loans  for  past  im- 
provements. 

Mb.  TITE  said,  he  entirely  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken  that  the  item  of  £285,000  should 
be  added  to  the  same  guarantee,  as  it 
would  enable  the  Board  to  borrow  the 
money  without  difficulty,  and  at  a  low 
rate  of  interest.  He  had  endeavoured 
to  induce  the  Government  to  consent  to 
this,  but  had  failed,  because  the  Chan- 
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cellor   of  the   Exchequer  thought  it   an 
improper    thing    to   give   the    guarantee 
of   Government   funds   to   works  of  this 
kind.     He  did  not  quarrel  with  them  on 
the  broad  principle  ;    but  he  regretted  the 
application  of   it   to  a  small  matter  like 
this.     The   right   hon.   Gentleman  spoke 
of   the  difference  in  the  estimates.      But 
this   was  no  more   than   occurred   in  the 
case    of    any   public    work,    say   a    rail- 
way, where   the   cost   was   estimated   at 
£2,000,000  and  the  return  in  a  few  years 
at  £1,000,000,  the  net  estimate  would  then 
be  £1,000,000,  and  the  former  would  be  the 
sum  they  would  borrow.  That  was  the  case 
with  the  Metropolitan  Board;  the  cost  of 
the  Embankments  and  the  new  streets  was 
known,  but  the  return  from  the  value  of 
the  property,  though  equally  certain,  was 
not  so  well  known  as  to  its  amount ;  and 
the  difference  between  the  estimate  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  that  of 
the  Board  was  that  while  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  estimated  the  value  of 
the  land  at  the  modest  sum  of  twenty-two 
years'  purchase,  the  Board. had  estimated 
it  at  twenty -five  years*  purchase,  and  he 
was  happy  to  say  that  all  the  land  they  had 
yet  sold  had  brought,on  theaverage,twenty- 
eight  and  three-quarters  years'  purchase. 
The  nature  of  the  accounts  had  been  com- 
plained of,  but  the  accounts  were  audited 
annually  by  a  Government  officer,  and  stated 
very  clearly  every  outlay.     lie  was  sure 
that  if  any  improved  mode  of  keeping  the 
accounts  could  be  pointed  out  the  Board 
would  be  quite  willing  to  adopt  it.     With 
regard  to  those  estimates  that  had  been 
exceeded,  he  would  remind  the  House  that 
they  were  not  the  estimates  of  the  Board 
at  all.     In  fact  the  Board  was  called  upon 
to  carry  out  a  plan   that  was  not  theirs, 
upon   estimates  that  were  not  theirs,  and 
the   only   advantage    they   hnd    was    the 
guarantee  of  the  Government.  The  Thames 
Embankment    was  a   scheme   of  the   Go- 
vernment and  not  of  the  Board  ;  and  the 
cost    at    the    outset    was    estimated    at 
£500,000,  and  the  cost  of  the  new  street 
at    Black  friars    was    also    estimated     at 
£500.000,  making  £1,000,000  in  all;  but 
such  an  estimate  for  a  great  work  cutting 
through  a  mass  of  valuable  property  ap- 
peared perfectly  absurd.     He  did  not  put 
himself  forward  as   the   apologist  of   the 
Metropolitan  Board;  but  he  was  quite  sure 
that  they  were   actuated  by   a   desire  to 
benefit  the  public,  and  he  thought  that  they 
had  effected  their  purpose  very  worthily 
and  honestly.     When  the  great  works  in 
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Paris,  carried  out  by  M.  HnoamaDn  at  an 
expenditure  of  £30,000,000,  were  cou- 
trasted  with  the  operations  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board,  tho  comparison  would  be 
found  Tcrv  moch  in  favour  of  the  tatter 
bodj.  They  had  paid  off  £400,000  of 
the  debt  which  at  one  time  pressed 
80  hca?ily  on  the  old  Sewerage  Board, 
and  he  believed  from  tho  natural  growth 
of  London  that  the  rates  imposed  upon 
tho  citizens  would  come  to  an  end  sosne 
years  sooner  than  the  period  of  thirty 
or  forty  years  for  which  they  were  im- 
posed. Without  a  Guvernment  guarantee 
the  Board  would  experience  much  difficulty 
in  attempting  to  raise  money  to  effect  this 
improvement,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  observed.  If  the  Board 
had  estimated  too  highly  tho  value  of  the 
surplus  property,  any  deficiency  could  be 
made  up  by  levying  a  rate.  But  unless 
there  was  a  necessity  the  Board  would  cer- 
tainly not  do  so,  for  being  ratepayers  them- 
selves they  were  equally  interested  with 
the  other  ratepayers  in  opposing  unneces- 
sary taxation. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  nearly  two 
years  ago  he  called  the  attention  of  the 
late  Government  to  the  great  confusion 
into  which  the  finances  of  the  Metropo- 
litan Board  had  fallen,  and  a  Committee 
of  that  House  was  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  subject.  The  members  of  the 
Committee  were  struck  with  the  great 
recklessness  which  had  been  exhibited  in 
preparing  estimates  for  works,  the  cost  in 
some  instances  being  double  the  amount 
calculated  on.  It  was  also  found  that 
since  the  establishment  of  the  Board 
Tarious  other  local  duties  had  been  imposed 
upon  them,  and  that  the  Board  in  its  pre- 
sent constitution  was  unfit  for  the  discharge 
of  its  various  duties.  The  Committee  re- 
ported, and  when  an  attempt  was  made  to 
carry  their  Report  into  effect  they  were 
met  by  the  objection,  fairly  enough,  he 
was  willing  to  admit,  that  they  had  pro- 
posed to  deal  with  the  finances  of  the 
Board,  and  not  with  the  Board  itself.  The 
Committee  proceeded  to  consider  how  the 
Board  could  be  re-constituted  so  ao  to  gain 
the  confidence  of  the  metropolis,  and  a 
scheme  was  proposed  by  which  there  might 
be  brought  into  it  men  of  a  higher  scale 
of  intelligence  and  character.  That  Re- 
port might  also  have  engoged  the  attention 
of  the  Government;  but,  considering  the 
great  questions  in  hand  last  Session,  it 
was  not,  perhaps^  to  be  expected  that  they 
could  undertake  a  measure  for  the  metro- 
Jfr.  Tite 


polls  which  would  require  great  time  and 
give  rise  to  much  discussion  in  that  House. 
They  found  themselves,  therefore,  in  this 
dileTuma — that  they  could  not  reform  the 
finance  of  the  Board  because  they  could 
not  reform  the  Board  itself,  and  thej  could 
not  reform  the  Board  becauao  its  finance 
was  in  a  nios^t  deplorable  condition.  What, 
then,  could  they  do  ?  They  could  not  nov 
apply  themselves  to  the  whole  question. 
The  Board  had  this  Session  given  evidence 
of  great  neglect  of  the  interests  they  had 
undertaken  to  protect.  Nothing  was  more 
important  than  that  the  metropolis  shoold 
be  well  supplied  with  gas.  The  City  of 
London  had  in  this  respect  secured  for  iti 
inhabitants  all  they  could  reasonably  desire; 
but  tho  Board  had  refused  to  pay  attentioa 
to  the  recommendation  of  the  Committee, 
and  left  nine-tenths  of  the  metropolis,  so 
far  as  tlte  supply  of  gas  was  concenied, 
in  the  same  condition  they  were  in  before. 
Nothing  was  moro  extraordinary  than  that, 
dealing  with  this  great  metropolis  and  iti 
vast  resources,  they  should  be  going  oo 
from  hand  to  mouth,  just  as  some  ordinary 
joint-stock  company  went  on — find  ex- 
pedients for  raising  money  for  this  work 
and  that,  without  any  general  scheme  or 
system.  By  the  Bill  before  them  it  was 
proposed  to  obtain  money  by  way  of  de- 
ferred annuities,  and  superadding  one  loan 
to  another.  That  was  not  the  way  in 
which  the  exigency  of  the  present  times 
could  be  met.  The  system  was  at  oneo 
oppressive  and  ruinous.  It  was  necessary 
to  take  a  survey  of  the  whole  question. 
Works  like  tho  Thames  Embankment  were 
in  the  nature  of  permanent  improvements. 
They  would  last  for  centuries  ;  and  it  was 
most  injurious  and  unjust  to  throw  the 
burden  of  them  on  the  occupiers  of  property 
while  the  owners  entirely  escaped.  Still 
more  extravagant  and  absurd  was  it  to 
concentrate  the  expenses  within  a  few 
years.  The  whole  subject  required  a  Go- 
vernment that  would  grapple  with  it ;  thev 
had  now  only  a  provisional  or  teniporary 
Bill,  which  might  be  said  to  be  a  reflection 
of  the  condition  of  the  Government.  Be 
would  now  simply  enter  his  protest,  and 
express  a  hope  that  after  the  present 
state  of  political  turmoil  had  come  to  an 
end,  tho  Government  in  power  would  be 
able  to  frame  and  carry  out  a  scheme  which 
should  permanently  settle  the  question. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were  not 

present ;  House  counted,  and  40  Members 

not  being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Ten  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 
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HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  June  8,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— 5a<  Fini  in  PaWuwnf«<— The 
Lord  CaUhorpe,  after  the  Death  of  his  Father. 

Took  th€  OoM— The  Lord  Bishop  of  Liehfleld. 

PcBLio  BiLLi — Second  Reading — Pier  and  Har- 
bour Orders  Con6rmatioo,  Ac*  (130);  City  of 
London  Gas*  (109). 

Third  Readinff-CoitOTi  Stolistics  •  (133) ;  Me- 
tropolis Subways  *  (73). 

ABYSSINIA  —  THANKS  TO  THE  ARMY. 

The  Earl  of  MALM  ES BURY  Baid, 
an  accident  had  occurred  to  the  steamer 
bearing  the  despatches  from  Sir  Robert 
Napier,  and  it  was  impossible  they  could 
reach  this  country  for  the  next  seven  or 
eight  days.  He  would  therefore  ask  their 
Lordships  to  postpone  the  Tote  of  thanks 
to  Sir  Robert  Napier  until  next  week. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Fire  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  June  8,  1868. 

MINUTES^Ntw  Membeb  Swobn— Sir  Arthur 
Edward  Uainness,  baronet,  for  the  City  of 
Dublin. 

SsLsoT  CoMmnBE — On  Admiralty  Monies  and 
Accounts,  Mr.  Du  Cane  added. 

PuBUO  Bills — Ordered — Prisons  (Scotland) 
Administration  Acts  Amendment* ;  Local  Go- 
vernment Supplemental  (No.  4)  *  ;  Local  Go- 
vernment Supplemental  (No.  6)  * ;  New  Zea- 
land Ck>mpaoy  *  ;  Larceny  and  Embezzlement.* 

Firet  Reading^ Trinom  (Scotland)  Administra- 
tion Acts  Amendment*  [155]:  New  Zealand 
Company  *[15tf]  ;  Larceny  and  Embezzlement  * 
[157]  ;  Courts  of  Law  Fees.  &o.  (Scotland)  * 
[158];  Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  4)* 
[1501;  Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  5)* 
[1601. 

Seeona  Reading^TvTn^Wio  Acts  Continuance* 
[140];  Courts  of  Chancery  and  Exchequer  (Ire- 
land) Fee  Funds*  [146];  Reguhition  of  Rail- 
ways [142];  Consecration  of  Churchyards  Act 
(1867)  Amendment  *  [152]  ;  Alkali  Act  (1863) 
Perpetuation  [153]. 

Commt'Metf^  Representation  of  the  People  (Soot- 
land)  [20];  Boundary  [78}— b.p.;  Fier  and 
Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  *  [148]  ; 
Endowed  Schools*  [143]. 

Repori — Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland) 
[99-154]  ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirma- 
tion (No.2)*  [148];  Endowed  Schools  * [1481 

Considered  as  auMMM— Lee  Rirer  Consenranoy  * 
[144]. 


METROPOLITAN   POLICE. 
QUESnOK. 

Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  it  is  his  in- 
tention to  lay  npon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
Copy  of  the  Evidence  taken  by,  and  of 
any  Report  mode  to,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  by  the 
Committee  appointed  by  him  to  conduct 
certain  inquiries  into  the  management  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  it  was  not  his  intention  to  lay 
on  the  table  the  Evidence  or  Report  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, for  the  reason  that  the  witnesses  were 
informed  that  their  evidence  would  not 
be  made  public.  He  did  not  intend  that 
evening  to  proceed  with  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Funds  Bill,  which  was  down  for 
second  reading. 

ARMY— FLOATING   OBSTRUCTION  COM- 
MITTEE.—QUESTION. 

Major  ANSON  said,  be  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretarv  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  tho 
House  the  Report  of  the  Floating  Obstruc- 
tion Committee  on  '*  Passive  Obstructions 
for  the  Defence  of  Harbours  and  Channels;'* 
and,  when  the  Report  of  the  same  Com- 
mittee on  Active  Obstructions  will  bo 
ready? 

Sir  JOHN  PA  KINGTON,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  not  his  intention  to  lay  the 
Report  on  the  table,  as  it  contained  mat- 
ter which  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  make 
public.  In  reply  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
he  begged  to  say  that  the  Report  of  the 
same  Committee  on  Active  Obstructions 
was  nearly  complete. 

NAVY— THE  F.  G.  CAPTAINS'   RE- 
SERVED  LIST.—QUESTION. 

Captain  MACKINNON  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
If  the  statement  contained  in  an  article  in 
the  Army  and  Navy  Gazette  of  May  16th, 
1868,  that  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  in  1862  on  the  F.  G.  Cap- 
tains'  Reserved  List  was  formed  from  a 
falsified  Copy  of  the  Order  in  Council  of 
1851  which  governed  that  List,  and  that 
such  alteration  in  the  wording  of  the  Order 
in  Council  mis-stated  the  case  as  laid  before 
the  Law  Officers  of  tho  Crown  and  caused 
an  adverse  judgment  to  their  claims,  ia 
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trae ;  and,  if  so,  does  he  intend  to  persist 
in  refusing  the  claims  of  those  Officers  ? 

Mr.  CORRY  :  Sir,  I  have  myself  ex- 
amined the  Papers  laid  before  the  Law 
Officers  in  1862,  and  I  can  say  that  there 
is  not  the  slightest  foundation  for  the 
statement  that  the  opinion  of  the  Law 
Officers  was  formed  on  a  falsified  copy  of 
the  Order  in  Council  of  1851.  On  the 
contrary,  the  Order  in  Council  of  1851 
was  laid  in  extenso  before  the  Law  Officers 
verbatim  et  literatim,  and  I  cannot  but 
express  my  surprise  that  any  body  of  offi- 
cers could  have  imagined  that  the  Admi- 
ralty would  have  resorted  to  so  unworthy 
nn  expedient  as  that  referred  to  in  the 
Question  of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend. 

REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS.  1868. 
QUESTION. 

Mu.  GK)RST  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  it  is  not  the  duty  of 
the  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  on  or  before  the 
10th  instant,  to  issue  their  Precepts  to  the 
Overseers  of  their  respective  districts,  with 
general  instructions  for  the  proceedings  of 
the  Overseers  in  reference  to  Registration  ; 
and  whether  it  is  possible  to  stop  the 
issue  of  such  Precepts,  or  whether  such 
Precepts  will  have  to  be  hereafter  can- 
celled by  the  subsequent  issue  of  fresh 
Precepts  containing  different  instructions 
to  the  various  Overseers  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  Sir,  in 
answer  to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  can  only  say 
that  there  is  no  power  to  suspend  the 
existing  law,  and  that  the  overseers  will 
have  to  act  in  conformity  with  the  law. 

SUPPLY— THE  DISSOLUTION. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  CHILD£RS  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Por  how  many  months  of  the  present 
financial  year  it  is  intended  to  take  the 
remaining  Votes  in  Supply,  including  those 
to  be  reported  this  day  r 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Since  my  hon.  Friend  put  the 
Question  the  other  night  we  have  had  full 
opportunity  of  considering  the  matter,  and 
"we  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
will  be  our  duty  to  propose  to  the  House 
to  vote  the  Supplies  for  the  whole  year 
And  I  think  that  1  shall  be  able  to  show 
that  if  this  course  be  not  adopted  consider- 
able inconvenience — I  will  not  say  to  the 
Govemment,but  to  the  House  and  the  public 
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service — if  not  embarrassment,  will  arise* 
My  hon.  Friend  when  he  pot  the  Qnestaon 
the  other  night  quoted  what  he  deemed 
the  precedent  of  1841.  Now,  I  thbk, 
after  hearing  the  observations  which  I 
have  to  make,  he  will  be  bound  to  admit, 
first  of  all,  that  the  supposed  precedent 
is  not  applicable ;  and  secondly,  that  if  it 
were,  it  would  not  point  to  the  conclusion 
which  he  has  suggested — namely,  to  take 
the  Votes  for  nine  months.  Now,  whit 
was  the  case  in  1841  ?  It  was  this— the 
Government  proposed  to  take  Supplies  for 
six  months,  and  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition acquiesced  in  that  course,  thou^ 
at  first  he  suggested  that  they  shoold  be 
taken  for  three  months.  Early  in  Jane 
the  Supplies  were  granted  for  four  months 
from  the  time  when  a  dissolution  was  pos- 
sible, and  to  last  for  two  months  after  the 
new  Parliament  could  meet  again.  Now, 
supposing  the  suggestion  made  from  the 
opposite  Bench  were  adopted  —  namely, 
thnt  Supply  should  be  granted  for  nine 
months — that  would  not  be  granting  Sap- 
ply  until  four  months  from  the  time  a 
dissolution  could  occur,  or  two  monthi 
after  the  new  Parliament  could  properly 
assemble.  Therefore,  if  the  precedent 
were  applicable,  it  would  not  point  to  the 
conclusion  of  my  hon.  Friend  and  others; 
but,  further,  I  would  submit  that  the  pre- 
cedent is  not  applicable.  What  was  the 
case  in  1841  ?  The  House  of  Commons 
passed,  by  a  majority  of  1,  the  following 
Resolution : — 

"That  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  do  not  soiB- 
cientljr  possess  the  con&deoco  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  enable  them  to  carry  tbroagfa  the 
House  measures  which  they  deem  of  essential 
importance  to  the  public  welfare  ;  and  that  their 
continuance  in  office,  under  such  circumstances,  ii 
at  Tariance  with  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution." 
— [Soe  3  Bansard,  l?iii.] 

No  such  Resolution,  or  anything  approach- 
ing to  it,  has  been  passed  by  the  present 
House  of  Commons.  It  is  true  the  Go- 
vernment has  been  defeated  on  a  very  im- 
portant question  of  policy  by  a  large  ma- 
jority ;  but,  so  far  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons having  in  consequence  of  that  pro- 
ceeding thought  fit  to  pass  a  Vote  of  Want 
of  Confidence,  it  has  been  with  the  ac- 
quiescence of  the  House  that  the  Govern- 
ment has  proceeded  with  other  measures  of 
importance  in  order  to  enable  it  to  appeal 
to  the  new  constituencies  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible. Now,  what  has  been  the  result  of  our 
proceeding  on  that  understanding  ?  Why, 
that  it  has  been  impossible  for  us  to  have  an 
immediate  dissolution,  unless  we  were  to 
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cause  a  great  amount  of  inconvenience, 
and  without  being  able  to  appeal  to  the 
new  constituencies  aa  we  wish.     There- 
fore, we  have  deferred  recommending  the 
Crown  to  dissolve  the  present  Parliament 
until  the  appeal  could  be  made  to  the  new 
constituencies.   The  state  of  things  is  this. 
A  Keform  Bill  has  been  passed  for  Eng- 
land, but  the  sequel  to  it,  the  Boundary 
Bill,  has  not  yet  been  passed,  and  mea- 
sures for  amending  the  representation  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland  are  still  in  progress. 
Now,  with  regard  to  England  alone,  it  is 
clear  that  there  can  be  no  complete  regis- 
tration of  the  new  constituencies  until  the 
passing  of  the  Boundary  Bill,  for  persons 
will  not  know  for  what  constituency  they 
are  to  claim.  I  do  not  know  whether  hon. 
Members  have  studied  the  subject  of  re- 
gistration as  much  as  it  has  been  my  lot 
to  do.    Three  years  ago   I  succeeded  in 
carrying  a  measure  amending  county  re- 
gistration, and  I  therefore  paid  consider- 
able attention  to   the  matter.     I  was  in 
communication  with  gentlemen  in  all  parta 
of  the  country  as  to  the  alterations  which 
were  required,  and  the  chief  demand  that , 
was  made  was  that  more  time  should  be 
allowed  for  the  different  processes  of  re- 
gistration.    Under  the  existing  law  the 
20th  of  July  is  the  day  for  sending  in 
claims  for  county  votes.     Now,  until  the 
Boundary  Bill  is  passed  persons  living  in 
counties  which  have  been  subdivided  by 
the  Bill  of  last  year   will  not  know  for 
which  division  they  should  claim.     More- 
over, I  think  it  will  be  universally  ad- 
mitted that  the  process  of  registration  is 
one  which  ought  not  to  be  unduly  hurried, 
for  it  would  be  a  farce  to  extend  electoral 
privileges  so  widely  as  we  have  done  and 
then  not  to  allow  persons  a  sufficient  op- 
portunity of  claiming  those  privileges.    It 
is  of  the  greatest  importance  that  there 
should  be  ample  time  for  making  claims, 
and  on  the  other  hand  there  ought  to  be 
a  full    opportunity  for  criticizing   those 
claims,  so  that  persons  not  duly  qualified 
may  be  objected  to.     There  is  first  the  ac- 
tion of  the  parish  officers  to  be  brought 
into  operation,  next  the  action  of  the  Re- 
vising Barristers,  and  lastly  there  is  the 
printing.     Now,  it  is  evident  to  those  ac- 
quainted with  the  subject  that,  whatever 
effort  may  be  made  to  expedite  the  regis- 
tration, it  can  only  bo  done  to  a  very 
limited  extent.     I  can  assure  the  House 
that  it  is  the  earnest  desire  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  it  should  be  expedited  as  much 
M  is  consistent  with  the  convenience  of 


the  electors  and  of  those  concerned  in  tho 
registration  ;  but  there  seems  to  me  no 
reasonable  probability  of  the  new  Parlia- 
ment being  able  to  meet,  except  for  a  very 
short  period,  before  Christmas.  Now,  hon. 
Members   are  aware  that,  owing  to  the 
forms  of  the  House,  a  good  many  days 
must  elapse  after  the  assembling  of  Par- 
liament before  wo  can  go  into  Committee 
of  Supply,  and  I  think  that,  supposing 
everything    favourable  —  supposing  the 
Boundary  Bill  and  the  Irish  and  Scotch 
Reform   Bills  passed  without  any  undue 
delay,  and  supposing  the  House  to  accept 
the  Registration  Bill  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Gathome  Hardy)  is  to  intro- 
duce on  Thursday — I  may  say,  without 
fear  of  contradiction,   that   it  would  be 
what  in  common  parlance  is  called  rather 
fine  steering  to  find  time  before  Christmas, 
after  the  Members  had  been  sworn  in,  and 
after  the  debate,  which  may  be  expected 
to  be  a  rather  lengthy  one,  on  the  Ad- 
dress, to  go  into  Committee  and  vote  the 
rest  of  the  Supplies.     But  suppose,  unfor- 
tunately, we  are  not  able  to  pass  these 
supplementary  measures  in  sufficient  time 
to   allow  the    registration    to   commence 
on  the  20th  of  July,  it  is  obvious  that, 
in   order  to   allow  persons  proper    time 
for    sending    in    claims,    the     date    for 
their  doing  so  must  be   postponed,  and, 
even  though  there  should  be  no  consider- 
able postponement,  I  am  inclined  to  think 
— though  I  give  no  decided  opinion  on  the 
point— -that  tho  new  Parliament  could  not 
meet  before  Christmas.     In   that  event, 
which  I  sincerely  hope  may  not  occur,  it 
might  be  necessary  for  the  present  Parlia- 
ment to  be  called  together  before  Christ- 
mas for  a  supplementary  Session  in  order 
to  vote  the  rest  of  the  Supplies.      Now, 
let  me  put  another  case.     Suppose  that, 
as  I  have  no  doubt  is  confidently  antici- 
pated by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  on  tho 
meeting  of  the  new  Parliament  a  Vote  of 
Want  of  Confidence  or  something  tanta- 
mount to  it  should  be  passed  leading  to  a 
change  of  Government,  considerable  time 
must  obviously  elapse  before  the  new  ar- 
rangements were  completed,  and    much 
embarrassment  might  arise  if  the  Supplies 
had  been  voted  only  up  to  the  end  oi  the 
third  quarter.     Moreover,   I   would   ask 
with  reference  to  the  hon.  Member's  sug- 
gestion, Cut  bono?    In  1841  Sir  Robert 
Peel  expressed  himself  perfectly  satisfied 
with  the  assurance  of  Lord  John  Russell 
that  the  new  Parliament  would  be  called 
together  as  early  as  possible,  and  inter* 
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posed  no  difficulty  in  the  g^nting  of  the 
Supplies  for  the  time  asked  for  by  the 
Ministry;  and  why,  I  would  ask,  should 
the  frank  and  honourable  course  taken  on 
that  occasion  be  departed  from  now  ?  I 
do  not  know  whether  it  is  suggested  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  anxious  to 
postpone  the  meeting  of  the  new  Parlia- 
ment. I  can  assure  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site that  there  exists  on  this  Bench  a 
longing — I  may  say  a  burning  desire — to 
ask  for  the  verdict  of  the  new  Parliament 
and  of  the  country  upon  our  conduct  and 
policy.  The  position  that  we  have  occu- 
pied on  these  Benches  has  been  one  rather 
too  much  for  human  nature  to  bear ;  and 
everything  that  can  be  done  will  be  done 
by  the  Government  in  order  to  expedite 
the  elections  and  the  meeting  of  the  new 
Parliament,  so  that  we  may  be  either  con- 
firmed in  our  tenure  of  Office,  and  may 
feel  that  we  carry  on  the  administration 
of  public  affairs  with  the  confidence  of 
Parliament  and  the  country,  or  else  that  we 
may  retire  from  a  position  which,  as  I 
have  said,  has  been  almost  intolerable. 
With  regard  to  the  Votes  of  Supply  al- 
ready taken,  the  Government  have  no  wish 
to  press  the  Heport,  but  think  it  fair  that 
the  House  should  thoroughly  understand 
our  proposals  as  to  the  registration.  I 
would  therefore  propose  that  the  Report 
should  be  postponed  for  a  week,  that  in 
the  meantime  the  House  may  have  an 
opportunity  of  judging  the  proposals  of 
my  right  hon.  Priend  (the  Home  Secre- 
tary) with  regard  to  the  registration. 

STAMP   DUTY  ON   TUE  TRANSFER  OF 
DEBENTURE  STOCK.— QUESTION. 

Mk.  CHILDEES  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
liVhether  he  is  aware  that  the  Stamp 
Duty  on  the  transfer  of  the  Debenture 
Stock  of  some  of  the  principal  Railway 
Companies  is  %d.  per  cent,  and  in  other 
cases  10«.  per  cent;  and  whether,  consi- 
dering the  large  amount  of  such  Stock 
now  being  created,  he  will  propose  to  Par- 
liament the  imposition  of  a  uniform  Trans- 
fer Duty  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  I  have  only  become  acquainted 
since  the  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend  was 
put  that  there  has  been  inserted  a  provi- 
sion in  two  private  Acts  of  Parliament 
passed  in  1856  and  1861,  by  which  the 
companies  interested  escaped  the  10«. 
duty  for  a  duty  of  ^d.    The  matter  has 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


been  contested  by  the  Inland  Bevenue  in 
a  third  case,  that  of  the  South  Western 
Railway,  and  that  company  has  g;iven  up 
the  claim.  The  provision  crept  into  these 
Acts,  as  provisions  will  sometimes  creep 
into  Acts  that  are  not  public  Acta,  becaose 
they  have  not  been  overlooked  by  the 
pubh'c  authorities.  I  am  glad  my  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  matter,  for 
these  provisions  ought  to  be  repealed.  As 
to  the  alteration  of  the  duty,  I  should 
wish  to  have  further  time  to  consider  it, 
and  if  I  make  a  proposition  I  will  do  so 
in  the  general  measure  passed  every  Ses- 
sion regulating  the  affairs  of  railways. 

REGISTRATION  — TUE    SMALL    TEITB. 
MENTS  ACT— MORNING  SITTINGS. 

QT7E8TIOK8. 

Mr.  THOMSON  HANKEY  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  First  X«ord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether,  in  the  case  of  a  Bo- 
rough of  which  the  Boundary  has  been 
extended  into  an  adjoining  parish  where 
the  Small  Tenements  Act  is  now  in  force, 
and  in  which  many  of  the  persons  aboat 
to  be  enfranchised  under  the  Bill  of  1867 
have  not  been  separately  rated  on  account 
of  the  Small  Tenements  Act  being  in 
force,  the  Government  will  introduce  t 
provision  to  enable  such  persons  to  be 
placed  on  the  register  so  as  to  Tote  at  the 
next  Election  ? 

He  also  wished  to  know.  Whether,  a 
morning  sitting  having  been  fixed  for  to- 
morrow at  twelve  o'clock,  the  arrange- 
ment made  last  year,  by  which  the  sitting 
commenced  at  two  and  was  suspended 
from  seven  till  nine,  has  been  abandoned  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  the  arrangement 
for  the  morning  sitting  to-morrow  is  one 
which  stands  apart,  and  I  will  give  the 
House  an  opportunity,  if  we  have  further 
morning  sittings,  of  deciding  whether  the 
course  pursued  last  year  should  be  adhered 
to.  With  regard  to  the  other  Question  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  recently  stated,  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cheltenham 
(Mr.  Schreiber),  that  I  would  bring  up  a 
clause  on  the  Keport  of  the  Boundary  Bill. 
It  has  been  drawn,  and  I  will  place  it  on 
the  table,  so  that  it  may  be  adopted  at  the 
earliest  period. 

PARTY  PROCESSIONS   ACT   (IRELAND). 

QUESTION. 

Lord  EDWIN  HILL-TREVOR  said, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Londonderry  Coanty,  Whether  ha  intendi 
to  proceed  this  Sesaion  with  the  Bill  of 
which  he  hat  given  notice  for  the  repe&l  of 
the  Party  Procewiona  Aot  (Ireland)  ? 

8iK  FREDERICK  HEYGATE  replied, 
that  in  consequence  of  the  presanre  of 
public  Bueineu  ho  did  not  intend  to  perte- 
vere  with  the  moaiure. 


Appended  to  that  was  a  deularation  eigiied 

by  the  prisoner,  wherein  be  entered  into  a 

solemn  engagement  not  to  take  part  in  any 

treasonable  proceedinga  in  fiitare  against 

the  Q,ueen,  and  also  admitted  that  be  did 

engage  in  that  piratical  enterprise  known 

I  as  the  Jockmel   Eipedition.     He   could 

I  only  add  that  in  this  instance  the  de-^ 

!  menoy  of  the  Crown  had  been  very  ill- 

IRELAND— ALLEOKD   BRIBE  TO  A     |  requited  by  a  pardoned  prisoner,  who  im- 

FENIAN.— QUESTION.  !  mediately  upon  his  orrl7«l  in  New  York 

Sib  PREDEEICK  HEYGATE  said,  he  \  had  engaged  in  so  gross  an  act  of  peijury. 

wished    to   ask  the   Chief   Secretary  for 

Ireland,  "Whether  there  Is   any  troth  in'  AMENDED  BOUNDARY  PLANS. 

the  etalements,  copied    from  the   WetUy ,  HUesxiok. 

Newt  newspaper  by  the  Irish  correspon- 
dent of  The  Times  of  the  Ist  of  June  to 

Ih.  .Sect  that  tl.e  Cro»n  SolLsilor,  Mr.    j,  ,v|,,n„  j,  „„,  ,„, 

S.  L.  Anderson,  offered  John  P.  Murray  ■  „,.„„,-,,  „»    ■  ■      j:,„„(:„„„  r„ 
£100  steriing  with  «  fWpmm«nt  .it.„B.    Pfopnety  of  giv>ng  directions  for 


Mb.  WALBEGRAVE-LE8LIE  eaid,  he 
'ould  beg  to  ask  tbc  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  will  consider  the 


tiuu  swri.ng  witn  a  uoverameni  siiua-  ,  'j^;,^  of  the  Boundaries  of  those  boroughs 
l.on  in  Ireland  or  the  Colonies,  provided    ^^  ^^^^^   ^^^    g^j^^^   Con.mittee   of  this 


0  have  advised  the 


idification  being 
woma  conv.cj  uoionei  r.ag,e  ana  ine  oiner  ,  ,^^^  j^  ^^^  ^.^  ^j  ^^^  j,^^^^  ^^^  ^^^ 
pnsoners  of  the  so-called  Jackmel  Eipe-  ^^^^^^j^.^^^  ^^  jj^^J^^^ , 


.  DISRAELI  said,  in  reply,  that  he 
1  would  consider  whether  amended  plai 


that  he  would  give  such  information 
would  convict  Colonel  Nagle  and  the  otbi 
prisonei 
dition  ? 

The  EiBL  of  MAYO  replied,  that  ther 
was   no  truth  in  the   statement   referred  1  ^^^  b^^^j^ries  of  those  boroughs  of  which 

*";u\'^"°^'   rT'^^""     .T"lthe  Select  Committee  had   advised    the 
oath  before  a  public  functio"""  ■*  "'""' 
York,  he  wished  in  justice 
derson  to  read  a  letter  which  that  gentle- 
man bad  addressed  to  him.     It  was  a: 
follows: — 

"Lbw  Department,  Dubim  Cnitlo,  Mnj  30 


oath  before  a  public  functionary  at  S^w  |  ^^^jg^^;^^  ^^^^I^  ^^^  ^^     1^^^^  i^  j,^^ 
York,  he  wished  in  justice   to    Mr.  An-    Library  of  the  House. 


16M. 
"  Mj  Lord, — Referring  to  tlie  nrtiols  in  thia 
dajt'i  Natiim  newtpaper.in  whieh  nppoari  >  oopjr 
of  in  alleged  afOdavit  of  one  Joliu  P.  Muroj, 
aliai  John  Cade,  reoentlj  a  priaoncr  in  Kilmain- 
hini  Gu>l,  stating  that  previouilj  to  hie  reienie  1 
o&red  him  £100,  vith  a  Government  ailuation, 
prorided  bo  gare  eunh  inrormation  aa  <rould  con- 
vict Colonel  Nagle  and  other*.  I  beg  leavo  to 
aequainC  joa.  for  the  informalion  of  his  Excel- 
lency, that  one  of  those  '  Jackmel '  prisonora  who 
were  arrested  in  DungnrTon  gare  his  name  as 
John  Cade,  and  was  discharged  on  tiie  3rd  of 
llareh  laiC,  baring  signed  a  paper  expressing  hii 
regret  for  baling  been  engaged  in  '  the  treasonab' 
expedition  ooininonl)>  known  hi  tha  Jnokmel  E^ 
pedltton,'  and  undercaking  Dot  M  join  in  future  in 
>B]r  treasonable  proceedings  against  the  Queen : 
that  I  DGTer  bad  an  interview  with  thi*  prisoner, 
that  1  Dcrer  to  raj  knowledge  spoke  to  him,  that 
I  never  dircctlj  or  indirectij'  made 
to  him  to  beeome  a  witness,  and  that  I 
offered  any  prisoner  or  an;  other  person  £lOO 


ATTEMPTED   ASSASSINATION   OF   TUB 
DUKE  OF  EDINBURGH.— QUESTION. 
KIk.  VERNER  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  tbc  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther ho  has  seen  a  statement  in  the  news- 
paper of  the  bon.  Member  for  Kilkenny 
(Sir  John  Gray)  to  the  effect  that  the  British 
Government  had  ample  knowledge  of  the 
fact  that  the  unfortunate  man   who  had 
attempted    to    assassinate    tbc    Duke  of 
Edinburgh  was  not  only  insane  at  the  time, 
hut  bad   been  insane  for  a  considerablo 
__  period  proviously;  and,  whether  any  steps 

treasonable  will  bo  taken  lo  guard  the  peasantry  of 
Ireland  against  the  circulation  of  sucli 
scandalous  libels? 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  have  not  seen 

_  _ the  statement  in  the  paper  of  the    hon. 

liy  mndo  nnj  proposal ,  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Sir  Jobn  Gray),  but  I 
have  seen  some  newspaper  atalcBieuts  of 
that  kind,  ^o  information  of  that  dcscrip- 


anf  other  sum,  or  anj  induoement  wbateve 

Tided  ho  gave  such  infortoation  as  wouid  ouin'ui.    „    ,  ■     ,  ■    r 

Colonel  Nagle  or  anj  other  prisoner,  or  provided  j  pad  we  received  informati 

he  would  give  evidence  against  anji  person.  ''  ""■  *'"''  *' ""*  ■'  — ''•- 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  he,  mj  Lord,  jour  Lord- 
ihip'l  obedient  Servant, 

Sahuil  Lai  AimaBso:!. 
"  The  Bigbt  Hon.  the  Chief  SeoreUrj,  ka., 
Dnblin  Coeile," 


niint  '''"'^  ^^^  been  transmitted  to  us  at  any  time. 
of  that  kiod. 
if  we  had  thought  it  authentic,  of  course  it 
I  would  have  been  our  duty  to  act  upon  it ; 
I  but  the  Government  have  no  reason  to 
I  believe  that  the  assassin  of  tho  Duke  of 
'  Edinburgh  was  iasaoc. 
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ELECTRIC  TELEGRAPHS  BILL. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  to-morrow  the  in- 
formation ordered  to  be  famished  as  to  the 
length  of  Telegraph  and  number  of  Sta- 
tions connected  with  the  Railways  in  this 
country  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  in  reply,  that  no  Notice  having 
been  given  of  the  Question,  he  was  unable 
to  answer  it. 

Mr.  bright  said,  that  in  the  Report 
by  Mr.  Scudamore,  which  had  been  laid 
upon  the  table,  a  good  deal  was  said  about 
the  telegraphs  in  Belgium  and  Switzer- 
land, lie  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
Qovernment  had  any  information  regarding 
the  telegraphs  in  the  United  States,  which 
were  on  a  much  more  extensive  scale  than 
in  those  small  countries,  and  regarding 
which  a  great  deal  of  experience  might  be 
obtained,  enabling  the  House  to  determine 
the  questions  raised  in  the  Bill  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  had  seen  no  statement  on 
the  subject  of  the  telegraphs  in  the  United 
States. 

PARLIAMENTARY    REFORM- 
REPRESENTATION  OF  TEE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL— [Bill  20.] 
( Th€  Lord  Advocate,  Mr^  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Sir  James  Fergtuson.) 

committer.     [Progress,  28th  Maff.]       . 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(lu  the  Committee.) 

Clause  6  (Restriction  on  Number  of 
Votes  in  City  of  Glasgow). 

Mr.  GRAHAM  :  Sir,  I  cannot  allow 
this  clause  to  pass  without  renewing  mj 
earnest  protest  against  the  principle  which 
it  embodies.  It  was,  however,  not  to  be 
expected  that  the  Government  would  treat  a 
constituency  so  thoroughly  Liberal  as  Glas- 
gow with  any  great  favour — scarcely  even 
with  fairness.  The  City  of  Glasgow  has,  in  re- 
ality, been  denied  its  legitimate  share  in  the 
increased  representation  given  to  Scotland. 
In  proportion  to  the  whole  representation  of 
Scotland,  Glasgow  was  fully  entitled  to  nine 
Members ;  and  in  view  of  the  burgh  popula- 
tion of  Scotland  alone,  it  might  claim  ten. 
With  reference  to  the  representation  of 
the  large  boroughs  of  England,  Glasgow  is 
at  least  entitled  to  five  Members.    Rela- 


tively to  Manchester  and  Salford  we  might 
claim   five  Members.      In    proportion   to 
Leeds,  with  less  than  half  oar  population, 
we  are  entitled  to  at  least  six.     The  only 
cases  of  an  opposite  nature  which  can  be 
found  are  those  of  the  metropolia  and  of 
Liverpool — if  Liverpool  be  indeed  to  be 
regarded   as  wholly  apart   from    Birken- 
head.     It   must  be   rememberedy   more- 
over, that  the  proportion  of  borough  repre- 
sentation in  England  is  very  much  greater 
than  in  Scotland ;   and  therefore,  if  any 
difference  at  all  was  to  bo  made  in  the 
representation,  it  ought   to  have  been  ia 
the  way  of  giving  the  boroughs  a  larger 
rather  than  a  smaller  share.    %at  I  do  not 
blome  the  Government  too  scYerelj  for  hav- 
ing treated  this  matter  from  a  party  point 
of  view.     There  can  be  no  doubt  that  this 
ingenious  arrangement  of    three-cornered 
constituencies  was  introduced  into  the  Bill 
of  last  year  as  a  last  desperate  expedient 
to    resist  the   progress  of  those   Liberal 
opinions  which   hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
regard  with  an  alarm  so  unworthy  of  their 
intelligence.     I  believe  that  it  is  likely  to 
be  entirely  a  failure.    The  general  opinion, 
so  far  as  I  can  hear,  is  that  it  will  lead  to 
great   confusion.     Those  who    introduced 
this    ingenious    scheme  hare   left   out  a 
very   important   element  in    the   calcula- 
tion— namely,  tliat  there  are  in   all  these 
important  constituencies,  not,  as  they  as- 
sume,   one    minority,    but   two    or   more 
minorities;  and  it  is  to  the  most  energetic 
and    resolute    of    those    minorities    that 
the  share  of  the  representation   provided 
by  such  a  clause  as  this  will  fall.     Tory- 
ism, as  a  political  creed,  hardly  exists  in 
Glasgow  ;  but  there  are  men  holding  the 
most   extremo   opinions    in    the    opposite 
direction.      There  are  many  members  of 
trades   unions   who  will    make    their  in- 
fluence subservient  to  the  interests  of  their 
society.     There  are  also  a  large  number 
of  Roman  Catholics— upwards  of  100,000 
— in  Glasgow,  and  less  than  10,000  Con- 
servatives.     Instead    of   a    Conservative 
candidate  being  returned  for  Glasgow,  we 
may   therefore   have   a   man   of   extreme 
political  opinions,  with  the  support  of  the 
trades  unions  ;    or,   not  improbably,  one 
selected    by  the  Irish  Roman   Catholics. 
My   personal    knowledge  of    Manchester 
leads  me  to  the  opinion  that  something  of 
the  same  kind  will  occur  there  also ;  for 
trades  union  opinions  and  the  Irish  cle- 
ment are  both  very  strong  in  that  consti- 
tuency.    Such  a  result  would  be  indeed  a 
strange  comment  on  the  efforts  of  the  noble 
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Lord  who  introduced  ibis  Amendment^ 
himself  a  Conservative  and  an  Orangeman, 
if  this  debated  principle  should  be  the  means 
of  introducing  into  this  House  a  minority 
representation  on  the  one  hand  of  nomi- 
nees of  trades  unions,  and  on  the  other 
hand  of  Roman  CAtholics.  As,  however, 
from  what  has  occurred  in  this  House,  I 
know  it  is  hopeless  to  attempt  to  strike 
out  the  clause,  I  shall  content  myself  with 
protesting  against  it,  and  with  appealing 
to  the  Parliament  of  the  future. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  23  (Places  for  the  Election  and 
Returning  Officers  for  new  Constituencies). 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  moved  to  in- 
sert at  page  10,  Clause  23,  lino  4,  after 
•*  thereof,"  the  words — 

'*  And  the  Writ  for  the  Election  of  the  Member 
for  the  ooanties  of  Peebles  and  Selkirk  shall  be 
addressed  to  the  Sheriff  of  the  county  of  Peebles, 
and,  until  otherwise  directed  bj  Parliament,  shall 
be  proclaimed  at  the  bargh  of  Peebles." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  41  (Appointment  of  Boundary 
Commissioners.) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he  did 
not  know  whether  it  would  be  necessary  to 
have  Boundary  Commissioners  for  Scot- 
land ;  and  if  it  were  regular  he  should 
wish  to  have  that  clause  still  further  post- 
poned until  the  Committee  had  gone 
through  the  schedule. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
he  had  on  several  occasions  drawn  the  at- 
tention of  the  Government  to  this  important 
subject.  His  own  opinion  had  been  that 
these  Commissioners  might  have  been  ap- 
pointed and  might  have  proceeded  with 
their  labours  pending  the  passing  of  the 
Reform  Bill  through  Parliament.  This 
had  not  been  done ;  but  he  tiiought  the 
subject  too  important  to  be  lost  sight  of 
altogether.  Ho  gave  the  learned  Lord 
Advocate  notice  that  when  they  came  to 
the  question  of  Glasgow  he  should  certainly 
desire  to  lay  before  the  House  the  reasons 
why  he  thought  the  boundaries  of  that  bo- 
rough would  require  mature  consideration, 
lie  would,  however,  in  the  meantime  acqui- 
esce in  the  proposal  of  the  Government, 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  there 
was  no  wish  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  avoid  having  recourse  to  a  Boundary 
Commission  ;  and  if  it  were  deemed  requi« 
site  he  should  be  prepared  to  nominate 
certain  gentlemen  as  Commissioners.  It 
might,  howeveri  be   the  best  course  to 


strike  out  that  clause  in  the  meantime, 
reserving  the  liberty  of  bringing  up  a  new 
clause  on  the  Report. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  that  some  of 
the  boundaries  in  Scotland  required  recti- 
fication. 

Clause  struck  out. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  next  moved  to 
insert  the  following  clause  after  Clause  1 : — 

(Application  of  Act.) 

**  2.  This  Act  shall  apply  to  Scotland  oaly,  ex- 
cept in  so  far  as  it  provides  that  certain  boroughs 
in  England  shall  cease  to  return  Members  to 
serve  in  Parliament." 

As  originally  drawn,  the  Bill  applied  to 
Scotland  only;  but  in  consequence  of  a 
Resolution  to  which  the  House  had  come, 
it  was  necessary  to  make  the  alteration 
which  he  now  moved. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  brought  up 
a  clause  (Lodger  Franchise  for  voters  in 
Burghs)  which  he  proposed  to  insert  after 
Clause  3 — 
(Lodger  franchise  for  voters  in  burghs.) 
4.  Every  man  shall  in  and  after  the  year  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty-eight,  be  en- 
titled to  be  registered  as  a  voter,  and,  when  regis- 
tered, to  vote  for  a  member  or  members  to  serve 
in  Parliament  for  a  burgh,  who  is  qualified  as  fol- 
lows (that  is  to  say) : — 

1 .  Is  of  full  age  and  not  subject  to  any  legal 
incapacity  ;  and 

2.  As  a  lodger  has  occupied  in  the  same  burgh 
separately,  and  as  sole  tenant  for  the  twelve 
months  preceding  the^laat  day  of  July  in  any 
year  the  same  lodgings,  such  lodgings  being 
part  of  one  and  the  same  dwelling-house,  and 
of  a  clear  yearly  value,  if  lot  unfurnished,  of 
ten  pounds  or  upwards ;  and 

3.  Has  resided  in  such  lodgings  during  the 
twelve  months  immediately  preceding  the  last 
day  of  July,  and  has  claimed  to  be  registered 
as  a  voter  at  the  next  ensuing  registration  of 
voters. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  that  the  clause 
would  have  the  effect  of  restricting  the 
existing  lodger  franchise  in  Scotland,  as 
lodgers  occupying  premises  at  £10  a  year 
had,  in  the  majority  of  cases,  been  held  to 
be  entitled  to  a  vote. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  he  had 
stated  his  own  opinion  to  be  favourable  to 
the  view  adopted  by  the  majority  of  the 
sheriffs — namely,  that  lodgers  occupying 
premises  which,  without  reference  to  furni- 
ture, brought  £10  rent  per  annum,  were  at 
present  entitled  to  be  put  upon  the  register. 
He  had  taken  this  clause  from  the  very 
words  of  the  English  Act,  with  the  view, 
not  of  excluding  from  the  franchise  any 
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persons  whom  the  Scotch  Reform  Act  of 
1832  intended  should  have  it,  but  of  re- 
moving any  doubt  which  might  exist. 

Mr.  M*LAREN  sold,  he  thought  the 
vrords  requiring  a  continuous  residence  "in 
the  same  lodgings/'  would  have  a  disfran- 
chising effect. 

Mr.  MONCREIFF  said,  that  if  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
interfere  with  the  lodger  franchise  existing 
under  the  old  law,  that  intention  should  be 
more  clearly  expressed  than  it  was  in  the 
clause. 

Mr.  ELLICE  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
operation  of  the  clause  would  not  be  to 
disfranchise  persons  who,  as  matters  now 
stood,  were  entitled  to  vote. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  pointed  out 
that  it  would  lia?e  no  such  effect,  inasmuch 
as  in  the  48tli  section  of  the  Bill  (General 
Saving  Clause)  it  was  distinctly  declared 
that  the  new  franchises  to  be  conferred  by 
it  were  not  in  substitution  for,  but  in  ad- 
dition to,  the  old  franchises. 

Clause  hroiighi  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

On  Motion,  '<  That  the  Clause  be  read 
tho  second  time," 

Mb.  M*LAREN  moved  to  omit  the 
words  "  the  same,"  with  the  view  of  in- 
serting other  words  in  the  clause  expressly 
entitling  a  lodger  otherwise  duly  qualified 
to  vote,  although  he  might  have  occupied 
not  the  same,  but  different  lodgings  during 
the  prescribed  period. 

Mb.  CRAUFURD  said,  that  the  clause 
would  have  the  effect  of  disfranchising 
persons  who  had  a  vote,  because  in  Scot- 
land lodgers  were  treated  as  householders. 
Some  of  the  sheriffs  had  held  that  lodgers 
were  not  included  in  tho  Reform  Act  of 
1832,  but  the  mnjority  held  that  they  were. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  that  in  the  Eng- 
lish Bill  the  lodger  franchise  was  made  to 
bo  dependent  on  the  occupation  of  the 
same  lodgings,  and  he  did  not  know  any 
reason  why  that  principle  should  not  apply 
to  Scotland.  There  would  be  a  difficulty 
in  identifying  a  lodger  for  tho  purposes  of 
the  franchise  unless  he  occupied  the  same 
lodgings. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  that  if  some  such 
Amendment  as  that  which  he  had  moved 
were  not  adopted  the  result  would  be  the 
disfranchisement  in  many  cases  of  persons 
in  Scotland  who  now  enjoyed  the  right  of 
voting.  The  case  of  England  was  entirely 
different,  because  in   England   no  lodger 

The  Lord  Advocate 


franchiie  existed  previoos  to  the  pasting  of 
the  Act  of  last  Session. 

Mr.  MONCREIFF  said,  that  aceord- 
ing  to  the  present  law  in  Scotland,  a 
lodger  occupying  premises  of  the  required 
value  successively  was  entitled  to  vote.  It 
was  proposed  by  the  clause  under  dis- 
cussion, however,  that  in  order  to  be  so 
entitled  a  man  must  occapj  the  **  same  " 
premises  ;  and  he  should  like  to  know  which 
of  those  two  regulations  was  to  prevail  in 
the  future. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  the  two  pro- 
visions clearly  clashed. 

Mr.  BOUYERIE  said,  he  was  afraid 
that  he  had  been  the  means  of  leading  tba 
Lord  Advocate  into  the  labyrinth  in  which 
he  found  himself;  but  he  would  suggest,  ai 
a  solution  of  the  difficulty,  the  hringing  up 
on  tho  Report  of  a  declaratory  clause  pro- 
viding that  the  law  under  the  old  Act 
should  apply  to  the  new  £10  lodgers. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  that 
as  the  Government  had  no  intention  to  dis- 
franchise any  of  those  electors  who  bad 
hitherto  enjoyed  the  right  to  vote,  he  had 
no  objection  to  any  alteration  in  the  clause 
being  made  which  might  be  deemed  neces- 
sary to  secure  that  right. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  he  thought  tba 
Lord  Advocate  would  feel  that  the  matter 
was  80  trifling  as  not  to  be  worth  wasting 
time  about. 

Words,  **  The  same  lodgings,  such," 
struck  out, 

i      Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  be  added 
!  to  the  Bill. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  moved  to 
insert  a  new  clause,  Clause  C  (Provision 
for  claims  by  persons  improperly  or  erro- 
neously exempted  from  the  payment  of 
poor  rates)  to  follow  Clause  17. 

Mr.  AYTOUN  said,  ho  wished  to  know 
whether  persons  who  were  exempted  by 
the  parochial  Boards  would  be  placed  in  a 
position  of  disadvantage  as  compared  tvith 
others  in  having  to  recover  their  privilege 
of  voting  through  a  process  of  appeal, 
which  he  presumed  would  be  somewhat 
expensive. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  that  the 
clause  gave  the  only  remedy  possible. 
Under  the  Poor  Law  Act,  tho  parochial 
Boards  had  power  to  exempt  persons  from 
the  payment  of  poor  ratos  on  the  ground  of 
poverty  only ;  but  it  was  too  often  the 
practice  of  the  Boards  to  exempt  whole 
classes  under  a  certain  rental  for  the  pur- 
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pose  of  saving  tho  cost  of  collection. 
Under  the  proposed  clause  if  any  persons 
were  excluded  from  the  franchise  by  an 
erroneous  decision  on  that  point  they  would 
have  the  power  of  claiming  to  be  entered 
on  the  register  of  voters. 

Mr.  MONCREIFF  said,  he  thought 
that  great  confusion  would  arise  from  the 
proposed  clause.  Many  nice  nnd  difficult 
questions  would  crop  up  immediately  after 
tho  first  registration,  and  every  sheriff 
might  vary  in  his  decision  on  these  points. 
If  the  parocliial  Boards  had  not  the  power 
to  exempt  from  payment  of  rates  all  oc- 
cupiers under  a  certain  low  rental  they 
ought  to  have  it,  for  the  amount  collected 


burgh  that  if  they  had  not  proceeded  in 
the  work  for  the  last  two  months  as  if  the 
new  Reform  Act  had  passed,  they  would 
not  have  been  able  to  complete  it  even  by 
that  time.  He  had  done  everything  in  his 
power  to  bring  about  an  earlier  completion 
of  the  registration^  but  it  had  been  found 
impossible. 

Mr.  MONCREIFF  suggested  that  tho 
appeal  should  be  dispensed  with  altogether 
for  this  year,  to  enable  registration  to 
occur  more  rnpidly. 

Mr.  M*LAREN  said,  he  thought  the 
process  might  have  been  still  further  ex- 
pedited by  requiring  the  Judges  of  the 
Supreme  Court  to  sit  on  the  16th  of  Oc« 


would  not  be  worth  the  cost  and  trouble  tobor  as  an  appeal  court.     There  would 

of  collection.  be  very  few  appeals. 

Mr.  M*LAREN  said,   the  clause  was  The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  that  a 
useful  as  far  as  it  went,  but  he  was  of  clause  had  been  introduced  expressly  with 
opinion  that  parochial  Boards  should  not  the   view,   if  necessary,  of  the  court  ap- 
have  the  power  to  exempt  whole  classes,  pointing  Judges  to  meet  during  the  vaca« 
The  Poor  Law  Guardians  who  were  as*  tion  for  the  purpose  of  disposing  of  regis- 
sessed  at  a  high  figure  could  not  be  ex-  tration  appeals, 
pected  to  have  much  sympothy  with   the  Clause  added  to  the  Bill, 
poorer  classes.     He  would  suggest  the  ex-  _,       ,  /x,^,^    .  -^^rr^r^  *  r«T,      .  i  i 
pediency    of    withdrawing    the    proposed  ^he  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  ho  pro- 
clause  and  bringing  up  a  new  one  on  the  P^'?^   *^  J"*®'*  *   »?"®f  °^  "^'^  .^^^^''^.^ 
Report,   for  the  rule  with   regard  to  the  *^^^\"?  reference  to  elections  for  theUni- 
exemption   from   the    payment    of    rates  ^^rsities.    He  moved  that  Clause  A  (Fran- 
varied  in  the  Scotch  burghs.  ±'^^  for  Universities)  be  inserted  before 

°  Clause  37  as  follows  :-* 

Clause  agreed  to,  ,.  Every  person  whose  name  is  for  the  time 

Thb  lord    ADVOCATE    proposed   a  being  on  the  register,  made  up  in  terms  of  the 

1          A    r  II       ni           OA /AW       X*  provisions  hereinafter  set  forth,  of  the  General 

new  clause  to  follow  Clause  20  (Alteration  ^^^n^ii  of  any  one  of  the  Universities  of  Scotland 

of  Dates  respecting  Register)  the  object  of  shall,  if  of  full  age,  and  not  subject  to  any  legal 

which  was  to  alter  certain  dates  in  the  pre*  incapacity,  be  entitled  to  vote  in  the  election  of  a 

parationoflhe  Register  of  Voters  in  burghs  Member  to  serve  in  any  future  Parliament  for 

as  provided    bv  the  19  &  20    VicL  c.  58.  »«ol>  University  in  terms  of  this  Act." 

The  alteration  was  rendered  necessary  by  He  did  not  anticipate  that  there  would  be 

the  increase  in  the  number  of  voters  pro*  much  objection  to  the  clause.     One  or  two 

Tided  by  this  Bill  ?  objections  had  been  intimated,    to  which 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said,  he  would  givo  attention  as  they  arose. 

1)0  wished  to  know  how  it  would  be  pos-  Hr.  WALDEGRAVE-LESLIE  moved 

sible  to  do  all  the  work  in  the  time  which  an  Amendment  requiring  that  every  per- 

was  to  be  allotted  ?  son  whose  name  was  on  the  register  should 

Mb.   CRAUFURD  said,  he  wished  to  be   furnished  with  a  certificate  to  entitle 

know  why  they  could  not  let  the  registra-  him  to  vote.     The  certificate  should  state 

tion  commence  on  the  15th  of  August,  and  his  name  at  full  length,  designation,  quali- 

finish  so  much  earlier  ?  fication,  and  ordinary  place  of  residence. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he  an-  The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  he  did 

ticipated  that  the  register  would  be  com-  not  think  this  at  all  necessary,  and  it  would 

pleted  before  the   sheriff  by  tho  31st  of  interpose  considerable  difficulties  in  the  way 

October.  The  arrangement  had  been  made  of  the  University  franchise.     It  would  re- 

not   on  his   own   responsibility,   but  after  quire  that  they  should  furnish  to  each  olec- 

consulting  the   parties  who  would  be  en-  tor  a  diploma  —     [Mr.  Waldeorate- 

gaged  in  the  completion  of  the  register  Leslie  :  A3ertificate.]     Well,  a  certificate, 

for  Glasgow  and  Edinburgh.     Thej  could  stating  his  name  and  residence.     I  hardly 

not  undertake  to  complete  it  earlier  than  think  that  is  required.     It  will  be  enough 

tho  day  named.  He  had  heard  from  Edin*  to  know  the  voter's  residence  at  the  time 
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he  comcB  to  vote.  The  plan  suggested 
would  diminish  the  number  of  voters  and 
cause  considerable  expense  to  the  Univer- 
sity, and  I  think  the  clause  is  better  with- 
out it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraticn. 
Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  proposed  a 
new  clause  (Clause  B,  Qualifications  for 
Members  of  General  Councils). 

Mr.  MONCREIFF  said,  he  wished  to 
have  some  general  explanation  of  these 
clauses. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he 
thought  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  pretty  well  in  possession  of  the  terms  of 
the  clauses,  of  which  he  had  given  him  a 
copy  some  days  before  placing  them  on  the 
Notice  Paper.  The  clauses  had  also  been 
adjusted  with  the  approval  of  the  Univer- 
sities. The  only  point  on  which  he  thought 
any  question  could  arise  was  that  as  to  the 
delivery  of  voting  papers. 

Mr.  MONCREIFF  said,  he  did  not 
intend  to  make  any  complaint  as  to  want 
of  notice  ;  but  the  clauses  were  consider- 
ably involved.  Did  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  intend  to  adhere  to  the  whole  of 
these  clauses,  or  would  he  adopt  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  (Mr.  Moncreiff) 
had  given  notice  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  that 
although  the  practice  was  to  take  Amend- 
ments on  each  clause  as  they  arose,  he  had 
no  objection  to  say  he  would  adopt  the 
Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  The  time  provided  for  (he  comple- 
tion of  registration  in  all  other  cases  was  the 
dlst  of  October  ;  but  it  so  happened  that  an 
election  of  some  interest — namely,  that  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  University  of  Edin- 
burgh, would  occur  on  the  30th  of  October. 
The  Statutory  Council  would  meet  on  that 
day,  and  the  proposition  of  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  that  the  register  should 
for  that  purpose  be  completed  by  the  25th 
of  October.  Now  this  was  certainly  going 
a  little  out  of  the  way  from  the  ordinary 
course;  but  he  had  no  objection  to  adopt 
the  Amendment  that  the  registration  should 
be  completed  by  the  21st  of  October,  in- 
stead of  the  28th,  and  be  authenticated  by 
the  Vice  Chancellor  on  the  25th  instead  of 
the  31st  of  October.  It  had  been  sug- 
gested that  this  postponement  should  be 
continued  in  future  years;  but  fpm  com- 
munications he  had  rcceivedi  he  was  led  to 
believe  that  such  an  alteration  would  be 
extremely  inconvenient  to  the  University 
authorities. 

The  Lord  Advocate 


Mr.  MONCREIFF  said,  he  eould  see 
no  reason  at  all  why  an  election,  which  did 
not  depend  upon  the  same  framework  or 
machinery,  should  be  obliged  to  follow  the 
same  practice  as  others.  There  could  be 
no  difficulty  in  making  up  the  register  at 
any  period. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  C  (Registration  Book  to  be 
kept),  and  D  (Registrar  to  enter  names 
therein),  agreed  to. 

Clause  E  (Preparation  of  first  Register 
under  this  Act — Revision  by  Registrar 
and  Assistant  Registrars — Authenticatioa 
by  the  Vice  Chancellor — Register  to  be 
conclusive). 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  Uni- 
versity elections  took  place  in  Octob<^r, 
whereas  the  register  would  not  be  completed 
till  November.  He  thought  it  desirable 
that  the  election  should  take  place  when 
the  register  was  fresh,  rather  than  when  it 
was  exhausted,  or  about  to  expire.  It 
would  be  better  either  that  the  registration 
should  be  completed  earlier,  or  that  the 
elections  should  be  delayed  till  November. 

Mr.  MONCREIFF  thanked  the  Lord 
Advocate  for  having  accepted  part  of  his 
suggestion,  but  was  at  a  loss  to  know  why, 
in  future  years  also,  the  register  coald 
not  be  made  up  in  October  instead  of 
November. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he  had 
received  a  communication  that  day  from  a 
gentleman  who  took  an  interest  in  these 
matters  ;  and  he  was  led  to  infer  that  there 
would  be  some  difficulty  in  the  preparation 
in  October  for  elections  in  the  month  of 
November.  The  registrar  would  be  em- 
ployed in  making  up  the  register  in  the 
month  of  October  ;  and  his  attention  would 
bo  disturbed  if  a  poll  was  demanded,  and 
lie  had  to  issue  circulars.  There  were 
different  dates  for  the  meetings  of  the 
Councils.  In  Aberdeen  ond  in  Edinburgh 
those  meetings  were  held  at  any  period  in 
October  ;  in  Glasgow,  in  tho  last  week  ia 
October,  or  the  Grst  in  November;  and  ia 
St.  Andrews,  in  November.  This,  how- 
ever, was  a  matter  which  might  be  allowed 
to  remain  over  until  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  was  brought  up,  which  would 
give  time  for  further  consideration. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  down  to  Clause  N,  inclusivCi 
agreed  to. 

Clause  0  (Polling  at  University  Elcc* 
tions). 
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Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  moved  to 
insert  the  following  words  after  "  Voting 
papers/'  in  Article  4,  line  4 — 

**  Except  BO  much  of  the  said  Aot  as  requires 
that  the  voting  paper  shall  he  personally  delivered 
by  a  Member  of  Council  who  shall  make  attesta- 
tion of  his  personal  acquaintance  with  the  voter, 
and  his  knowledge  of  the  signature." 

If  the  terms  of  the  English  Act  upon  this 
point  were  adopted  in  the  Scotch  Reform 
Bill,  half,  if  not  more  than  half,  of  those 
who  formed  the  University  constituency 
would  be  disfranchised.  There  was  always 
a  large  number  of  residents  at  the  English 
Universities  who  could  authenticate  the 
signatures  to  the  voting  papers  ;  but  in  the 
Scotch  Universities  undergraduates  did  not 
form  such  intimate  acquaintance  with  each 
other  as  in  this  country,  and  in  most  in- 
stances  towards  the  end  of  the  year  they 
were  scattered  all  over  the  British  Empire. 
The  voters  would  be  virtually  confined  to  a 
small  number  of  residents,  unless  some 
such  alteration  as  he  proposed  were  made. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  that 
the  Bill,  as  originally  framed,  contained  no 
Buch  provision  as  the  one  under  considera- 
tion. It  was,  however,  thought  better  to 
assimilate  the  system  of  voting  in  the 
Scotch  Universities  to  that  which  prevailed 
in  the  English  Universities,  and  the  provi- 
sions existing  in  England  with  regard  to 
voting  papers  were  adopted  in  the  lump. 
He  would  remind  the  Committee  that  last 
year  the  principle  embodied  in  the  clause 
he  now  proposed  was  applied  to  the  London 
University,  which  has  no  resident  students, 
and  where  the  constituency  is,  perhaps,  less 
connected  with  the  University  than  the 
students  of  the  Scotch  Universities  are 
with  their  Universities  ;  but  he  was  inclined 
to  think  that,  probably,  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  require  that  the  Member  of 
the  Council  presenting  the  voting  paper 
should  be  personally  acquainted  with  the 
voter  by  whom  it  had  been  signed.  As 
there  was  no  desire  to  cause  any  inconve- 
nience to  the  voter,  he  was  willing  to  alter  the 
clause  to  that  effect.  He  thought  it,  how- 
ever, desirable  that  the  wording  of  the 
clause  should  be  retained  so  far  as  it  re- 
quired that  the  voting  paper  should  be 
personally  delivered  and  attested  by  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Council. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE,  while  ac- 
cepting as  sufficient  the  Amendment  offered 
by  the  learned  Lord,  wished,  from  his  per- 
sonal experience,  to  support  the  proposition 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  Stuart  Mill.)  The  i^ystemof 
voting  by  proxy  papers  for  the  Universities 


was  of  very  recent  introduction,  baving 
owed  its  origin  to  the  Act  carried  during 
tbe  last  Parliament  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chairman  of  Committees,  and  only  two 
contested  elections  had  taken  place  under 
it— tbe  one  for  Oxford  at  the  General 
Election,  and  his  own  for  Cambridge  dur- 
ing the  present  year.  He  was  entitled  to 
speak  from  that  practical  acquaintance  with 
the  interior  of  his  committee-room,  which 
was  accorded  to  the  candidate  for  Cam- 
bridge, and  refused  to  the  one  for  Oxford, 
and  his  experience  was  that  the  actual 
system  worked  well  for  those  Universities, 
But  it  worked  well  in  consequence  of  the 
Collegiate  system,  with  the  acquaintances 
contracted  in  the  College,  and  the  relations 
created  between  the  College  tutor  and  his 
pupils.  He  believed  that  a  more  lax  Col- 
legiate system  existed  in  Scotland,  and  that 
residence  was  practically  objected  to,  and  he 
was  accordingly  convinced  that  the  strin- 
gency of  the  English  requirements  would 
be  found  to  result  in  the  disfranchisement 
of  many  of  the  voters  for  constituen- 
cies distributed,  as  those  of  the  Scotch 
Universities  were,  over  all  quarters  of  the 
world. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  asked,  whe- 
ther the  delivery  of  the  voting  paper  by  a 
Member  of  Council  would  not  involve  a 
considerable  additional  expense  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  assured  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  had  learned  from 
persons  of  experience  that  this  was  the 
best  arrangement  that  could  be  adopted. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  he  could  see  no  secu- 
rity against  the  presentation  of  fraudulent 
voting  papers. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE 
QUER  reminded  the  right  hen.  Gentle 
roan  that  the  Member  of  the  Council  who 
presented  the  voting  paper  would  have  to 
sign  his  name  at  the  back  and  express  his 
belief  in  the  authenticity  of  the  voter's  sig- 
nature. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  he  considered  that  that 
was  really  no  security. 

Mr.  GATHORNB  HARDY  observed 
that  the  voting  paper  would  be  signed  be- 
fore a  justice  of  the  peace.  That  would  be 
an  additional  security. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  there  might  be  no 
such  justice  of  the  peace  as  the  one  whose 
name  was  on  the  voting  paper.  A  man 
might  take  the  list  and  set  to  work  to 
manufacture  votes  without  the  knowledge 
of  the  voters. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  :  I  hope  no 
candidate  for  a  University  will  demean 
himself  by  baving  recourse  to  such  pro- 
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oeediDgs.  Persons  entitled  to  suob  a  posi- 
tion will  not  make  themseWes  parties  to 
such  criminal  proceedings,  and  if  they  do 
so  the  J  will  be  treated  as  they  deserve. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  it  was 
desirable  to  have  perfect  security,  but  we 
could  not  always  get  that,  and  must  be 
content  with  an  approximate  system.  The 
punishment  for  the  per«onation  of  voters 
was  found  on  the  whole  to  be  sufficient. 

Mb.  LOWE  said,  that  the  question  wos 
not  one  of  candidates  or  electors,  but  of 
entire  strangers,  whoso  forgery  it  would  be 
imposMble  to  punish  because  it  would  be 
impossible  to  detect  it,  so  that  the  mere 
fact  that  the  person,  if  discovered,  could 
be  prosecuted  was  no  security  whatever. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  paper  was  to  be 
signed  by  another  voter  pledging  himself 
to  its  genuineness.  It  was  to  be  supposed 
that  a  person  tendering  a  voting  paper 
would  inquire  where  it  came  from,  because 
if  he  did  not,  and  it  was  fraudulent,  he 
would  first  of  all  bo  exposed  to  the  obloquy 
that  would  attach  to  the  Act,  and  next  to 
a  legal  penalty. 

Mr.  MONCREIFF  remarked  that  the 
fabrication  of  votes  would  be  a  very 
dangerous  game  to  play,  for  how  was  the 
fabricator  to  know  that  the  real  voter 
would  not  send  in  his  paper  also  ? 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  that 
many  operations  took  place  on  the  same 
security  —  namely,  that  if  persons  com- 
mitted frauds  they  would  be  prosecuted. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Adyooate,  the 

following  words  were  added  to  the  clause: — 

"  Except  so  much  of  the  said  Act  as  requires 
that  the  person  delivering  the  voting  paper  shall 
make  attestation  of  his  personal  acquaintance  with 
the  voter." 

Clauses  F  and  Q  agreed  to. 
Clause  E  negatived. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  he 
had  now  to  discharge  an  extremely  painful 
duty — namely,  to  propose  that  seven  of  the 
smallest  English  boroughs  should  be  dis- 
franchised, in  order  to  provide  additional 
seats  for  Scotland.  As  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  felt 
somewhat  unwilling  to  move  the  extinc- 
tion of  the  borough  which  had  sent  him  to 
Parliament,  that  duty  had  fallen  upon  him 
(Sir  James  Fergusson).  It  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary that  additional  seats  should  be  pro- 
vided for  Scotland ;  and  he  thought  the 
Committee  would  admit  that  seven  was  the 
•mallest  number  that  could  be  given.  Asa 

Th$  Lord  Advocate 


Scotch  Member,  he  very  tnueh  regretted 
that  the  additional  representation  of  Scot- 
land  was  to  be  limited  to  that  number,  and 
he  could  not  refrain  from  saying  that  bad 
the  Scotch  Members  been  united  in  sopport 
of  the  proposal  of  the  Government,  they 
might  have  fared  better.     [Mr.  Euhtaibd  : 
The  original  proposition  gave  us  only  seven 
Members.]      The    Government    had    the 
greatest  difficulty  in  procuring   seven  ad- 
ditional  seats   for   Scotland.      As    it   was 
necessary  to  find  seven  victims  acme  choice 
was  forced  upon  the  Government,  and  as 
the  House  had  resolved  to  guide  itself  in 
this  matter  by  population,  the  Oovernment 
proposed  to  take  the  seven  towns  of  least 
population  and  leave  the  remaining  three 
still   enfranchised.      He    therefore  moved 
the  addition  of  tho  following  clause  : — 

(Certain  horoughs  in  England  to  cease  to  return 
Mcmhers.) 

^'Whereas,  in  order  to  provide  for  the  seati 
hereinhelbre  distributed,  it  is  expedient  thac  certain 
boroughs  in  England  having  small  popnI&tioDi 
should  cease  to  return  Members  to  serve  in  Parlia- 
ment, Be  it  therefore  Enacted,  That  from  and  after 
the  end  of  this  present  Parliament  the  borooghi 
of  Arundel,  Ashburton,  Dartmouth,  Honitoo, 
Lyme  Regis,  Thetford,  and  Wells  shall  respectiTely 
cease  to  return  any  Member  to  serve  in  Pariia* 
ment." 

Mb.  NEVILLE-GRENVILLE  said, 
that  it  had  never  before  been  proposed  to 
disfranchise  a  county  town,  and  he  eon- 
tended  that  an  exception  from  that  rule 
should  not  be  made  in  the  case  of  Wells, 
where,  without  wishing  to  ezoggerate  its 
importance  as  a  city,  the  business  of  tho 
county  was  transacted,  and  the  sessioos 
and  assizes  arc  held.  He  would  fain  have 
stopped  here  ;  but  as  it  had  been  resolved 
to  rob  the  English  Peter  to  pay  the  Scotch 
Paul,  he  was  bound  to  point  out  a  substi- 
tute forWcll9.  He  acconrmgly  pointed  to 
Evodham.  The  population  of  Evesham 
exceeded  that  of  Wells  by  onl}'  thirty-two, 
and  did  so  only  because  Wells  constituted 
a  small  area  of  700  acres,  while  Evesham 
extended  over  2,338  acres.  Again,  if  Wells 
were  disfranchised  the  new  division  of  raid- 
Somersetshire  would  be  the  only  county 
constituency  in  England  possessing  no  re- 
presented town  within  it ;  althouj^h  Somer- 
setshire had  1,000,000  more  in  popula- 
tion than  Worcestershire,  which  boasted  of 
three  represented  boroughs  in  each  divi- 
sion. He  would  also  remark  that  the 
rental  of  Wells's  small  area  was  £40.000, 
and  of  Evesham's  large  area  but  £21,000. 
Under  these  oircumstnnccs,  he  moved  that 
Evesham  be  substituted  for  Wells. 
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Gaptaik  hatter  said,  he  thould  not 
have  felt  warranted  in  interfering  in  this 
discuBsion  had  it  not  been  for  the  principle 
laid  down  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
(Mr.  Baxter),  and  endorsed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Ghilders),  that 
representation  ought  to  be  taken  from  the 
over-represented  and  not  from  under-re- 
presented counties.  The  proportion  of  re- 
presentation to  population  was  already  less 
in  Somersetshire  than  in  Worcestershire, 
and  if  Wells  were  disfrnnchised  the  dis- 
parity would  be  still  furl  her  increased. 
The  Customs  Returns  of  Wells,  moreover, 
were  nearly  double  those  of  Evesham.  The 
proposal  was  of  necessity  an  invidious  one 
to  make;  but  if  any  borough  were  to  be 
sacrificed,  it  ought  not  to  be  a  county  town 
like  Wells. 

Sir  LAWRENCE  PALK  said,  he  could 
not  allow  this  clause  to  pass  without  enter- 
ing  his  solemn  protest  against  the  whole 
proceeding.  It  was  his  opinion  that  a 
greater  breach  of  faith  had  never  been 
committed. 

The  CHAIRMAN  called  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet to  Order,  and  reminded  him  that 
the  question  before  the  Committee  was  to 
omit  Wells  and  insert  Evesham. 

Sir  LAWRENCE  PALK  said,  that  as 
it  had  pleased  the  House  to  condone  that 
breach  of  faith,  it  was  the  business  of  the 
Committee  to  select  the  boroughs  to  be 
disfranchised.  Wells  had  been  selected 
because  it  happened  that  by  the  last  Cen- 
sus it  fell  short  of  the  number  required. 
That  was  a  most  unfair  line  to  draw.  The 
importance  of  a  town  did  not  depend  6n 
the  number  of  the  inhabitants  within  it, 
but  on  its  wealth  and  position,  and  whether 
it  was  surrounded  by  a  large  and  wealthy 
neighbourhood.  Wells  was  the  centre  of 
a  large  agricultursl  district;  it  was  a  cathe- 
dral town  of  great  ontiquity,  and  held  a 
'very  prominent  place  in  history.  In  fact, 
Wells  was  amongst  the  last  towns  that 
ought  to  have  been  disfranchised.  The 
whole  proposal  was  so  unjust  to  England 
that  he  was  not  sorry  that  it  was  to  be 
consummated  by  selecting  a  borough  which 
had  the  greatest  claim  to  preserve  and  re- 
tain its  representation. 

Colonel  BOURNE  said,  that  Evesham 
was  not  a  decreasing  borough.  The  popu- 
lation of  the  borough  had  greatly  increased 
of  late  years.  Another  fact  that  had  not 
been  laid  before  the  Committee  was  that, 
out  of  the  ten  boroughs  originally  named 
to  be  disfranchised,  Evesham  was  one  of 
the  few  that  was  really  an  increasing  bo- 


rough. Much  as  he  regretted  they  should 
decrease  the  representation  of  England  to 
increase  that  of  Scotland,  he  was  afraid 
they  must  submit  to  it. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  there  was  so 
little  to  ehoose  between  the  two  boroughs 
that  the  Committee  ought  not  only  to  re- 
fuse to  strike  Wells  out,  but  also  ought  to 
add  Evesham  to  the  list. 

Mr.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  they 
were  in  so  much  hurry  last  year  to  carry 
a  Reform  Bill,  that  thev  refused  to  consi- 
der  many  of  the  details  connected  with  tho 
subject.  In  disfranchising  boroughs  regard 
ought  to  be  had  to  the  character  of  tho 
constituency,  the  associations  and  intel- 
lectual and  moral  condition  of  the  town, 
and  the  number  of  the  electors,  and  not  to 
the  number  of  the  population  alone.  The 
principle  of  selecting  boroughs  for  disfran- 
chisement because  they  happened  to  have 
below  5,000  inhabitants  was  shamefully 
unjust.  Ic  was  unjust  to  take  the  last 
Census  Returns.  The  borough  of  Calne 
escaped  disfranchisement  by  the  mero  fact 
of  the  nominal  extension  of  the  bounds  of 
the  borough,  whereby  tho  population  just 
exceeded  the  hard  and  fast  line  that  had 
been  drawn.  The  constituency  of  Calne 
was  the  smallest  of  any  borough  in  Eng- 
land except  Arundel,  and  was  inadequate 
to  entitle  the  borough  to  be  represented  in 
that  House.  It  could  not  bo  contended 
that  Calne,  with  175  electors,  had  an 
equal  claim  to  representation  with  an 
ancient  cathedral  town  and  county  town 
like  Wells,  with  274.  There  was  no 
reason  why  Scotland  should  rob  England 
to  increase  her  representation,  and  he 
complained  that  what  was  proposed  was 
unjust  towards  England.  The  represen- 
tation of  Ireland  could  bo  made  to  show 
an  equal  demand  for  increased  representa- 
tion. There  was  no  reason  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  had  been  an  obse- 
quious imitator  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  other  side,  should  support  the  present 
proposal.  With  that  sublime  facility  with 
which  he  answered  questions,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  him  (Mr.  Darby 
Griffith)  last  year  that  he  looked  to  Pro- 
vidence to  supply  the  new  seats  for  Scot- 
land. [Mr.  Disraeli:  No!J  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  subsequent  memory  cer- 
tainly did  modify  many  of  his  expressions 
as  understood  at  the  time  they  were  uttered. 
He  hoped  the  sense  of  the  Committee  would 
be  taken  on  the  question. 

Mr.  GRAVES  said,  he  thought  the 
Committee  had  got  into  a  very  unpleasant 
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discussion.  They  could  not  decide  the 
question  on  the  mere  accident  of  one 
borough  having  a  little  more  property  and 
the  other  having  a  slightly  larger  number  of 
electors.  It  would  be  better  to  adopt  the 
principle  of  the  Government  and  disfran- 
chise the  seven  boroughs  which  by  accident 
were  smallest. 

CoLOKEL  SYKES  said,  it  appeared  from 
statistics  that  Evesham  had  increased  since 
1861,  and  Wells  had  not. 

Sir  RAINALD  KNIGHTLEY  said, 
that  with  reference  to  a  remark  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Somerset  (Mr. 
Neville- Grcnville)  he  would  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  a  county  town,  Lancaster,  was 
disfranchised  last  Session. 

Mr.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  he 
thought  that  in  getting  seven  seats  Scot- 
land got  quite  enough  ;  but  as  the  House 
had  passed  an  Instruction  to  disfranchise 
ten  boroughs,  he  would  be  for  carrying  out 
that  Resolution  and  keeping  three  of  the 
Beats  in  reserve  for  allocation  hereafter. 
lie  would  vote  for  the  disfranchisement  of 
Evesham,  if  possible.  He  wished  to  ask 
whether  it  was  not  out  of  Order  to  disfran- 
chise a  less  number  of  boroughs  than  was 
named  in  the  Instruction  to  the  Committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  Instruction 
as  worded  gave  the  Committee  a  discre- 
tionary power  to  deal  with  boroughs  under 
a  certain  populatiou.  The  Committee  had 
therefore  power  to  disfranchise  all,  some, 
or  none  of  them. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  he  would  not  have 
spoken  a  word  on  this  subject  had  it  not 
been  for  the  remarks  made  by  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side,  who  had  spoken  in  a 
very  harsh  way  of  Scotland.  He  protested 
against  the  word  *'  robbery."  Scotland  had 
been  badly  used  in  having  got  so  few  Mem- 
bers. He  might  tell  hon.  Members  that 
Scotland  felt  no  gratitude  whatever  for  this 
concession,  because  she  felt  she  had  re- 
ceived no  favour. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Somerset  (Mr.  Neville- 
Grenville)  had  naturally  raised  this  ques- 
tion, and  as  he  had  put  it  forward  they 
roust  endeavour  to  form  an  opinion  upon 
it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Ayrshire  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  had  truly  observed 
that  hitherto  the  House  had  dealt  with 
population  ;  but  he  must  allow  him  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  to  observe,  what  materially 
qualified  the  force  of  his  argument,  that 
they  had  adopted  population  in  dealing 
with  a  class  of  boroughs,  and  never,  that 
he  recollected,  in  the  case  of  one  borough 
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against  another.     In  dealing  with  classes 
of  boroughs   there    was   good    reason  for 
taking  populatiou  as  the  test,  for  it  would 
be  impossible  to  weigh  the  different  circain- 
stances  of  all  towns.     The  case,  however, 
was  different  when  they   came  to  jud^ 
between  two  towns.     It  was  fair  to  look  st 
all  the  circumstances  of  both.      There  was 
some  weight  in  what  had  been  stated  with 
reference  to  Wells,  because  it  was  a  county 
town,  which  gave  a  degree  of  importance 
to  it  greater  than  it  would  otherwise  pos- 
sess with  its  limited  population.      Wells 
was  a  true  and  real  town,  liaying  a  popu- 
lation of  over  4,000,  living  within  the  real 
limits  of  the  town ;  whilst  the  populatioa  of 
Evesham  was  dispersed  over  a  considerabis 
district.     He  had  never  been  there,  but  Le 
believed  that  Evesham  might  with  as  mneh 
propriety  bo  called  a  village   as  a  tovo. 
Looking   from  these  two  points,  he  was 
disposed  rather  to  wish  that  Evesham  vai 
included  in  the  clause  and  Wella  removed 
from  it.     But  there  was  another  considers- 
tion  of  greater   importance    which   woold 
prevent  his  voting  with   his   hon.  Friend, 
except  upon  a  clear  understanding  that  the 
question  was  between  Wells  and  Evesham. 
It  might  possibly  happen  that  they  might 
drop  Wells  and  fail   to    insert   Evesham. 
He,  for  one,  must  first  consider  whether 
he  would  run  the  risk  of  such  an  alterna- 
tive.    He  was  one  of  those  who  undoubt- 
edly thought  that  when   they  passed  the 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  it  definitely 
secured  ten  Members  to  Scotland,  by  the 
disfranchisement  of  ten  small  boroughs  ia 
England.     He  was  sorry  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Sir  James  Fergusson)  had  chosen 
to  enter  into  a  retrospective  and  politieal 
consideration  in  making  this  Motion.     He 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  thought  that  was   unne- 
cessary, and   consequently  he  should  uot 
protract  the  controversy.     lie  was  sorry 
the  ten  were  not  to  be  given  to  Scotland, 
and  ho  only  accepted  the  proposal  of  seven, 
because  he  took  it  to  bo  at   the  present 
moment  the  most  favourable  proposal  that 
the  House  would  entertain.       The  three 
towns  saved  had  been  saved  for  the  priti- 
lego  of  returning  one  more  Member,  but 
the  odds  were  100  to  one  that  they  would 
not  take  part  in  more  than  for  one  General 
Election.   If  he  was  satisfied  that  Evesham 
would  be  inserted,  should  W^ella  be  struck 
out,  ho  was  ready  to  vote  for  it  ;  but  look* 
ing  to  thescant  justice  that  Scotland  bad  re* 
ceived,  he  should  not  like  to  run  the  slighteit 
risk  of  seeing  the  seven  reduced  to  six. 
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Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  that 
from  hia  knowledge  of  Evesham,  and  hia 
connection  with  the  county,  he  was  able  to 
correct  what  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had 
stated  with  regard  to  that  borough,  and  to 
inform  him  that  Evesham  had  not  a  scat- 
tered rural  population,  but  that  it  was  a 
regutarly  built  town,  with  numerous  streets 
and  hou9e8.  Although  Evesham  had  not, 
like  Wells,  a  cathedral,  it  possessed  one  of 
the  most  beautiful  abbej-churches  in  Eng- 
land. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  we  have  arrived 
at  a  stage  on  this  great  question  of  Par- 
liamentnry  Reform  when  I  think  a  final 
decision  is  absolutely  necessary.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Devizes  (Mr.  Darby  Griffith) 
is  of  opinion  that  this  business  of  the  re- 
construction of  our  electoral  system  has 
been  hurried  over ;  but  I  must  remind  the 
Committee  that  we  ore  now  at  nearly  the 
end  of  the  second  Session  during  which 
this  question  has  been  constantly  under 
discussion.  We  have  considered  it  for  two 
years,  and  I  think  the  whole  subject  has 
been  as  well  considered  as  a  practical  na- 
tion could  consider  a  question  on  which 
legislation  could  not  be  indefinitely  post- 
poned. No  doubt  if  we  were  to  spend 
fifty  years  in  devising  a  new  electoral  sys- 
tem we  should  arrive  at  a  more  perfect 
system  than  the  one  before  us  ;  but  we 
must  remember  that  we  liavo  the  advan- 
tage of  the  practical  enjoyment  of  the  re- 
sults we  have  achieved,  which  otherwise 
we  should  not  have.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  M*Laren)  complains  of  the 
manner  in  which  Scotland  has  been  treated. 
I  am  under  a  very  different  impression  on 
that  point.  I  am  not  conscious  that  I  have 
considered  with  any  want  of  feeling  the 
claims  of  Scotland  ;  I  must  say  that  I  am 
surprised,  and,  on  the  whole,  gratified  at 
tho  results  which,  in  the  interests  of  Scot- 
land, have  been  achieved ;  and  I  think  that 
Scotch  Members  must  be  unreasonable  if 
they  are  not  satisfied  too.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire (Mr.  Gladstone)  is  not  only  dissatis- 
fied ~  he  is  indignant;  and  the  fact  that 
the  Bill  only  proposes  to  give  seven  addi- 
tional Members  to  Scotland  is  one  which 
almost  exhausts  his  powers  in  giving  suffi- 
cient expression  to  his  discontent.  Con- 
sidering, however,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  once  in  a  very  responsible 
position  in  this  House  and  then  brought 
forward  a  Reform  Bill  in  which  he  only 
proposed  an  addition  of  seven  Members  to 
the  representation  of  Scotland,  I  think  the 
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rifi^ht  hon.  Gentleman  might,  at  least,  con- 
sider our  proposal  with  some  mercy  and 
indulgence.  With  regard  to  the  question 
now  before  the  Committee,  a  certain  prin- 
ciple has  guided  ns,  ond  to  that  I  think 
we  ought  to  adhere.  It  would  not  be  ex- 
pedient to  enter  into  the  comparative  claims 
of  Evesham  and  Wells.  Wells  has  been 
described  as  a  city  and  Evesham  as  a  large 
village.  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  that 
description  is  not  at  all  justified  ;  and  I 
would  remind  the  Committee  that  Evesham 
is  one  of  the  most  ancient  towns  of  Eni;- 
land,  and  has  been  the  scene  of  some  re- 
markable historical  incidents,  if  those  give 
any  claim  in  this  matter.  On  the  whoh?, 
I  trust  we  shall  adhere  to  the  principle 
which  we  have  laid  down,  and  by  support- 
ing the  Motion  of  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  shall  bring  this  long-vexed  question 
to  a  happy  conclusion. 

Motion,  *<That  the  word  Wells  stand 
part  of  the  clause,"  agreed  to. 

Lord  EDWARD  HOWARD  said,  he 
hoped  that,  after  all,  Arundel  would  be 
excluded  from  the  list  of  towns  to  be  dis- 
franchised. He  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire (Mr.  Gladstone)  that  the  question 
ought  not  to  be  determined  entirely  by 
numbers.  There  was  a  maxim  in  law,  De 
minimus  non  curat  lex  —  that  was  to  say, 
that  the  law  was  sometimes  in  favour  of 
small  towns.  On  what  reason,  then,  were 
they  to  exclude  Arundel  from  the  represen- 
tation ?  He  was  not  going  to  state  for 
how  many  centuries  Arundel  had  been  re- 
presented. When  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners visited  Arundel  they  were  evidently 
impressed  with  the  suggestion  of  adding 
to  Arundel  for  the  purpose  of  representa- 
tion the  town  of  Littlehampton,  a  rising 
watering  place,  and  growing  port.  The 
conjoined  borough  would  contain  a  popula- 
tion of  7,000.  A  similar  addition  had  been 
recommended  in  other  cases.  He  moved 
that  Arundel  be  excluded  from  the  list  of 
boroughs  to  be  disfranchised. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  part  of  the 
Resolution  in  which  Arundel  appeared  had 
already  been  passed. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Colonel  SYKES  moved,  after  Clause 
40,  the  insertion  of  a  clause  (Remuneration 
of  Sheriff's  Clerks). 

Clause  negatived. 

Mr.  grant  duff  moved  to  insert 
the  following  clause  :— 
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**  In  all  cities,  burghs,  or  towns,  or  districts  of 
cities,  burghs,  or  towns  in  Scotland,  except  in  the 
districts  comprehending  Kirkwall,  Wick,  Dor- 
noch, Dingwall,  Tain,  Cromarty,  Ayr,  Irwin, 
Oampbelltown,  Inverary,  and  Oban,  commonly 
called  the  Wick  and  Ayr  Burghs,  the  officer  to 
whom  the  duty  of  giving  notice  of  the  Election 
of  any  Member  or  Members  to  serre  in  Parlia> 
mcnt  belongs  shall  proceed  to  election  within  six 
days  after  the  receipt  of  the  writ  or  precept,  giv- 
ing three  clear  days'  notice  at  least  of  the  day  of 
Election,  exclusive  of  the  day  of  proclamation 
and  the  day  of  Election." 

Clause  ordered  to  be  added  to  the  Bill. 

Schedule  (A)  (Extended  Boundaries  of 
the  City  of  Glasgow). 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
that  the  plans  of  the  Qovemment  had  been 
altered  in  an  extraordinary  way,  and  that 
only  two  days'  notice  had  been  given  to 
Members.  He  must  ask  that  the  Schedule 
might  be  postponed  till  the  Report,  to  en- 
able him  to  communicate  with  his  consti- 
tuents in  Lanarkshire,  and  to  give  them 
an  opportunity  of  considerins:  the  matter. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  on  the 
Thursday  before  the  Recess,  he  gave  a 
distinct  intimation  that  it  was  his  intention 
to  include  in  the  Parliamentarv  limits  of 
Glasgow,  a  district  which  belonged  to  the 
municipality  of  Glasgow.  lie  hoped  a 
decision  would  be  at  once  come  to  with 
regard  to  this  question. 

Mr.  MONGREIFF  appealed  to  the  Go- 
vernment not  to  proceed  with  this  Schedule 
until  the  general  question  of  the  extension 
of  boundaries,  which  had  been  referred  to 
the  Select  Committee,  should  come  on  for 
decision  by  the  House.  If  the  boundaries 
of  Birmingham  and  other  large  towns  in 
England  were  not  to  be  extended,  there 
was  no  reason  why  those  of  Glasgow 
should. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  that 
the  cases  were  not  similar,  because  the 
Select  Committee  had  considered  only  the 
boundaries  of  the  particular  boroughs  that 
had  been  referred  to  them.  The  magis- 
trates and  town  council  of  Glasgow  were 
desirous  of  having  the  boundaries  extended. 

Mr.  ELLICE  said,  that  it  was  all  very 
well  to  Bay  that  the  city  of  Glasgow  was 
in  favour  of  the  extension.  The  reason  of 
that  was  because  the  town  council  wanted 
to  extend  the  area  of  taxation.  No  doubt, 
they  would  gladly  bring  the  whole  county 
within  the  borough.  If  the  Committee 
were  to  consent  to  the  Motion  they  would 
do  not  only  a  great  injustice,  but  would 
perpetrate  a  monstrous  job.  By  taking 
away  so  many  voters  from  the  county  and 

Mr.  Grant  Luff 


putting  them  into  the  city  they  wonld  ma- 
terially affect  the  representation  of  the 
county.  He  thought  the  qnestion  ought 
to  be  deferred  till  the  English  Boandiarj 
Bill  had  been  settled,  and  he,  therefore, 
hoped  the  Schedule  wonld  bo  postponed. 

Mr.  DALGLISH  said,  he  should  rote 
for  the  proposal  of  the  Government  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  enfranchise  7.000  or 
8,000  persons  who  would  not  otherwise 
have  a  vote.  Partick  and  Govan  were 
really  port  of  Glasfijow. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  ho  thought  the 
question  should  bo  decided  without  regard 
to  the  treatment  of  boundaries  in  England. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  deal  with  them  on  the 
principle  that  what  was  good  for  England 
was  good  for  Scotland.  Crowded  meetiagi 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Partick  and  Govto 
had  unanimously  petitioned  against  incor- 
poration with  Glasgow.  Unless  constituted 
a  separate  constituency  they  preferred  re- 
maining in  the  counties.  Against  the 
petitions  on  the  table  they  had  only  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgov 
(Mr.  Dalglish),  the  authorities  of  which 
cared  only  for  having  more  people  to  tas. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  consent  to  postpone- 
ment. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  he 
could  understand  opposition  to  the  proposal 
on  the  part  of  owners  and  persons  having 
county  votes  ;  but  he  believed  the  working 
men,  who  were  small  householders,  of  Par- 
tick  and  Govan  were  anxious  to  he  an- 
nexed to  Glasgow,  and  would  be  much 
disappointed  if  the  boon  were  denied  them. 
In  had  been  stated  that  the  horder  towns 
were  indifferent  to  their  formation  into  a 
group  of  burghs  ;  but  enthusiastic  meet- 
ings had  been  held  since  the  adoption  of 
the  proposal  in  order  to  express  tbeir 
gratitude  to  Parliament  for  the  privilege 
conferred  upon  them. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  that  if 
this  argument  was  correct  the  suburbs  of 
Glasgow  ought  to  have  a  representative  to 
themselves.  But  because  they  did  not 
choose  to  give  to  the  population  of  these 
considerable  places  a  representative  in  this 
House,  to  which  they  were  justly  entitled, 
were  they  to  deprive  those  who  were 
county  electors  of  a  vote  which  they  valued 
in  order  to  give  to  others  a  Tote  which 
would  scarcely  be  of  any  value. 

Mr.  bright  :  Sir,  I  wish  to  refer  in  the 
first  instance  to  what  has  been  said  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James  Fcrgusson).     lie 
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knows  perfectly  well  that  if  the  muoiei- 
pality  of  Glasgow  shall  use  the  argument 
that  thej  propose  to  add  this  population, 
because  thej  are  anxious  to  give  the  fran- 
chise to  the  people,  it  is  a  very  dishonest 
argument.  And  .the  Committee  know  per- 
fectly well  that,  if  the  hon.  Baronet  and 


assumption  that  the  municipal  and  Parlia- 
mentary boundary  would  always  be  con> 
terminous. 

Mr.  bright  :  The  hon.  Member  has 
stated  that  my  argument  is  a  false  one*  I 
should  like  him  to  prove  it. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  that  he  had  used  the 


his  Colleagues  profess  to  support  it  on  the  I  term  in  no  offensive  sense,  but  he  desired 
same  ground,  in  their  mouths  it  is  equally  to  point  out  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
a  dishonest  argument.     It  is  not  a  ques-    assumed  that  the  municipal  boundaries  of 


tion  of  the  franchise  at  all.      The   hon. 
Baronet  does  not  mean  to  say  that  he  and 
his  Colleagues  are  in  favour  of  extending 
household  suffrage  throughout  the  counties 
of  Scotland.      Surely,  if  it  would   be  a 
right  thing  to  do  it  in  this  particular  dis- 
trict, it  would  be  equally  right  to  do  it 
throughout  all  the  districts  of  Scotland.    I 
protest  against  arguments  being  used  in 
which  hon.  Members  obviously  do  not  be- 
lieve.    This  is  an  argument  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  has  no  right  to  use,  though   it 
may  be  successful  for  his  case,  and  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  sits  next 
bim.     The  real  question  is  this — What  is 
the  opinion  of  the  people  who  are  to  be 
affected  ?     On  a  former  occasion  I  used 
an  argument  to  the  Committee  which  I 
think  cannot  be  answered.     It  is  this — 
that  whenever  the  Queen  in  Council  pro- 
poses to  give  a  municipal  corporation  to 
any    borough,  it  is   absolutely  necessary 
that  the  district  wishing  to  be  incorporated 
should  show  that  a  majority  of  its  popula- 
tion is  in  favour  of  it,  and  an  officer  should 
be  sent  down  from  the  Council  to  the  dis- 
trict to  ascertain  if  such  majority  cnn  be 
found  in  favour  of  the  proposed  charter, 
and  if  it  be  not  so  then  the  charter  should 
in  no  case  be  given.     It  is  proposed   to 
bring  40,000  or  50,000  persons  within  the 
municipal  government  of  the  city  who  do 
not  wish  to  be  brought  there,  whose  fran- 
chise will  be  made  of  less  value,  whose 
taxation  will  be  enormously  increased,  and 
who  have  not  come  to  this  House  to  peti- 
tion for  this  favour  to   be  conferred   on 
them.     Dealing  thus  with   large  popula- 
tions in  regard  to  their  Parliamentary  or 
municipal  rights  is  contrary  to  the  ordinary 
practice  of  this  House,  and  calculated  to 
lessen  the  confidence  which  the  people  of 
all  parts  of  the  country   should    have  in 
Parliament.     I  trust,   therefore,  that  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  will   listen   to   the 
strong  and   logical  and  repeated   remon- 
strances which  have  proceeded  from  this 
side  of  the  House. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  that  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  was 
a  false  one,  because  it  proceeded  upon  the 
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boroughs  should   in  all    cases  follow   the 
Parliamentary  boundaries;  and  they  seemed 
very  anxious,  for  purposes  of  their  own,  to 
make   the  country  believe  that  generally 
this  was  the  case.     He  would  mention  two 
instances  which  would  show  that  this  was 
far  from  being  invariably  so.     The  first 
was  that  of  Manchester,   which    was    in- 
corporated since  the  Reform  Act  of  1832. 
The  people  of  that  city,  in  choosing  their 
municipal  boundary,  chose  one  considerably 
within   the  Parlitimentary  boundary,   and 
including   only   about    two-thirds   of    the 
area.      The  other  was  tliat  of  the  large 
borough  of  Dailington,  incorporated  since 
the  passing  of   the  Reform    Act  of   last 
year.     So  little  had  the  inhobitnnts  been 
impresHcd    with    the    necessity  of  having 
their  Parliamentary  and   municipal   boun- 
daries conterminous,  that,   having   before 
them  the  boundary  settled  last  year  by  the 
Reform  Act,  they  chose  for  the  municipal 
boundarv  one  of  only  half  that  area. 

Mil.  CRUM-EWING  snid,  he  believed 
that  the  real  object  of  the  Government 
was  not  to  give  the  franchise  to  the  arti- 
zans  in  these  districts,  but  to  take  this 
Liberal  portion  of  the  constituency  out  of 
the  county  and  to  attach  it  to  Glascrow. 
The  object  of  the  corporation  of  Glasgow, 
on  the  other  hand,  was  to  get  these  people 
assessed  to  the  municipal  taxes. 

Sib  EDWARD  COLEBROOKB  said, 
he  thought  that  the  question  ought  to  bo 
left  to  be  decided  by  the  locality. 

Mr.  PEIICY  WYNDMAM  said,  the 
question  appeared  to  him  to  be  whether 
the  Members  for  Glasgow  should  represent 
the  city  as  it  now  existed,  or  a  portion  of 
it,  which  had  been  the  nucleus  of  the 
present  city  ?  He  wished  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright), 
who  contended  that  it  would  be  no  boon 
to  theise  people  to  be  included  within  the 
Parliamentary  boundary,  whether  he  could 
deny  that  by  being  enclosed  many  hun- 
dreds would  obtain  votes  for  Members  of 
Parliament  who  would  otherwise  have  no 
voice  in  the  election  of  a  representative  ? 

Ma.  CANDLISH  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Cambsidge  (Mr.  Gorst)  waa  by  no 
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meaiiB  jutti6ed  in  the  statemeDt  wbioh  lie  I  last  pcr«on  who  thould  make  them.     When 


had  made  re^ardiiifl;  Darlington.  The  fact 
was.  that  the  Porliamentnry  boundaries  of 
that  town,  so  far  from  bcinjs  settled  by 
the  Act  of  Inst  year,  were  still  undefined, 
and  %TouId  be  so  until  the  Boundary  Bill 
passed.  By  the  lieport  of  the  Commis- 
sioners now  before  the  House,  they  were 
mnde  co-extensive  with  the  municipal  boon- 
dnries.  If  the  precedent  of  the  English 
Bill  was  to  govern  their  decision  upon  the 
Scotch  Bill,  the  boundaries  of  the  English 
boron^hs  were  not  yet  defined.  The  Eug- 
lish  Bill  was  passed  last  year,  and  the 
Pnrlinmentnry  borough  of  Darlington  re- 
nioined  undefined ;  the  Scotch  Bill  wns 
not  yet  passed,  and  yet  the  Committee 
were  urged  to  define  the  boundary  of  Glas- 
gow. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  there 
were  two  questions  involved  in  the  Sche- 
dule. Tlie  first  was  whether  the  boun- 
dary of  Glas);ow  should  remain  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  co-extcMi^ive  with  the  Roval  or 
municipal  borough.  As  to  that,  he  under- 
stood tlicre  could  be  no  opposiition  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  because  he 
bidieved  it  was  an  oxiom  with  them  that 
Parliamentary    and    municipal    boundaries 


the  question  was  raised  whether  tkers 
ought  to  be  protection  a^inst  exceanv* 
labour  for  the  British  workman  and  the 
factory  operative,  the  lion.  Member  opposed 
the  grantins:  of  it ;  and  he  did  ao — accord* 
ing  to  a  statement  he  made  within  the  Uit 
two  or  three  years  in  addressing  his  con- 
stituents— not  because  ho  disapproved  of 
the  measure,  or  that  he  thought  it  wroni^ 
in  itself — the  hon.  Member  never  would 
admit  that  he  ever  was  in  the  wrong — bat 
only  because  the  measure  was  supported 
by  the  Conservative  or  country  side  of  the 
House.  [Mr.  Bright:  The  right  hon. 
nnd  learned  Member  is  quite  wrong.]  Ue 
did  not  think  he  was  %vrong.  He  recol- 
lected the  matter  well,  for  it  made  a  greet 
impression  on  him  at  the  time.  But  the 
House  ought  to  have  been  spared  the 
rofercnce  to  motives  made  by  tho  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  ;  for  it  was  maeb 
better  to  discuss  these  matters  on  their 
own  merits.  The  objection  to  eitending 
the  boundary  of  Glasgow  was  that  Partick 
and  Govan  might  be  involved  in  the  muni- 
cipal taxation  of  Glasgo^v  ;  but  becaoie 
that  might  be  probable  in  England,  it  by 
no  means  followed  it  would   he  so  in  Scot- 


ought  to  be  CO  extensive.     Yet  the  effect    land,  in  a  case  in  which  tho  Parliamentsry 


of  negativing  the  Schedule  would  be  to  pre- 
clude the  extension  of  the  existing  Parlia- 
mentary boundary  to  the  existing  municipal 
boundary  ;  for  there  was  a  portion  of  the 
Royalty  not  included  within  the  present 
Parliamentary  boundary.    The  second  ques< 


boundary  extended  beyond  the  niunidpsl 
boundary.  From  1832  till  1862  the  oiaoi- 
cipal  taxation  had  not  been  extended  te 
the  Parliamentary  limit  of  1 832  in  Glasgow. 
Uecently  arrangements  were  made  fur  sz- 
lending  tho  municipal  boundary  of  Perth; 


tion  was,  whether  the  boundary  should  be  j  hnt  it  was  not  extended  to  the   Parltaoies- 
extended  so  as  to  include  the  suburbs  of    tary  limits.     If  in  the  case  of  Glasgow  it 


Partick  and  Govan  ;  which,  though  each 
of  them  had  a  police  ^ovcrninentof  its  own, 
W4»re  really  parts  of  Glasgow,  [*•  No,  no!  "J 
Pnictically  speaking  they  were.     He  could 


was  ultimately  proposed  to  extend  mooi- 
cipal  taxation  to  the  Parliamentary  limiti 
that  could  not  be  done  without  the  conseat 
of  this  House.     In  the  case  of  Birminghaa 


quite  understand  the  sensitiveness  of  the    tho  municipal  authorities  and  those  withoat 


hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright) 
with  reference  to  tho  proposed  enlarge- 
ment ;  because  the  borough  of  Birmingham 
WHS  in  a  similar  position,  and  tho  hon. 
Member  wished  tho  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee upon  this  question  to  influence  the 
decision  upon  the  case  of  Birmingham. 
With  regard  to  the  imputations  the  hon. 
Member  had  thrown  upon  the  Government, 
they  were  accustomed  to  such  imputations. 
Ho  thought,  however,  they  might  have 
been  spared.  The  hon.  Member  constantly 
made  the  assumption  that  he  was  actuated 
by  the  purest  motives.  JEe  (the  Lord 
Advocate)  had  yet  to  learn  that  imputa- 
tions could  be  launched  indiscriminately 
againit  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House  ; 
certainly  the  bon.  Member  was  about  the 

Mr.  OMdlM 


the  existing  boundary  objected  to  its  ex- 
tension. In  the  case  of  Glasgow  themani- 
cipal  authorities  favoured  the  proposed  ex« 
tension.  Under  any  circumstances,  tbe 
Committee  ought  to  agree  to  the  Scbedole ; 
for  by  rejecting  it  they  would  negative  tbe 
proposition  that  even  the  municipal  boaa- 
daries  or  Royalty  should  be  included  witbia 
the  Parliamentary  boundaries. 

Question  put,  '*  That  the  Schedule  stand 
part  of  the  Bill.'* 

The  Committee  divided  :  ^-^  A jeB  SB; 
Noes  91  :  Majority  5. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Loao  Advooats, 
Schedules  B,  G,  E,  G,  H»  I,  and  E  sinuk 
out. 


i 
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Schedules  D,  F,  and  L  agreed  to. 

New  Schedules  added. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  he  eonsi- 
dered  upon  Thursday,  and  to  he  printed, 
[Bill  154.J 

BOUNDARY  BILL— [Bill  78.] 

{Mr,  Secretary  Oathome  Hardy,  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Sir  J,  Ferguttan.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

On  Question  '*  That  the  Preamhle  be 
postponed," 

Mr.  GORST  said,  he  would  ask  the 
Committee  not  to  postpone  tlie  Preamhle 
unlil  there  had  been  some  discussion  on 
the  different  principles  of  the  Bill,  and  on 
the  position  in  which  the  Flouse  now  stood 
with  regard  to  it.  He  knew  he  was  taking 
a  somewhat  unusual  course  ;  but  then  the 
Committee  were  not  going  to  be  asked  to 
take  into  consideration  the  clauses  of  the 
measure  in  the  ordinary  waj,  and  to  vote 
on  any  particular  clause  after  duly  hearing 
the  arguments  for  and  against  it.  Tbey 
were  in?ited  to  come  to  a  decision  as  a 
matter  of  faith  in  some  authority,  and  they 
were,  moreover,  in  the  awkward  predica- 
ment of  having  two  authorities  claiming 
their  faith  and  reliance  in  that  matter. 
There  was,  in  the  first  place,  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  which  had  been  ap- 
pointed last  summer  ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  that  of  the  Committee  which  had 
just  concluded  its  labours  upstairs,  and 
which  had  come  to  conclusions  in  some 
cases  confirmatory  of,  but  in  others  anta- 
gonistic to,  those  at  which  the  Commis- 
siuners  had  arrived.  Under  those  circum- 
stances the  House  might  pursue  one  of 
three  courses.  It  might  follow  out  the 
recommendations  of  the  Commission  and 
give  effect  to  its  Report,  or  it  might  dis- 
regord  that  Report  and  adopt  the  clauses 
as  embodied  in  the  Report  of  the  Cummit- 
tce.  Then  came  the  third  course,  which 
was  that  in  those  points  on  which  the 
Commission  and  the  Committee  were  at 
issue  the  House  itself  might  examine  the 
reasons  for  and  against  the  proposals 
made,  and  stamp  the  ultimate  form  of  the 
Bill  with  its  own  authoriiy.  In  dealing 
with  the  subject,  he  should  not  attempt  to 
say  a  single  word  in  praise  of  the  con- 
scientious manner  in  which  the  Members 
of  the  Commission  discharged  their  duties. 


for  they  were  far  above  any  praise  or  cen« 
sure  in  which  he  might  indulge.  There 
was  one  feature,  however,  by  which  the 
Commission  was  distinguished  which  he 
must  mention,  and  that  was  that  it  was  of 
an  eminently  judicial  character.  The 
gentlemen  who  composed  it  were  not 
remarkable  for  their  zeal  as  partisans  in 
political  warfare,  but  rather  for  calm  judi* 
cial  habits  of  mind,  and  they  had  set  about 
the  performance  of  their  task  with  powers 
which  might  have  been  too  limited  and 
Instructions  which  might  have  been  bad. 
It  did  not.  at  all  events,  lie  in  the  mouth 
of  the  House  to  blame  them  if  such  were 
the  case, because  those  powers  and  Instruc- 
tions were  given  almost  unanimously  b}*  itself. 
The  Commissioners  having  been  thus  ap- 
pointed performed  their  task  carefully  and 
laboriously,  and  presented  a  Report  full  of 
interesting  details,  and  in  which  they  as- 
signed their  reasons  for  the  conclusions  at 
wliich  they  had  arrived.  The  House 
might  have  adopted  the  course — he  did  not 
know  that  it  would  have  been  an  undigni- 
fied course  to  take — of  accepting  in  the 
main  the  recommendations  contained  in 
that  Report,  impugning  the  decision  of  the 
Commissioners  in  any  case  in  which  maid 
fides  on  their  part  might  have  been  sug- 
gested, while  it  would  also  have  been  open 
to  the  House  to  remedy  any  mistake  as  to 
a  matter  of  fact  into  which  they  might  be 
shown  to  have  fallen.  But  where  there 
was  no  suggestion  of  bias  or  prejudice,  or 
no  ground  for  supposing  that  the  Com- 
missioners had  made  a  mistake  with 
respect  to  a  matter  of  fact,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  House  having  appointed  a 
judicial  tribunal  of  that  character  would 
have  acted  in  a  manner  not  altogether  in- 
consistent with  its  dignity  in  following  its 
recommendations.  The  House,  however, 
had  not  thought  fit  to  pursue  that  course. 
Hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  it,  it  was 
true,  vied  with  one  another  in  their  praises 
of  the  mode  in  which  the  Commissioners 
had  discharged  their  duties,  and.  instead 
of  blaming  them  for  neglect  of  their  duties, 
threw  blame  on  the  insuth'cient  Instructions 
which  they  had  received,  and  the  limited 
powers  which  had  been  conferred  upon 
them.  The  House  then  appointed  a  Select 
Committee  to  revise  the  decision  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  to  that  Committee 
they  gave  additional  powers,  which  were, 
however,  to  be  used  only  in  the  case  of  a 
very  few  boroughs.  The  House  might 
have  given  the  Commission  last  year  bad 
Instructions  ;   but  in  the  present  year  it 
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appointed  a  Comniittee  upstairs  without )  Now  that  the  Cominittee  bad  reported,  he 
any  Instructions  whatever.  Of  course,  it  j  asked  whether  there  was  anything  in  their 
was  for  the  House  to  consider  whether  the  Report  to  lead  the  Ilouse  to  accept  with- 
decision  of  the  Committee  was  entitled  to  out  examination  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
greater  respect  than  the  decision  of  the  mitteo  in  preference  to  the  judgment  of 
Commissioners.  As  it  would  he  imperti-  the  Commissioners  ?  The  Report  of  the 
nent  for  him  to  criticize  the  characters  of  Committee  hegan  hy  stating  eleven  differ- 
the  Members  of  tho  Commission  so  it  would  ;  ent  objections  to  the  eitension  of  the 
bo  unbecoming  on  his  part  to  criticize  the  |  boundaries  of  boroughs  ;  but  the  Corn- 
characters  of  the  Members  of  the  Com-  j  mitteo  did  not  state  whether  these  ob- 
mittee.  lie  admitted  that  in  eminence  of  jections  were  valid  or  not.  Looking  at 
station  the  latter  were  on  a  par  with  the  the  Beport  of  the  Committee,  the  only 
Commissioners  of  last  year  ;  but  this  shadow  of  a  principle  that  he  could 
ho  would  observe,  that  some  Members  of  j  find  for  their  decision  was  that  where 
the  Committee  had  earned  their  distinc- ,  the  Parliamentary  and  municipal  bounda- 
tion  by  party  warfare.  He  would  not  be 
so  invidious  as  to  mention  names ;  but, 
while  some  of  the  Members  of  the  Com- 


niittee were  distinguished  by  impartial  and 
judicial  minds,  others  had  earned  distinc- 
tion by  zeal  and  ability  displayed  in  party 


ries  were  co-incident,   it  was  inexpedient 
that  there  should  be  any  alteration  of  the 
boundaries;  for  in  fifteen   casea   they  re- 
commended that  no  alteratioD   should  be 
made,  and  in  ten  of  those  cases  the  Par- 
liamentary and  municipal  bouDdaries  were 
warfare.      [^Cries  of  •*  Name.'*]      Well, '  co-extensive.      He  was  confirmed  iq  this 
he  would  name  as  an  illustration  the  hon.  j  idea  by   what   was  done  with    respect  to 
Member    for    Bedford    (Mr.    Whitbread). ;  Darlington.     The  Parliamentary  boooda- 
There  was  no  man  of  whoso  ability  and  j  rics  of  Darlington   were   temporarily  de- 
integrity  he  had  a  higher  opinion ;  but  it  |  fined  in  the  Reform  Act  of  last  year  ;  but 
would  be  idle  to  say  that  he  accepted  that   since  that  period  it  had  been  incorporated, 
hon.  Member  as  one  possessing  an  entirely  \  and  the  municipal  boundaries   included  a 
impartial    and   judicial  mind.     In  recent   smaller  area  than  the  temporary  Parlia- 
dcbatcs  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  raised  his  \  mentary  boundaries.     The  Committee  up- 
rcputation    with   his   own    party   by    tho    stairs  curtailed  the    Parliamentary   boun- 
vigour   of    his  attacks  on   the  Ministers.  '  dary  in  order  to  bring  the  municipal  and 
All  he  was  endeavouring  to  make  out  was  I  Parliamentary  boundaries  into  unison,  and 
that  the  Committee  upstairs  could  not  be  j  had  thus  disfranchised  many  persons  who 
regarded  as  a  fitting  tribunal  to  revise  and,  \  would  otherivibe,   under  the  Reform  Act, 
if  necessary,  to  reverse  the  decision  of  the  .  have  been  electors.     Yet,  with  great  in- 
Commissioners.     Did    the  Committee  up- ;  consistency,  in  some  cases  the  Committee 
stairs    possess    any   such    advantages    as    hud  actually    recommended  the  extension 
should  induce  the  Ilouse  to  accept  their  \  of    the  Parliamentary  boundaries  beyond 
decision  in  preference  to  that  of  the  Com-  j  the   municipal.       In    forty-two    cases    in 
mission?     In  the  first  place,  the  hearing    England  and  Wales  the  Commissioners  last 
upstairs  was  secret.     ['*  No,  no!"]     It '  year  recommended  tho  extension  of    the 
was  a  hearing  with  closed  doors,  whereas  I  Parliamentary  boundaries.    Only  eighteen 
the  hearings  on  which  tho  Reports  of  the '  or  nineteen  of  thoso  cases  had  been  chal- 
Assistant    Commissioners     were    founded ,  longed    before   the    Committee  ;    and    iu 
were  held  in  public  places  and  within  the    no  less  than  eight  of  them  the  Committee 
localities  affected.     There   was  something    had  departed  from  the  principle  of  making 
in   the   Report    of   the    Committee  about    the  Parliamentary  and  municipal   bounda- 
their  having  had  additional  evidence.    But '  ries  conterminous,  and  had  recommended 
"what  was  that  evidence?     It  consisted  of!  the  extension  of  the  Parliamentary  beyond 
memorials  and  petitions  from  the  localities  i  the   municipal    boundaries.      He    believed 
affected,  and  tho  same  Committee  had  also    that  tho  objection   which  existing  Parlia- 
the  advantage  of  conferring  with  the  Mem-    mentary  boroughs  felt  to  be  extended  had 


hers  of  the  boroughs  and  counties  affected, 
who  stated  what  they  believed  to  be  true, 
no  doubt,  but  who  still  spoke  in  a  strong 
partisan  sense.  Could  anyone  say  that 
evidence  such  as  that  should  induce  the 
House  to  prefer  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  Report  of  the  Commission  } 

Mr,  Gorst  I 


great  weight  with  the  Committee.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  this  objection  was 
confined  to  large  boroughs ;  and  it  was  a 
fact  that  when  tho  Commissioners  went 
down  to  Birmingham,  and  held  a  public 
meeting,  the  corporation  and  town  clerk 
appeared  before  them    and   opposed   tho 
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extension  of  the  boundaries  on  the  remark- 
ably Liberal  ground  that  in  1867  Parlia- 
ment had  conferred  ^certain  privileges  on 
the   existinj^   electors,    and  they  objected 
to   share    them  with   others.      That   was 
a    singular     argument    to    be    used     by 
a    Liberal    corporation.      Let    the   House 
contrast  the  conduct  of  Birmingham  with 
that    of    the    large    and     important    bo- 
rough of  Liverpool,   which  did  not  object 
to  see  the  privileges  it  enjoyed  conferred 
on    ti^e    people    around.      Another  prin- 
ciple which  seemed  to  have  actuated  the 
Committee   was   based    on    the   objection  i 
of  outlying  districts  to  be  brought  within  i 
the  limits  of  boroughs.    He  confessed  that  ! 
he  had  not  the  slightest  sympathy   with 
such  an   objection.      He  thought  it  most 
gross  injustice  and  soIBshuess  on  the  part 
of  people  who  lived  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  a  borough  and  enjoyed  all  the  advan- 
tages which  that   vicinity   gave   them  to 
endeavour  to  escape  from  the  payment  of 
borough  rates.      Some   of    the   adjoining 
townships  of  Liverpool  actually  shared  in 
all  the  municipal  advantages  of  that  town, 
having   water  and  gas  supplied  to  them, 
but  objected  to  be  joined  to  it,  lest  they 
should  be  rated.     The  case  of  Gateshead 
was  still  more  flagrant.     There  was  every 
reason  in  that  case  for  adding  a  large  dis- 
trict to  the  borough  ;  but  the  people  living 
in  the  district  which  it  was  desirable  to 
add  to  the  borough  did  not  wish  to  be  in- 
cluded in   it.     The    House   had    not   the 
opportunity  of  seeing  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners' Report   with  reference  to  this 
case,  but  he  had  enjoyed  that  advantage. 
[•*  Order.**]   He  hoped  he  was  not  offend- 
ing against  any  Parliamentary  Rule. 

Mb.  Sebjeant  QASELEE  rose  to  Order. 
He  had  asked  that  these  Reports  should 
be  produced.  The  Prime  Minister  declined 
to  give  them.  They  were  not  on  the  tabic. 
It  was  not,  therefore,  regular  for  the  bon. 
and  learned  Member  to  refer  to  them. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  he  had  moved  that 
the  Reports  be  laid  on  the  table,  and  ho 
believed  they  were  produced  [**  No!"] 
Then,  if  he  could  not  refer  to  the  Report 
of  the  Assistant  Commissioners,  he  would 
state  what  he  was  obout  to  mention  on  his 
own  responsibility.  He  was  informed  that 
in  the  case  of  the  district  which  objected  to 
bo  added  to  Gateshead  there  was  no  local 
Board  of  Health,  as  they  objected  to  be 
washed  and  to  have  any  sanitary  rate. 
Would  the  House  sanction  such  selfish  and 
unworthy  objections  in  the  arrangement 
of  a  great  question  like  this  ?     The  Tyne 


boroughs    wore    all    marvellously   alike — 
there  was  a  large  manufacturing  population 
and  an  excrescence  of  docks  and  shipyards. 
In  the  case  of  South  Shields  and  Gates- 
head the  Committee   upstairs   refused   to 
add   these  excrescences   along   the    river 
bank   to  the  existing  borough,  whereas  in 
Middlesborough  they  had  actually  extended 
the  municipality  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
in  the  outlying  district.     He  did  not  say 
this  was  couclusivo  against  the  Report  of 
the  Committee;  but  bethought  it  was  con- 
clusive against  adopting  it  without  exami- 
nation in  detail.     He  would  only  mention 
one   more  anomaly  in  the  proceedings  of 
the  Committee  upstairs.     They  appeared 
to  have  a  great  horror  of  extending  the 
system  of    grouping  adopted    by    Parlia- 
ment.    They  seemed  to  forget  that  groups 
of  boroughs  were   not  at  all  unknown  to 
British  representation.     Wales  abounded 
in  groups  of  boroughs  ;  but  the  Committee 
was  so  much  afraid  of  grouping  boroughs 
that  they  even  refused  to  carry  out  tho 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  in  the  case 
of  Portsmouth  by  annexing  to  it   Gosport 
although  tho  parish  of  Alverstoko,  in  which 
the  town  of  Gosport  lay,  extended  as  fnr 
as  tho  middle  of  Portsmouth  harbour,  tho 
two  places  being  identical  in  interest  and 
connected  by  a  largo  floating  bridge  which 
traversed  back  and  forward  every  half-hour. 
The  opposition  did  not  proceed  from  tho 
inhabitants  of   tho  town   of  Gosport,  but 
from  the  squirearchy   of  Alverstoke.     It 
was  extreuicly  distasteful  to  the  working 
men  of  Gosport,  who  wished  the  two  should 
become  one  borough,  and  who  said  that 
the  squirearchy   of    Alverstoke    and    tho 
gentlemen  of  the  town  of  Portsmouth — 
he  did  not  know  whether   the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.   Serjeant  Gasclee) 
was  to  be  included — he  did  not  mean  any- 
thing offensive  to  the  hon.  Member — did 
not  understand  their  wishes.     The  Com- 
mittee thought  fit  to  reverse  the  decision 
of   the   Commissioners  in  that  case,  and 
yet,  with  the  most  marvellous  inconsistency, 
they  grouped    the  boroughs   of   Windsor 
and  Eton,  which  had  no  real  affinity.  The 
House,    then,    should   examine   for   itself 
before  deciding  in  favour  of  the  Committee 
and    ogainst    the    Commissioners.     They 
might  give  their  sanction  to  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners — but  he  was  afraid  that 
after  all  that  had  passed  they  would  be 
stultifying  themselves  by  pursuing  such  a 
course.     He  thought  that  where  the  de- 
cision of  tho  Commissioners  was  unchal- 
lenged, and  where  the  decision  of  tho  Com-* 
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w  tai  enlarged  boandarie*  tX  Uw  idA^ 
j  ing  PnrlfsmeDUt?  boroagtu  irhera  tba  popoUtiM 
rxtendi  bejoad  the  limki  d  '  ' 

borougbi." 


mtttee  wai  virtually  in  accord  frith  their  | 

recommendfttionB,  effect  sliould  be  glren  to  ' 

them  ;  but  ii)  tho*e  cases  where  tlie  Coni- 

miMioncrs  reco  mm  ended  one  tiling  m<1  the  ;  ^^^^^  ^^  ^  ^^^^,  ^^_,  ^  j 

Select  Committee  nnolher,  he  did  not  see  :  „„■.„.„      wL„  .1.-  Bin  _..  :„.ij.,li 


liow  the  HouHe  ooiild  aroiil  entering  on  a 
discussion.  Thej  must  hear  tlie  facts  and 
argiimcnls  urged  upon  both  sides  nitli 
palienco,  and  slain|)  their  final  determina- 
tion with  iheirown  judgment  and  authority. 
Hb.  WALPOLR  :  After  the  obserTa- 
lions  of  m;  hen.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Bouae  will  prohabi;  expect  from  me,  as 
one  of  the  Committee — and  having  been 
elected  Chairman  I  look  upon  myself  as 
tho  servant  of  ihe  House  —to  inform  them 
of  all  which  the  Committee  did  in  order 
that  the  House  may  be  enabled  to  arrije 
at  a  proper  judgment  of  the  whole 
of  this  motter.  In  doing  so  I  »ha11 
avoid  all  oontroTersy  on  one  side  or  the 
otiier,  staling  only  what  the  Committee 
have  done,  and  their  reasons,  as  far  as  1 
can  brioSy  du  it,  for  arriving  at  the  con- 
clusions they  did,  and  I  hope  any  Member 
of  the  Committee  will  correct  me  if  T  b^i„; 
should  stale  anything  innccnraiely.  Two 
observationa  only  would  I  make  of  a  pre- 
fatory character.  First,  I  agree  with  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  as  to  the  courses 
nhicli  are  open  to  us;  and  the  other obscr- 
Tation  is  this— I  think  my  hon.  and  lennied 
Friend,  hod  he  been  present  in  the  C< 
niittee,  would  not  have  charged  any  Ui 
ber  with  acting  from  party  motit 
difficuJiius  of  tliia  case  grow  upon  us  as  we 
reflect  oil  them  moro  and  more.  They 
have  arisen  from  tlie  imperfect  manner 
in  which  the  directions  and  Instructions 
were  giTcn  to  enable  either  the  Cummis- 
aioncra  or  the  Committee  to  arrire  at 
a  clear  and  satisfactory  conclusion, 
do  not  know  that  I  can  better  point 
Ihe  difficuIlioB  of  the  cose  than  by  remind- 
ing lliein  of  the  course  which  it  was  pro- 
posed the  House  should  take  last  year 
with  reference  to  making  new  and  en- 
larged boundaries  in  boroughs.  Tho  House 
will  remember  that,  at  the  commencement 
of  last  Session  certain  Resolutions  were 
laid  on  the  table,  and  one  of  tliem — the 
lllh  or  13th  I  think— related  to  the  en- 
largement of  borough  boundaries,  and  for 
the  sake  of  clearness  I  hope  the  House 
will  permit  mo  to  point  out  the  course 
that  has  been  adopted  from  time  to  time 
by  the  House  and  by  the  Boundary 
Commissioners  with   regard    to   this  sub- 


Bill  wai  intrnduMd 
ained   a   Clause    to    the   following 
efl'ect:- 

"Ths  Incloicre  CommiMionera  shall  report  (t 
one  of  Her  Mnjsitj'i  principal  Seerelarin  ofStW 
whethrr  snj  entsrgemenl  of  the  bonndarin  tl 
luch  boroughs  i*  aeonur;  in  order  to  indeli 
witliin  Ihe  area  thereof  the  popnlalion  prvpcri} 
belanjilDg  to  such  boroughs  respectively." 

Tliese  were  such  vague  and  geosnl 
phrases  that  it  was  hardly  possible  to  as- 
sign any  definite  and  practical  meania^ 
to  them  without  at  the  satiie  time  aotho- 
riling  tho  Commitsionera  to  go  moeb 
further  than  the  Houae  intended,  aitd 
accordingly,  in  the  amended  Bill,  tU 
clause  look  the  following  ahape  : — 

"  Tbej  sbnil  *lto  inqalre  into  the  boundtrieirf 
eTrr;  other  borough  in  England  nnd  Wales,  «iU 
a  view  to  ascertain  whetiier  the  liouDdaries  sbDaU 
be  enlarge*),  (0  Bi  to  include  within  ttMlimiurf 
the  borough  all  premiiei  which  ought,  due  npii 
'ml  to  titustion  or  other  local  ctraui- 
lo  bo  inoluded  therein  lor  the  porpoiitf 
conferring  upon  the  oocupiers  thereof  tbe  Paris- 
menturji  IrnnohiH 


borough." 
indieation   that  it  was  the  io- 
3   House  that   the   Commli' 
lo  have  regard   to  two  tilings 
tuation  oF  the  ouilying  dii- 
lecondly,  the   other   local  m- 
The    cumslauces  by  which  their  decision  as  to 
s  we    the  enlargement  of  the  boroughs  luighl  bs 
influenced.     When  the  Bill  was  in  Com- 
mittee an  Amendment  waa    proposed  b; 
the    right  lion.   Baronet    the    Member  for 
Morpeth  [Sir  George  Grey],  to  the  effaet 
Lt    that  the    Commissioners  should    have  rs- 
I    gard    to  the    municipal  bouMdaries;    bat 
It    that    Amendment    was    not    adopted    be- 
I-    cause  it  wos  pointed  out,   »ery    properly, 
I-    by  the   right   lion.   Gentleman    the    First 
,r  .  Lnrd  of  the  Treasury  thnt   the  Commis- 
I-  I  sioners  would  of  course   liare  the  power  of 
looking    to    the    municipal    boundaries   al 
well  as  lo  any  other  circumatancca  affect- 
ing tlie  question.     Such    being    the  only 
Instructions   giren    to    iho   Coiiimissionnl 
tliey  soon  discorered  how  difficult  it  was  10 
act  upon  them.     Before  the  Assistant  Cob- 
mitsioners  were  sent  down  to  the  liiffercat 
boroughs  the  Coniniissioners,  I  think  moat 
wisely,   put   an    interprelniion    upon    tliS 
words,   "situation  and  other  local  ciream- 
etniiccB,"  which,  if  it  had  been  acted  upoD, 
ject.     Tbe  original  BesolulioD  proposed  a  1  would  have  removed  most  of  the  difficultica 


■oheme— 

Mr.  Gortt 


which  bare   since  been  met  vitb.     Tbal 
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interpretation  will  be  found  in  the  intro- 
duction to  their  Report.  The  GommiB- 
Bioners  infttructed  tiie  Assistant  Gommis- 
fiioiiers  to  nscertnin  whether  there  was  such 
community  of  interests  belweecn  the  out- 
lying districts  and  the  borough  as  would 
lend  them  to  believe  that  such  outWnig 
districts  should  form  part  of  the  borough. 
A  wiser  interpretation  than  that  could  not 
have  been  put  upon  the  words  of  the  Act. 
And  now  let  us  see  liow  far  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  were  able  to  act  upon  it. 
One  of  the  ablest  of  the  Assistant  Oommis- 
aioners  (Mr.  Cumin)  came  before  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs,  and,  speaking  of  the  bo- 
roughs of  the  great  county  of  South 
Lancashire,  he  said  that  the  expression 
**  community  of  interests  "  could  not  mean 
merely  identity  of  pursuit,  because  in 
reference  to  that  county  it  was  impossible 
to  say  where  the  community  of  pursuits 
began  or  ended.  When  he  came  to  deal 
with  Manchester,  for  instance,  two  propo- 
sitions were  made  to  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners— one  by  an  able  Conservative 
barrister,  and  theother  by  the  Conservative 
Association.  By  the  first  proposition  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  were  asked  to 
draw  a  circle  with  a  radius  of  three  miles, 
which  was  to  include  the  borough  ;  while 
by  the  second  proposition  they  were  asked 
to  include  all  the  outlying  districts  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  town,  up  to  Ashton 
in  one  direction  and  Oldham  in  another  It 
was  evident,  therefore,  that  it  was  impos- 
aihle  to  lay  down  any  definite  and  clear 
rule  which  could  be  applied  to  all  oases 
that  arose  in  the  manufacturing  districts. 
The  only  rule  that  Mr.  Cumin  could  lay 
down,  therefore,  was  to  disregard  the  mere 
circumstance  of  there  being  a  community 
of  pursuits,  and  to  ascertain  whether  there 
was  a  great  mass  of  continuous  houses 
inhabited  by  those  who  belonged  to  the 
great  mass  of  the  population  of  the  town. 
That  was  a  sensible  rule  to  lay  down,  so 
far  as  it  could  be  acted  upon  ;  but  it  was 
Boon  found  that  it  was  impossible  to  ap- 
ply it  to  Liverpool  or  to  Birmingham 
without  including  enormous  districts  which 
could  not  properly  be  regarded  as  be- 
longing to  those  boroughs.  The  final 
conclusion  ot  which  the  Commissioners 
arrived  under  those  circumstances  was 
to  determine  each  case  in  accordance  with 
its  own  special  circumstances  ;  in  short, 
to  decide  without  any  rule  at  all.  I  have 
alluded  to  these  facts  in  order  to  show  the 
House  that  this  question  is  not  such  an 
easy  one  as  might  be  supposed  at  first  sight 


The  best  boundary  line,  in  my  opinion,  that 
can  be  drawn  is  to  include  the  outlying 
districts  where  they  have  a  distinct  com- 
munity of  interests  with  the  borough,  and 
to  exclude  them  where  their  interests  are 
independent  of  those  of  the  borough.  These 
being  the  difficulties  the  Commissioners  had 
to  encounter,  what  did  they  do  ?  They  had 
two  classes  of  cases  to  deal  with — the  new 
and  the  old  boroughs.     With  regard  to  the 
former  they  possessed  large  discretionary 
powers ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  there  has 
been  any  dispute  between  the  Commissio- 
ners and  the  Committee  with  regard  to  the 
minor  diflerences   that  have   arisen    with 
respect   to   them.      There  were  197  old 
boroughs  in  England  with  which  the  Com- 
missioners had  to  deal — 116  of  which  they 
left  without   proposing   any   extension    of 
their  boundaries.  Of  the  remaining  eighty- 
one,  forty-eight  would  receive  the  addition 
determined  by  the  Commissioners,  if  the 
House  adopted  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, as  he  trusted  it  would  ;  the  other 
thirty* three    cases    were    referred  to  the 
Committee  to  adjudicate  upon  them.  Now, 
in  eighteen  of  these   cases  the  Commit- 
tee  practically    agreed    with    the    recom- 
mendations of  the  Commissioners;  but  they 
thought  that  it  was  not  advisable  that  any 
olteration  should  be  made  in  the  boundaries 
of  the  remaining  fifteen  boroughs.     The 
objections  rai>>ed  to  annexation  were  eleven 
in  number.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Gorst)  said  that  he 
could  not  find  out  the  exact  reason  which 
had  induced  the  Committee  to  come  to  the 
determination  at  which  they  had  arrived. 
What  we  did  was  this — we  sat  for  four  days 
consecutively,  de  die  in  diem,   examining 
into  every  case  in  order  to  see  what  all  the 
objections  were  that  could  bo  raised  by  all 
parties,  and  then  we  proceeded  to  deliberate 
upon  the  cases  to  see  how  far  we  could 
arrive  at  a  conclusion  with  regard  to  t!icm. 
We  stated  in  our  Report  the  various  objec- 
tions  raised   to   the   enlargement  of  the 
boroughs,  and   to   the  annexation   of  the 
outlying  districts,  and  as   hon.   Members 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  reading  that  Re- 
port I  will  not  refer  to  them  in  detail,  but  I 
will  proceed  to  lay  such  information  before 
the  House  as  1  think  will  explain  the  reasons 
which  induced  the  Committee  to  arrive  at  a 
different  conclusion  with  regard  to  the  fif- 
teen boroughs  from  that  come  to  by  the 
Commissioners.      I  think  you  may  divide 
these  fifteen   boroughs   into   four  classes, 
placing  five  in  one,  six  in  another,  two  in  a 
third,  and  two  in  a  fourth.    Now,  in  the 
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first  class  I  would  place  ttiose  fery  large  |  Jarrow  to  South  Shields,  unless  %  system 
boroughs  to  which  annexations  wercrecom-  I  of  grouping  were  adopted,  any  more  tliaa 
mended  by  the  Commissioners,  but  in  which  '  there  was  in  the  cases  of  many  of  the 
those  annexations  have  not  been  approved  by  !  places  the  annexation  of  which  was  re- 
tho  Committee.  Tliose  boroughs  are  Liver.  '  jected.  The  next  case,  that  of  Gateshead, 
pool,  Manchester,  Birmingham,  Lambeth,  ;  is  a  fery  striking  one.  From  what  tp- 
and  Marylobone.  Now,  in  all  these  cases,  pcarcd  iu  the  Report  of  the  Commissionen 
with  the  exception  of  Liverpool,  you  will  find  '  I  should  have  myself  favoured  the  propo^ 
that  the  annexation  was  equally  objected  j  annexation  of  the  outlying  districts ;  bat 
to  by  the  boroughs  themselves  and  tlie  (  the  facts  as  brouglit  out  before  us  showed 
outlying  districts,  and  in  all  the  cases  with-  that  the  population  of  Gateshead  was  is- 
out  any  exception  you  must,  if  you  had  creasing  in  a  southerly,  but  not  in  as 
adopted  the  principles  upon  which  the  easterly  direction.  The  Commissiooen, 
Commissioners  had  proceeded,  have  an- 1  however,  have  added  three  ecclesiasticil 
nexed  a  great  number  of  other  places.  \  districts  lying  in  an  enaterly  directioc, 
Again,  in  most,  if  not  all  the  cases,  the  out-  wliilo  between  tlio  borough  and  these  dis- 
lying  districts  proposed  to  be  annexed  pos-  tricts  lies  a  ppace  of  agricultural  coaDt7 
sessed  some  kind  of  interest  distinct  from  |  of  about  a  mile  with  very  few  houses.  Ii 
that  of  the  borougii  to  which  they  were  to  -  this  case  nobody  can  pretend  that  tliC 
be  annexed,  either  in  the  shape  of  a  local  '  places  proposed  to  be  annexed  are  eoa* 
Board  or  some  other  form  of  local  self-  nected  with  the  borough  as  affording  fl^ 
government.  Again,  in  most,  if  not  all,  commodation  for  an  overflowing  popali- 
these  cases  there  was  a  strong  desire  on  tion.  The  annexations  proposed  to  be  made 
the  part  of  those  possessing  county  votes  j  to  Birkenhead  on  the  north  side  of  the  tovi 
to  retain  that  privilege  ;  and  it  was  not  to  .  would  appear  at  first  sight  to  be  jostii- 
bo  lost  sight  of,  that  while  the  annexa-  '  ablo  ;  but  all  the  evidence  adduced  befoif 
tiuns  would  have  swelled  the  populations  the  Committee  went  to  show  that  the  in- 
of  these  boroughs  to  over  400,000  each,    terests  of  tho   borough    and    the  dittrieti 


the  remaining  populations  of  the  respective 
counties,  or  divisions  of  counties,  in  which 


proposed   to  be  added   were   not  only  aot 
identical,  but  were  absolutely   conflicting, 


they  were  situated  would  in  most  cases  be  !  the  fact  being  evident  from  the  contiooal 
very  little  more  than,  and  in  some  cases  !  opposition  offered  by  the  neighbourhood  tt 
actually  less  than  100,000.  I  submit  to  .  the  passage  of  local  Bills  through  this 
tho  House,  therefore,  that  we  were  per-  !  House  ;  and  tho  district  north  of  Wallaaej 
fee tly  justified  in  the  conclusions  at  which  j  Pool,  if  connected  with  any  borough,  tvai 
we  arrived  with  regard  to  boroughs  which  !  rather  connected  with  Liverpool  than  witb 


would  become  so  unwieldy  and  so  dis 
proportionately  largo.  I  now  come  to 
the  next  class  of  eases — those  in  which 
tho  districts  proposed  to  be  annexed 
possessed  interests  entirely  distinct  from 
those  of  tho  boroughs  to  which  they 
were   to  be  joined.     In  this  class  1  may 


Birkenhead.  Then,  with  respect  to  Wa^ 
wick,  my  own  individual  opinion  is  that  it 
would  have  been  a  very  good  thing  if  Lea- 
mington and  Warwick  had  been  linked  to- 
gether some  time  ago  ;  but  1  do  not  tbiok 
thot  under  their  Instructions  the  Commii- 
sioncrs  could  properly  include   Leamingtoa 


place  Tyncmouth,  South  Shields,  Gates- ',  in  Warwick,  since  that  would  be  group* 
head,  Birkenhead,  Warwick,  and  Ports-  :  ing  two  towns  which  were  distinct  fron 
mouth.  Well,  now  as  to  Tynemouth,  the  each  other.  It  would  be  simply  ridicaloti 
Commissioners  proposed  to  add  Willington  to  urgo  that  the  places  proposed  to  be  a&- 
Quay  to  it,  but  the  Assistant  Commissioners  I  ncxed  were  inhabited  by  tho  overflow  o( 
themselves  admitted  that  tho  two  had  no  the  Warnick  population.  Then  comes  tbi 
connection  whatever,  and  the  evidence  ad-  case  of  Portsmouth,  to  which  the  Commit 
duced  before  tho  Committee  showed  that;  sioncrs  proposed  to  annex  part  of  the  pa- 
Willington  Quay,  if  connected  with  any  ,  rish  of  Alverstoke,  and  upon  that  case  mj 
borough  at  all,  was  more  connected  with  '  learned  Friend  was  very  severe.    My  brother 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne  than  it  was  with 
Tynemouth.  To  South  Shields  the  Com- 
missioners proposed  to  annex  tho  town  of 
Jarrow,  which  is  an  old  town,  distinct  from 
South  Shields,  and  not  the  overflow  of  the 
population  of  that  place,  but  independent 
of  it.     There  was  no  reason  for  annexing 

Mr.  WalpoU 


being  the  rector  of  that  pariah  I  requested 
the  Committeo  on  that  ground  not  to  call 
upon  me  to  take  part  in  their  decision;  bot, 
having  heard  tho  evidence,  I  must  say  that 
to  my  mind  it  was  distinctly  shown  not 
only  that  Alverstoke  possessed  a  separatt 
Bench  of  Magistrates  and  belonged  to  a 
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dUtiDct  Poor  Lair  union,  but  that  it  was 
also  neither  soeially  nor  municipally  con- 
nected with  Portsmouth.  In  the  next  class 
— the  cases  of  Bristol  and  Nottingham — 
the  House  will,  I  think,  see  the  difficulty 
with  which  we  had  to  deal.  Many  of  the 
objections  which  apply  to  the  first  class  of 
cnscs  apply  also  to  these  two  boroughs, 
but  there  wa?,  in  addition,  the  extreme 
difficulty —as  the  Commissioners  themselves 
pointed  out — arising  from  the  fact  that  as 
these  towns  are  counties  of  themsehes,  we 
had  to  deal  with  a  large  number  of  free- 
holders whoso  rights  of  voting  either  in 
the  county  or  in  the  borough  would  have 
previously  to  be  determined.  That  ques- 
tion hus  never  been  fairly  brought  be- 
fore Parliament  since  the  time  of  the 
Reform  Act,  and  my  own  individual  opi- 
nion is  that,  independently  of  the  other 
objections,  you  were  bound  to  determine 
that  question  before,  by  annexing  the 
outlying  districts  to  the  town,  you  de- 
prived certain  voters  of  rights  which  they 
now  possess,  and  which  for  the  most  part 
they  are  anxious  to  retain.  The  cases 
of  Wigau  and  Reading  are  the  last.  Now, 
in  the  case  of  Wigan,  the  districts  proposed 
to  be  added  being  inhabited  by  a  po|yila- 
tion  unconnected  with  the  borough  by  sym- 
pathy or  interest,  and  which  was  not  an 
overflow  from  the  town  itself  they  (the  Com- 
mittee) thought  it  would  not  be  wise  to 
annex  them  ;  and  in  the  case  of  Reading 
everyone  seemed  to  be  agreed  that  the 
district  proposed  to  be  annexed  was  in- 
habited by  persons  who  had  selected  resi- 
dences with  the  special  view  of  separating 
themselves  from  the  town,  and  who  were 
in  fact  much  more  identified  with  the 
county  interests.  These  are  the  reasons 
which  guided  us  in  our  decisions,  and 
I  have  only  to  add  a  few  words  upon 
the  course  which  we  ought  now  to  pursue. 
I  must  say  that  I  agree  with  what  my 
learned  Friend  said  with  reference  to  the 
Beport  of  the  Commissioners.  If  that  Re- 
port had  not  been  challenged,  I,  for  one, 
should  have  been  prepared,  from  the  high 
respect  which  I  entertain  for  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  the  confidence  I  repose  in 
their  judgment,  to  accept  the  decision  at 
which  they  had  arrived.  But  when  that 
Report  was  challenged,  and  referred  more- 
over to  a  Select  Committee,  it  would  have 
been  a  gross  dereliction  of  their  duty  if 
that  Committee  had  not  exercised  their 
judgment  in  respect  to  the  proposals  re- 
commended by  the  Commissioners.  Now, 
something  has  been  said  as  to  the  Report 


being  regarded  as  final.  I  have  always  felt 
that  any  Report  to  the  framing  of  which 
I  have  been  a  party  ought  to  be  submitted 
to  the  judgment  of  the  House  ;-but  I  must 
at  the  same  time  remark  that  if  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  House  not  to  accept  our 
Report,  though  I  should  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  find  fault  with  that  decision,  yet  I 
cannot  disguise  from  myself  we  have  lost  a 
great  deal  of  valuable  time  in  determining 
this  question.  If  such  be  the  case,  day 
after  day  has  been  spent  in  fruitless  and 
superfluous  labour  ;  and  I,  for  one,  should 
have  thought  twice  before  I  would  havo 
allowed  my  name  to  be  placed  on  the  Com- 
mittee. At  the  same  time,  I  do  not  in  the 
least  degree  object  to  our  Report  being  ques- 
tioned, and  with  reference  to  the  proposal  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  wo  should 
deal  with  the  particular  cases  one  after 
another  I  can  only  say  that  we  shall  feel 
it  our  duty  to  give  such  information  as  may 
lay  in  our  power,  leaving  it  to  the  House 
to  decido  on  each  case  as  it  comes  under 
discussion.  As  a  Member,  not  of  the  Com- 
mittee but  of  the  House,  I  may  take  leave 
to  express  one  opinion  which  I  entertain 
very  strongly  —  namely,  that  where  the 
poiut  is  in  doubt  as  to  whether  you  should 
annex  outlying  districts  to  a  borough  or 
not,  it  is  very  desirable  that  considerable 
weight  should  be  given  to  the  circumstance 
that  the  municipal  and  Parliamentary  boun- 
daries are  conterminous.  I  have  always 
contended  for  that  principle  in  the  House, 
as  the  only  means  whereby  we  can  insuro 
community  of  interests,  inasmuch  ns  that 
is  the  only  means  by  which  community  of 
interests,  duties,  and  burdens — in  fact,  the 
obligations  of  a  common  citizenship,  can  be 
obtained.  I  havo  one  other  general  re- 
mark to  make.  I  own  I  entertain  very 
considerable  doubt  whether  in  cases  where 
you  have  large  borough  constituencies, 
numbering  four  times  as  many  electors  as 
the  constituency  of  the  county  in  which 
they  stand,  you  should  proceed  to  take 
electors  from  those  counties  and  add  them 
to  the  towns.  I  am  well  aware  it  is  felt 
that  the  counties  are,  ordinarily  speaking, 
agricultural,  and  the  towns  commercial 
or  manufacturing  constituencies ;  but  I 
think  it  by  no  means  a  bad  point  in  our 
Constitution  that  we  have  some  consti- 
tuencies composed  of  both  elements  of 
population,  and  such  constituencies  can 
only  be  secured  by  preserving  commercial 
and  manufacturing  counties  as  distin- 
guished from  those  which  are  purely  agri- 
cultural. 


1271 


Boundary  Bill--' 


{COMMONS! 


CommMee. 


lS7i 


Mr.  STOPFORD  bqiiI,  lie  regrelled  the 
CommittGO  had  to  denl  with  two  rivnl  Re- 
ports from  bodiejt  of  undoubted  authority, 
lie  would  confess  he  hod  been  somewhat 
dismayed  and  disappointed  by  the  Report 
of  the  Committee,  because  it  re-opened 
tlio  wliole  question  of  boundaries,  and  had 
not  shrunk  from  raising  points  unanimously 
settled  by  the  IIouso  last  year.  One  would 
have  thought  that  respecting  the  general 
principle  of  tlie  extension  of  boundaries 
the  House  and  the  Government,  the  Com- 
missioners and  the  Committee,  would  all 
have  been  in  accord  ;  but  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners,  which  had  been  based 
in  every  case  upon  careful  local  inquiry, 
was  entirely  upset  by  the  Report  of  the 
Committee,  an  far  as  the  boroughs  were 
concerned.  Much  stress  had  of  late  been 
laid  on  the  value  of  local  inquiry  in  the 
matter  of  bribery,  and  so  higlily  did  some 
hon.  Members  esteem  it  that  they  were 
prepared  to  relinquish  control  over  cases  of 
contested  elections,  if  by  that  sacrifice 
local  inquiry  could  be  secured.  Notwith- 
standing this,  however,  the  Committee 
threw  the  whole  of  those  patient  local 
inquiries  to  the  winds,  and  came  to  entirely 
different  conclusions.  As  far  as  he  under- 
Btood  it,  the  Committee's  Report  was  based 
on  these  grounds,  that  municipal  and  Par- 
liamentary boroughs  should  be  contermi- 
nous; that  boroughs  should  not  be  unduly 
extended  so  as  to  consist  of  an  overwhelm- 
ing number  of  Members;  and  that  there 
should  be  a  community  of  interest  between 
the  boroughs  as  at  present  constituted  and 
the  suburbs  it  was  proposed  to  add  to  them. 
With  respect  to  the  Hrst  point,  he  contended 
that  inasmuch  as  Parliament  had  not  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  on  the  subject  last  year 
it  was  now  too  late  for  the  Committee  to 
lay  down  any  such  principle.  But,  setting 
this  aside,  he  at  least  expected  of  the 
Members  of  the  Committee  that  they  would 
be  consistent,  but  he  found  they  recom- 
mended the  extension  of  the  boundaries  of 
several  boroughs,  and  among  these  was 
Northampton,  tho  Parliamentary  and  mu- 
nicipal boundaries  of  which  would  not  be 
conterminous  if  the  Report  were  adopted. 
The  Committee  also  endorsed  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commissioners  respect- 
ing Bolton,  Chester,  and  Windsor,  that  tho 
area  of  these  boroughs  should  be  extended 
by  the  addition  of  certain  of  their  suburbs  ; 
BO  that  in  these  cases  the  Parliamentary 
and  municipol  borough  would  no  longer  be 
conterminous.  The  objection  that  boroughs 
would  become  unwieldy  by  the  addition  of 
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suburbs  was  quite  untenable*  even  if  it  did 
not  arise  out  of  a  question  which  the  Cea- 
mittee  was  incompetent  to  inquire  into— 
namely,  whether  boroughs,  the  popalitioi 
of  which  had  outgrown  their  ParUameatiiy 
limits,  should   be  added  to  by  that  popnW. 
tion.     This  question  bad  already  been  dii- 
cussed  and  decided  on  in  the  a6SrmatiTebj 
Parliament  last  year.      It    struck   hiiait 
somewhat    extraordinary     tbat   every  oh 
who  differed  from   the  Commiasioners,  is- 
eluding  the  Committee,  were  most  profuse 
in  complhnenting   them   on  their  indottrj 
and  care.     The  Committee  bad  made  nidi 
of  the  point  that  people  in  the  eoborbi  i 
towns  had  objected  to  being  brought  witla 
the  boroughs  because  they  would  lose  tk 
privilege  of    compounding;   but  he  eosU 
not  regard  that  as  a  greater  hardship  t« 
those  at  present  without  the  Farliamefltiiy 
boundary  than  it  was  to  those  within.  It 
was  of  the  greatest  importance  thatcNi- 
ties  should  retain   their    representation  it 
their  own  hands,  but  if  largo  mannfactoriif 
towns  went  on  increasing  at  their  premt 
rate  the  House  would  have  the  hon.  Jle» 
her  for  Birmingham   sitting  in  the  sett  i 
the  hon.  Member  for  Nurth  Warwickifain^ 
than  which  a  more  extraordinary  metMW* 
phosis  could  not  be  imagined.      As  forth 
alleged   necessity    of    responding  to  the 
wishes  of  the  inhabitants  of  disputed  di^ 
tricts  he  denied  that  local  opinion  bad  mj 
right  to  bo  consulted  in  cases  of  Impciy 
policy.     In  the  case  of  divisions  on  a  fRti 
question  recently  before  tho  House,  UUltf 
had  expressed  a  most  unmistakable  opiDitii 
but  the  House   had    entirely    disregaidcd 
Ulster's  voice.  Upon  questions  ot  Imperiil 
policy,  where  the  House  bad  made  op  iti 
mind,   it  had  been   broadly  declared  tU 
local  opinions  ought  not  to  preTail.    Bol 
that  was  exactly  the  ease  of  persons  tftH' 
side  the  boroughs.  Parliament  bad  adopts! 
certain  principles  of  extending  the  franehlM 
as  desirable,    and  now    it    was    sought  ti 
reverse  these  in  deference  to  the  opiMi 
held  by  persons  outside  the  boroughs.  Tte 
secret  of  the  great  objection  felt  by  pertMi 
outside   the  boroughs  to   be  included  fcc 
Parliamentary  purposes  ho  bolicTed  to  bi 
the  dread   that  they  would  some  day  bi 
included  for  purposes  of  taxation.    Andl» 
agreed  with   his  hon.  Friend    the  MeaiWr 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Gorst)  that  persons  win 
enjoyed    every   advantage    derivable  ff« 
living  in  close  proximity  to  a  town  might 
not  unfairly  bo  asked  to  partake  of  tkt 
burden  of   local   taxation.     He  could  t^ 
help  thinking  that,  as  to  Bristol,  Wigti^ 


i 


1273  Boundary  Bitt^  \Jvn  8, 1868 1 


CommiitM. 


1274 


Nottinglmm,  Birminghnm,  and  Liverpool, 
tlie  CommiBsioners  bad  made  out  a  Tery 
good  case  for  extending  the  Parliamentary 
limita.  He  did  not  profess  to  hafe  any 
intimate  acquaintance  with  the  special  de- 
tails ;  hut  he  might  at  least  claim  the  ad- 
vantage of  heing  perfectly  impartial  on  the 
subject  of  boundnries,  as  in  the  county 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent  no 
question  had  arisen  with  respect  to  its 
extension.  It  had  been  a  great  disappoint- 
ment to  him  and  to  mnny  Members  on  the 
fame  side  of  the  House  to  find  that  one 
great  anomaly  of  the  representatiye  system 
WAR  not  proposed  to  be  redressed.  The  lion. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Newdcgate)  had  often  called  attention  to 
the  groat  discrepancy  existing  between  the 
representation  of  boroughs  and  counties. 
While  tho  boroughs  hod  not  so  large  a 
population  as  the  counties,  they  had  twice 
as  manj  Members  to  represent  them  ;  and 
last  jear  it  was  supposed  that  this  anomaly 
was  being  to  a  certain  extent  redressed, 
by  the  absorption  into  the  borough  consti- 
tuencies of  large  numbers  of  persons  who, 
as  long  as  they  remained  outside,  swelled 
the  county  population,  and  rendered  the 
county  representation  so  Tery  dispropor- 
tionate. But  if  the  population  which  the 
Commissioners  proposed  to  include  in  the 
boroughs  was  thrown  back  into  the  counties 
they  would  be  no  better  off  than  before  the 
Reform  Bill  was  possed.  It  was  not  for 
him  to  say  what  course  the  Government  or 
the  House  should  take  on  this  important 
question ;  but  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  it  would  be  necessary  for  the  Com- 
mittee to  go  into  every  case  again.  It 
had  been  said  that  the  Government  were 
pledged  to  adopt  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, appointed  on  their  own  Motion  ; 
but  he  confessed  that  according  to  the  view 
lie  took,  the  Committee  had  gone  in  some 
degree  beyond  their  instructions  in  propos- 
ing the  sweeping  changes  which  they  had 
recommended.  He  hoped  that  the  House 
would  agree  with  the  Commissioners  rather 
than  the  Committee. 

Mr.  BRIGHT :  Sir,  I  think  that  the 
preliminary  discussion  now  taking  place- 
though  it  may  appear  to  occupy  more  time 
than  is  desirable  —  will  be  very  advan- 
tageous. The  Committee  is  at  a  very  great 
disadvantage  in  not  having  the  privilege 
of  hearing  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
and  especially  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
for  on  him  will  depend  probably  the  decision 
whether  we  mnit  go  through  the  whole  of 


the  Schedule  of  eighty-one  boroughs,  and 
have  discussion  and  division  on  a  great 
many  of  them,  or  whether  we  can  confine 
ourselves  to  the  question  whether  we  shall 
accept  the  determination  of  the  Committee 
in  regard  to  the  fifteen  boroughs  to  which 
reference  has  been  made.  Tho  right  lion. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Walpole)  has  made  as 
clear  a  statement  of  the  case  of  the  Com- 
mittee as  it  is  possible  to  submit  to  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Qontlcman  re- 
ferred to  what  was  said  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Home  De- 
partment on  a  former  occasion  when  he 
proposed  the  appointment  of  the  Select 
Committee,  and  proposed  that  the  decision 
of  the  Committee  would  be  final. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  I  beg 
pardon  ;  that  is  not  the  case.  I  did  not 
know  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  alluded  to 
me  ;  but  it  has  been  stated  that  such  is 
the  case,  and  I  see  that  the  words  appear 
in  The  Timet  newspaper.  But  the  way 
the  question  arose  was  this.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
asked  me  whether,  if  the  Committee  were 
appointed,  they  would  have  the  power  of 
reserving  questions  for  the  consideration 
of  a  future  Parliament,  or  whether  they 
would  give  a  final  opinion  as  to  tho  boroughs 
submitted  to  them  ?  I  said,  **  The  Com- 
mittee would  report  to  the  House  their 
final  decision,"  and  in  The  Times  report 
the  statement  is  added,  '*  and  the  House 
would  be  bound  by  that  decision."  I  felt 
confident  that  I  had  not  made  use  of  those 
words,  and  I  requested  a  friend  to  look 
at  the  passage  as  it  was  reported  in  other 
newspapers.  The  Daily  Ifews  puts  it 
thus— 

**  Mr.  Hardy  said,  it  would  be  fliml  so  far  as  the 
Committee  was  concerned,  but  it  woald  be  for 
the  Ilouie  to  ratify  it  or  not,  ns  they  determined. 
If  there  was  documentary  evidence  on  one  side, 
there  ought  to  be  documentary  evidence  on  the 
other." 

In  another  paper  it  is  stated  in  tho  same 
way — 

*'  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  whether  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  would  be  final,  or  only 
to  postpone  the  question  for  the  further  considera- 
tion of  Parliament  ;  for,  if  it  were  to  be  final, 
they  certainly  ought  to  have  evidence  on  both 
sides." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  here  referred  to 
is  the  Member  for  South  Lancashire.  [Mr, 
Gladstone  interposed  a  remark.]  I  am 
only  reading  the  newspaper  extract.  It 
goes  on  to  tay— 
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«<  Mr.  Ilardy  said,  it  would  be  final,  as  fkr  as 
the  Committee  was  concerned,  but  it  would  be  for 
tbe  House  to  ratify  it  or  not,  as  they  determined. 
If  there  were  documentary  evidence  on  one  side, 
there  ought  to  be  documentary  evidence  on  the 
other,  but  there  would  be  no  opportunity  of  call- 
ing witnesses  on  either." 

Tbe  questioD,  therefore,  to  which  mjr  atten- 
tion was  directed,  and  to  wliich  my  answer 
was  pointed,  was  whether  the  Committee 
onght  to  reserve  these  cases  for  a  future 
Parliament,  or  whether  they  ought  to  decide 
upon  them  at  once. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  in  Order  in  reading 
newspaper  extracts  from  reports  of  debates 
in  the  House  during  the  present  Session. 

Mr.  bright  :  I  do  not  in  tho  least 
contest  the  explonation  tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  offered  ;  but  I  appeal  to  the 
House,  and  I  may  even  appeal  to  hon. 
Gentlemen,  opposite,  whether  the  impres- 
sion conveyed  to  the  House  at  the  time  the 
Committee  was  appointed  was  not  that  the 
Government  would  be  disposed  to  receive 
with  confidence,  and  as  a  final  decision, 
that  which  should  be  determined  upon  by 
the  Committee  ?  In  all  cases  of  this  kind, 
the  House  does  not  absolutely  part  with 
its  power  when  it  appoints  its  Committee  ; 
and  perhaps  on  no  former  occasion  was  a 
Committee  appointed  more  entirely  worthy 
of  the  confidence  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Gorst)  spoke 
of  party  men.  Why,  if  you  were  to  shut 
from  duo  deliberation  on  grave  matters 
all  thosou  who  take  nn  active  part  in  the 
discussions  of  this  House,  the  course  of 
Business  in  this  House  would  be  greatly 
impeded.  I  was  about  to  say  just  now 
that  I  thought  the  Government  should  step 
forward,  on  this  occasion,  and  guide  the 
House  to  tho  conclusion  at  which  it  should 
arrive.  I  think  no  men  ever  occupied  the 
Treasury  Bench  who  would  not,  under  the 
circumstances,  have  como  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  was  their  duty  to  accept  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Committee.  There  are  fifteen 
boroughs  to  which  some  hon.  Members  are 
disposed  to  take  exception ;  and  it  would 
be  most  unfortunate  if  the  House  in  Com- 
mittee should  go  into  a  discussion  and 
division  with  regard  to  every  one  of  them. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite — 
I  did  not  know  before  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  been  learned — made  a  speech 
to  night  which  went  at  great  length  into 
these  matters.  But  let  me  ask,  why  was 
the  Commission  appointed  last  year  ? 
Clearly  because  tho  House  felt  itself  not 
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equal  to  dealing  with  the  details  of  a  great 
number  of  boroughsy  and  the  Commission 
was   appointed    for   the    sole   purpose  of 
offering,  with  these  details  before  it,  w^ 
advice,  and  of   giving   Boch  decisions,  u 
might  guide  the  House.      The  right  Iton. 
Member   for  Cambridge    University  (Mr. 
Walpole)  has  shown  what  we  now  all  fed, 
that  tho  clause  in  the    Bill   was    hutilj 
drawn,  and  not  judiciously  for  its  purpose; 
and  the  result  is  that  the  Report  of  tk 
Commissioners  —  without    anj    blame  ti 
them — has  not  been  so  satisfactory  in  sooie 
respects  as  the  House  had  hoped  for  snd 
as  we  all  could  wish.     And  the  reason  Ike 
Report  was  not  entirety   satisfactory  vis 
that    tho  Commissioners   were    compelled 
apparently,  or  thought  thej  were  compel- 
led, to  exclude  from  view  certain  consider- 
ations which  should  not  be   lost  sight  ef 
when   a  question   like    this,    affecting  n 
many    boroughs,    was    to    be   considered. 
Tho  question  of  convenience — tho  ptiUic 
j  opinion  of  the  boroughs  txB  they  exist  now, 
ond  of  the  population  of  the  districts  to  be 
brought    in  —  all  these   are   matters  tbil 
ought  to  be  considered.     And  because  tbst 
had  not  been  done  there  was  some  disstii* 
faction  felt,  and  how  great  it  was  Memben 
on  both  sides  of  the  House   know.    Tht 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  on  that  side,  sad 
tbe  hon.  Member  fur  Cheltenham  expressed 
dissatisfaction  with  the  Heport,  and  there 
was  a  prevalent  feeling  when  the  Comnit- 
tee  was  appointed,  that  tho  appointtnest 
of  the  Committee  was  tho  best  solution  ef 
the  difficulty  in  which    the     House  foosd 
itself.     Now  what  happened  ?     As  Men- 
bers  for  Birmingham,  my  hon.  ColIeagM 
and  myself  appeared  before  the  Committee. 
The  Committee    heard    first    of    all  the 
Assistant  Commissioner,  a  gentleman  vho 
evidently  knew    very   well    what   he  wsi 
talking  about,  and  had  paid  great  attentios 
to  the  matter  ;  and  after  he  had  madet 
statement  going  very  much     into    detail. 
Mr.  Walter,  one   of   the    Comniissiooers, 
was  also  permitted  to  make  a  speech  tt 
the  Committee.      Mr.   Walter,   like  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  appeared  to  have  sn 
intense  interest  in  tho  borough   which  I 
am  permitted  to  represent,  for  he  told  tbt 
Committee  that  he  had  taken  upon  himself 
to  go  down  to  Birmingham  and  stay  there 
some  time,  to    make   himself  acquainted 
with  the  geography  of  the  place.     Well, 
he  made   a    speech    to    the    Committee. 
After  that  my  hon.  Colleague  was  per- 
mitted  to  state  facts  which  we   thought 
very  important,  and  which   doubtless  tbe 
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Committee  thought  important.  And  after 
him  I  was  allowed  to  add  a  few  argumenta 
that  presented  themselves  to  my  mind. 
They  were  very  kindly,  and  very  impartially 
listened  to.  Now,  not  only  were  we  heard, 
but  the  hon.  Member  who  represents  East 
Worcestershire  (Mr.  Vernon)  was  heard  ; 
and  not  only  was  he  heard,  but  also  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate)  who,  no 
doubt,  with  an  idea  of  the  approaching 
meeting  of  the  Social  Science  Association, 
said  that  be  had  prepared  a  paper  for  the 
Committee.  I  have  not  seen  that  paper, 
but  no  doubt  he  said  everything  that  could 
be  said  on  the  side  of  the  view  which  he 
entertained.  When  the  Committee  had 
heard  all  that  they  had  to  hear  they  de- 
liberated. Now  look  at  the  dates.  On 
the  22nd  May  my  hon.  Colleague  and  myself 
were  before  the  Committee.  On  the  28th 
of  May  the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire was  before  the  Committee.  On 
the  29th  of  May  the  Committee  appears  to 
have  decided.  I  believe  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bridport  (Mr.  Kirk  man  Hodgson)  made 
»  particular  Motion,  but  that  is  nothing, 
because  it  is  stated  in  the  Report  that  the 
Members  of  the  Committee  -  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Gorst)  will 
admit  that  at  least  some  of  them  had 
judicial  minds — were  absolutely  unanimous 
in  all  these  cases.  The  hon.  Member  says 
that  there  was  no  principle  laid  down  by 
the  Committee.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Walpole)  does  not  say  that 
there  was  any  principle  ,*  and  I  do  not  see 
that  there  is  any  principle  that  can  be 
accurately  defined  that  would  affect  equally 
all  the  boroughs  which  were  referred  to  the 
Committee.  The  question  of  municipal  and 
Parliamentary  boundaries  is  one  which  was 
mooted  long  since  last  Session.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  Head  of  the  Govern- 
ment objected  to  an  Amendment  which,  at 
my  request,  was  moved  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Morpeth  (Sir 
George  Grey)  ;  but  in  his  answer  he  made 
nae  of  a  few  words  which  led  inevitably  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  Commission  wholly  to  keep  out  of 
view  the  question  of  the  municipal  bounda- 
ries of  boroughs.  Now,  as  I  am  on  my  feet, 
I  will  state  a  fact  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  generally,  but  which 
affects  the  borough  with  which  I  am  more 
immediately  connected.  North  Warwick- 
shire contains  a  population  of  about  116,000 
outside  the  boroughsi  and  it  was  proposed 


to  take  25,000  froiti  the  116,000  of  the 
population,  and  add  them  to  a  borough 
which  was  now  about  350,000.  East 
Worcestershire  has  about  130,000,  and  it 
was  proposed  to  take  from  them  10,000,  and 
add  them  to  that  borough,  which,  if  the 
former  addition  had  been  made,  would  have 
had  375,000.  Well,  in  the  face  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  say  that  is  a  preposterous 
proposition  which  the  Honse,  in  an  impar- 
tial, judicial  state  of  mind,  would  not  for  a 
moment  consent  to.  Now,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  there  were  three  courses, 
which  were  these— that  you  should  take 
the  Report  of  the  Commission,  or  tnko  the 
Report  of  the  Committee,  or  disregard  them 
both  ;  the  House  going  into  a  confused 
discussion  and  voting  upon  the  case  of  each 
separate  borough.  But  I  take  for  granted 
that  that  last  course  is  what  the  House 
rejected  when  it  first  of  all  appointed  the 
Commission.  The  House  declared  by  ap- 
pointing the  Commission  that  it  was  not 
competent  wisely  and  impartially  to  go  into 
the  question  of  these  various  boroughs. 
Welt,  a  Commission  was  appointed,  and 
when  it  reported  the  House  discovered  that 
the  Instructions  to  the  Commission  had  not 
been  sufficiently  broad  and  distinct,  and 
there  was  so  much  dissatisfaction  with  a 
portion  of  the  Report,  that  the  House  de- 
termined to  have  the  case  tried  again  by  a 
Committee,  which  would  havo  the  advan- 
tage of  the  information  which  the  Commis- 
sion  had  had,  and  of  the  information  which 
had  subsequently  been  off'ered  to  the  House, 
And  the  Committee  sat,  and  I  will  under- 
take to  say  that  whether  yon  take  the 
three  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House 
or  the  two  Gentleman  on  that  side,  you 
would  not  be  able  to  find  in  the  House  ^fe 
men  to  whom  you  would  more  freely  leave 
the  determination  of  any  matter  in  which 
your  personal  interests  were  concerned. 
They  sat  from  day  to  day  ;  they  heard 
everybody  whom,  by  the  Instruction  of  the 
House,  they  were  permitted  to  hear.  They 
heard  them  fully.  It  was  not  a  secret 
Committee  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Gorst)  says. 
There  was  no  secret  about  it.  It  was  much 
more  open  than  the  Commission  that  made 
the  other  Report.  I  ilo  not  allude  to  the  Re- 
ports of  the  Assistant  Commissioners,  but  to 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  itself.  The 
Committee  having  heard  everyone,  they  deli- 
berated undisturbed  by  party  influence  of  any 
kind,  and  they  came  unanimously  to  a  certain 
eonolusion.  .  Well,  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
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—I  do  not  belioYe  I  shall  osk  him  in  fain 
—whether  he  will  sanction,  and  I  ask  the 
House  whether  it  will  sanction,  the  course 
that  is  proposed  in  opposition  to  the  deoi- 
Bions  of  this  Committee,  which  were  so 
Batisfactorj — not  possibly  to  some  lion. 
Gentlemen  who  feel  no  interest  but  a  party 
interest  in  this  matter,  but  entirely  satis- 
factory to  the  populations  that  are  roost 
eoncerned.  Because,  what  has  happened? 
So  far  as  I  have  heard,  there  has  not  been 
a  sinsrie  petition  or  memorial  offered  to 
the  House  since  this  Report  was  published; 
nor,  so  far  as  I  know,  hns  any  Member  of 
the  House  proposed  to  disturb  any  of  the 
decisions  to  which  the  Committee  has  come. 
Well,  now,  have  not  I  made  out  a  fair 
case  for  the  course  I  am  about  to  suggest? 
What  I  suggest  is  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Goverument 
and  his  Friends  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
being  as  anxious  as  we  are  on  this  side  to 
get  forward  with  the  Business  of  the  Ses- 
sion, we  should  accept  without  contest  the 
decisions  to  which  this  Committee  has  come. 
If  there  be  any  case  in  which  it  can  be 
shown  that  a  positive  error  has  been  com- 
mitted by  the  Committee — which  is  pos- 
sible, as  there  were  some  errors  on  the 
part  of  the  Commission — then,  of  course, 
the  House  will  be  willing  to  make  such 
alterations  as  may  be  necessary.  But  I 
think,  if  hon.  Gentlemen  will  get  out  of 
their  minds  the  notion  that  there  is  any 
great  gain  to  be  secured  for  party  in  this 
matter,  they  will  agree  with  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  this  side  of  the  House  that  we 
should  accept  the  determination  to  which 
the  Committee  has  come.  I  speak  on  be- 
half of  the  great  constituency  which  I  am 
permitted  in  part  to  represent,  and  of  the 
population  outside  the  borough,  who  by  the 
decision  of  this  Committee  are  to  bo  left 
outside  of  it,  which  decision,  I  believe, 
meets  with  their  entire  approbation.  If 
that  be  so,  I  appeol  to  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, and  to  the  Government,  whether  it 
can  be  to  their  interest,  or  whether  it 
can  be  to  the  interest  of  anj^body  in  this 
country  that  that  which  is  satisfactory  to 
the  large  masses  concerned  should  be  dis- 
turbed after  the  repeated  and  solemn  judg- 
ment has  been  given  upon  it  by  so  eminent 
and  influential  a  Committee  as  that  to  which 
it  has  been  referred  ? 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birminf^ham  seemed  to  assume 
that  what  was  satisfactory  to  him  and  his 
Friends  must  of  necessity  be  satisfactory  to 
the  House.  What  had  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
J&.  Bright 


posed?  That  because  the  Houaebnd  appointed 
a  Committee,  therefore  (he  House  shoold 
abandon  its  function  of  review.     The  hon. 
Member  proposed  that  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  should   be  final   with  referenes 
to  the  circumstanceg  of  the  boroughs  into 
which  it  had  been  appointed  to  inquire! 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  House  wodU 
not  be  justified  in  ndoptinj^  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's soggestion.  The  ri^ht.  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridge  (Mr.    Walpole)  ^- tbs 
Chairman  of  the  Select  Coniniittee — had 
argued  tho  question  entirely  as  a  bomogh 
Member,  and,  like    other    hon.    Memben 
who  had  previously  addressed   the  Hoase, 
did  not  understand  the  position  of  county 
Members  with  respect   to    representatioa. 
As  Member  for  North    Warwickshire,  he 
now  represented    120.000    people  outside 
the  boroughs  of  Tarn  worth ,  Coventry,  tod 
Birmingham.      But   his  constituency  vti 
composed  of  7,000  electors,  of  whom  foUj 
3,000  were  freeholders  or   persons  othe^ 
wise  qualified  in    Birmingham^    Coventry, 
and  Tamworth.     The  hoii.  Member  a»ked 
where  would  bo  the  justice  in  bringing  into 
the  Parliamentary  borough  of  Birmingliaa 
the   number  of    persons   now   outside  tU 
boundary  whom    the  Commissioners  pr»> 
posed  to  bring  in.     Now,   the  county  elec- 
tors of  Birmingham  amounted  to  one-siith 
of  the  constituency  of  North  Warwicksliire, 
and  therefore  the  borough  population  had 
a  Parliamentary  power  outside  tlie  borough, 
while  the  population  outside  the  borough 
had    no   electoral    power  whatever  withii 
the  borough  boundary.      From    this  the 
House  would  see  that  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  founded  on  the  numben 
in  the    county  and   tho    numbers    in  the 
borough,  as  though  distinct  in   their  repre- 
sentation, had  no  weight.      In  this  respect 
tho  Committee  had  been  less  well-informed 
than  the  Commission.     According  to  tbt 
admission  of  the    Committee    themselves, 
no  two  cases  of  boroughs  whose  houndariee 
the    Commissioners    proposed    to    enlarge 
had  been  decided  upon  the  same  principle. 
Each  case  had  been   decided  on  its  owa 
merits.     How,  then,  could  the  House  ab- 
dicate  its  function  of  review  ?       Ho  had 
not    heard  what   the    hon.    Member  (Mr. 
Bright)  or  Mr.  Wolter  had  said   before  tliS 
Committee,  but  his  belief  was  that  there 
was  no  case  so  strongly  to   the  credit  of 
the  decision  of  the  Commissioners,  and  so 
doubtful,  even  in  the  opinion  of  the  ri^iht 
hon.  Gentleman   (Mr.  Walpole)   himself— 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee — as  the 
case  of  Birmingham.      When   that  ctM 
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oame  on  for  diseossioDv  he  hoped  to  show 
that  the  Manor  of  Atton  —  the  district 
which  the  Commisfiioners  proposed  to  in- 
clude in  the  horough  of  Birmingham — con- 
tained tlie  Park  and  Manor  House  of  As- 
ton, which  were  the  property  of  the  Cor- 
porotion  of  Birmingham.  This  constituted 
a  case  which  was  open  to  douht,  efen  in 
the  opinion  of  some  of  the  Committee,  and 
he  believed  that  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mission would  be  found  strong  in  the  main- 
tenance of  their  decision.  The  Park  and 
Manor  of  Aston  were  opened  in  1858  as 
a  Park  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of 
Birminghnm;  the  Commission  recommended 
that  it  should  be  included  within  the  bo- 
rough, but  the  Committee  dissented  from 
thier  recommendatiun.  The  Park  and 
Manor  had  been  purchased  by  the  Cor- 
poration of  Birmingham,  and  if  it  were 
decided  to  be  outside  the  Parliamentary 
borough,  it  might  as  well  he  decided  that 
Hyde  Park  and  the  Green  Park  ought  not 
to  be  within  the  boroughs  of  Westminster 
and  Marylebone.  There  had  been  no  Eng- 
lish county  Member  upon  the  Committee, 
and  apparently  no  one  who  properly  appre- 
ciated the  position  of  county  Members  and 
constituencies  ;  and  he  thought  he  had 
adduced  sufficient  reasons  for  inducing  the 
House  not  to  accede  to  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  adopt  the  Re- 
port of  the  Select  Committee  without  re- 
Tiew. 

Mr.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  he 
thought  that  before  they  decided  between 
the  rival  claims  of  the  Commissioners  and 
the  Select  Committee  they  should  know 
more  correctly  the  actual  facts  of  the  case. 
In  a  short  but  important  conversation 
which  preceded  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  it  was  stated  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  no  power  to  inquire  into  the 
opinions  of  persons  locally  interested.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright) 
had  now  fallen  into  the  same  error  ;  but 
the  fact  was  that  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners were  instructed  to  appoint  a  time 
for  the  reception  of  statements  from  inha- 
bitants in  favour  of  enlarging  the  boundary; 
and  in  their  Report  the  Commissioners 
expressly  stated  that  all  persons  desirous 
of  making  such  statements  were  permitted 
to  do  so.  Moreover,  he  knew  in  two 
eases  that  the  Assistant  Commissioners  in- 
Tited  statements  and  evidence,  and  in  one 
ease  counsel  were  heard  for  and  against 
extension.  It  was  not,  therefore,  correct 
to  say  that  the  Commissioners  had  not  re- 
garded the  wishes  of  inhabitants.     The 
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hon.  Member  (Mr.  Bright)  said  that  local 
wishes  should  be  almost  conclusive ;  but, 
if  yon  were  to  ask  people's  opinion  as  to 
the  constituency  in  which  they  would  prefer 
to  vote,  you  might  almost  as  well  ask  them 
how  much  income  tax  they  would  wisli  to 
pay.  A  matter  of  this  kind  was  not  to  be 
decided  by  the  convenience  or  inconveni- 
ence of  Members  who  canvassed  a  con- 
stituency, or  by  the  wishes  of  the  constitu- 
ency itself.  He  felt  that  he  was  almost 
stating  a  truism  when  he  stated  that 
boroughs  like  Birmingham,  Liverpool,  and 
Manchester  should  include  for  electoral 
purposes  the  towns  as  they  existed  in  the 
present  day,  and  not  a  mere  section  or 
nucleus  of  those  towns  as  they  might  have 
existed  some  time  during  the  last  century. 
If'  the  House  carried  the  Bill  with  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee,  he 
had  rather  that  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  OMham  (.Mr.  Hibbert)  had 
been  adopted,  and  the  boundaries  of  these 
boroughs  had  been  left  as  they  were  at 
present.  It  might  be  said  that  they  were 
going  to  do  the  same  thing  ;  but  it  was 
one  thing  to  allow  these  boroughs  to  con- 
tinue an  anomaly  admitted  by  every  one, 
and  it  was  quite  another  thing  to  stereotype 
these  old  errors,  as  was  now  proposed— 
to  reiterate  in  the  face  of  the  facts  that 
these  towns  had  not  increased,  when  every 
body  knew  that  a  large  population  con- 
nected by  community  of  interest  with  the 
borough  population  had  grown  up  just  out- 
side. If  the  Bill  passed  as  amended  by 
the  Select  Committee,  it  was  a  Bill  which 
no  Liberal  Government  in  Office  could  have 
carried.  He  denied  that  the  House  which 
had  discarded  the  recommendations  of  a 
Commission  which  nobody  mentioned  with- 
out praise  had  not  the  power  also  to  review 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee. 
The  recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee in  each  case  must  stand  or  fall  upon 
their  own  merits.  The  House  had  not 
before  it  the  Reports  of  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners or  the  memorials  presented  to 
the  Committee  ;  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  only  fair  to  report  Progress  and  wait 
for  that  information  before  proceeding  fur- 
ther with  the  Bill. 

Sm  ROUNDELL  PALMER :  Sir,  I 
do  not  wish  to  detain  the  Committee  bj 
any  very  long  observations  on  this  ques- 
tion, but  important  conditions  have  been 
touched  upon  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cambridge 
University  (Mr.  Walpole)  which  ought  not 
to  be  oTerlooked  in  determining  this  quea^ 
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tioD.     I  anderatood  him  to  snj  that  one 
thing  which  had  weight  with  the  Committee 
was  thii — that  it  could  not  be  for  the  benefit 
either  of  the  counties  or  the  towns,  either 
of  the  rural  or  the  urban  population,  to 
attempt  to  draw  too  '*  hard  and  fast  a  line" 
between  thoBO  two  different  populations.    I 
take  the  liberty  to  say  that  I  am  more  and 
more  impressed  with  that  conviction  as  we 
approach  the  consideration  of  the  question 
what  is  to  be  done  in  the  way  of  increasing 
the  representation  of  our  larger  comniuni- 
ties.     We  feel  it  necessary  to  ^ive  them 
more  Members,  and  then  difficulties  arise 
at  every  step.     Are  we  to  subdivide,  as 
has  been  suggested  in  the  case  of  Glasgow  ? 
That  is  a  proposal  the  difficulties  of  which 
are  felt  by  many,   and  it  is  therefore  ob- 
jected to.     Are  we.  on  the  other  hand,  \o 
give  them  three  Members,  and  then,   by 
means   of   the   minority   vote,  practically 
neutralize  the  majority,  or,  at  all  events, 
diminish  the  power  which  they  possessed 
when   thoy   had   only   two  Members  ?     I 
cannot  but  think   that  we  shall  get  more 
and  more  into  difficulties  of  that  kind  if  we 
insist  upon  aggregating  more  than  is  done 
at  present  those  portions  of  the  adjoining 
population  which  have  hitherto  belonged  to 
counties.     And  here  I  wish  to  point  out 
what  strikes  me  as  having  a  most  material 
bearing  on  this  question.     There  is  a  eon- 
Terse  question  also.      You   have  got  no 
inconsiderable  number  of  boroughs  which 
are,  in  fact,  parts   of  counties — such  as 
Shoreham,  Aylesbury,  East  Retford,  and 
othors.     Neither  your  Committee  nor  your 
Commission    has    considered    that    ques- 
tion.    No  power  of  contracting  such  bo- 
ronghs  was  conceded  to  them.     And  are 
you  going  to  say  that  where  you  find  a 
considerable    urban    population    yon    will 
separate  it  from  the  counties,  its  connec- 
tion with  which  now  enables  those  counties 
to  be  represented  in  sympathy  with   the 
preponderating    interest    of    the    general 
population  ;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  yon 
will  take  out  of  the  counties  a  purely  rural 
population  and  convert  them  into  boroughs. 
Hitherto  you  have  not  proceeded  on  the 
principle  of  separating  the  rural  from  the 
urban  population,  and  I  do  not  think  it 
desirable  that  you  should. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  will  strive,  as 
far  as  I  can,  to  bring  the  Committee  to 
aome  practical  point.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  made  an  appeal  to  me  to 
announce  the  part  which  the  Government 
wonld  take,  and  argued  that  of  course  we 
eould  not  oppose  the  Report  of  the  Coni- 

8ir  Rouniell  Falmet* 


mittee.     That  view  is  foonded  on  ants* 
sumption  whieh  I  think   a  most  aingakr 
one — namely,  that  my   right  hon.  Frieid 
the  Secretary  of  State   had  annoonced  to 
this  House  that  Her  Majesty's  GovomoMot 
were  prepared  to  receive  tlie  Report  of  tiM 
Select  Committee  as  oonelusiTO.  Now  sock 
an  announcement  was  never  made  by  nj 
right  hon.  Friend  ;  it  never  could  be  made, 
because  no  Minister   would  ever  presoiss 
to  make  such  an  announcement;  and  I  an 
surprised  that  it  could  be  thought  poaiiUt 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman    the   Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright),  who,  generally 
speaking,  is  so  jealous  of  the  privileges  of 
Parliament  and   of  the    rights    of  every 
Member.     But  I  will  tell  the  Committao 
what  we  are  prepared  to  do.     We  are  pro- 
pared  to  give  to  the  Report  of  the  Seleet 
Committee  the  same  consideration  and  re- 
spect as  we  would  have  given  to  the  Report 
of  the  Commission.  We  were  not  preparod 
to  receive  the  Report  of  the  Commissioi 
without  criticism    and    without    that  fair 
Parliamentary  scrutiny  to  which  all  sadi 
documents  ought  to  be  liable.  We  believed 
if  we  had  gone  into  Committee  origiiislly 
on  the  Bill   we  might  have  considered  u 
we  proceeded  the  Report  of  the  Commii- 
sion,  and  if  in  various  instances  the  justice 
and    propriety   of    their  recommendatioBi 
had  been  admitted  the  good  sense  of  tba 
House  would,  after  duly  considering  the 
objections,  have  arrived  at  a  satisfactory 
conclusion  at  a  much  earlier  period  tbsa 
apparently  we  shall  now.     The  hon.  Geo- 
tleman  asks  what  I  propose  that  we  shall 
do  ?     What  I  propose  is  indicated  by  the 
order  of  Business  that  has  been  prepared 
for  this  evening.     The  moment    we   coo- 
cluded  the  Scotch  Bill  wo  proposed  to  go 
into  Committee  on   the  Boundary  Bill,  and 
I  can  see  no  other  way  of  making  progress 
than  by  going  on  with  the  Bill.     We  shell 
have  before  us  as  we  proceed  the  Schedule, 
with  the  conflicting  recommendations  of  the 
Commission    and    the  Select    Committee, 
and  the  good  sense  of  tho  House  will  come 
to  a  conclusion.      I   know   no  other  mode 
by  which  we  can  arrive  at  a  result  more 
speedily  or  satisfactorily.      The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman cannot  wish  that  tho  views  of  any 
powerful  interest  represented  in  this  Hou&e 
should  be  entirely  silenced.     I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  admit  that  the  views 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  should  be  put  before 
the  Committee.     In  no  other  way  can  we 
arrive  at  a  conclusion  satisfactory  to  the 
country.      If  we   go  into  the   subject  in 
Committee;  we  shall  find  no  greater  diffi* 
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ouUiesihan  we  have  found  in  timilareatea, 
and  wo  ahall  overcome  Ihem  aa  we  proceed. 
That  ia  the  coarae  which  I  recommend  to 
the  Committee.  So  far  as  I  can  collect 
the  opiniona  of  the  Committee,  though 
there  are  aome  pointa  of  conaiderable  im- 
portance on  which  we  are  not  all  agreed, 
they  are  not  numeroua,  and  I  cannot  re- 
commend a  better  courae  than  that  we 
abould  now  proceed  with  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Firat  Miniater  of  the  Crown 
haa  atated  that  there  waa  a  miataken  idea 
aa  to  the  declaration  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department.  I  wish 
to  confirm,  aa  far  aa  I  can,  what  fell  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  questiun 
that  I  put  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  occasion  referred  to,  waa  whether  the 
Committee  waa  to  recommend  —  what  I 
confesa  appeared  to  me  a  much  wiaer  course 
than  that  which  waa  adopted — that  the 
consideration  of  the  boundaries  of  certain 
borougha  ahould  stand  over,  rather  than 
that  the  particular  mode  of  adjusting  those 
boundariea  should  be  at  once  determined, 
and  it  waa  with  reference  to  that  question 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answered, 
if  my  memory  serves  me  right,  that  the 
Committee  were  to  make  a  final  determi- 
nation. Not,  of  courae,  that  their  recom- 
mendationa  ahould  be  absolutely  final,  for 
it  would  be  impossible  that  any  person 
ahould  have  stated  to  this  House  that  the 
reoommeudations  of  the  Select  Committee 
ahould  be  final  aa  against  the  House  itself. 
Therefore  there  can  be  no  doubt  of  the 
meaning  of  the  language  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  But  while  the  House  reserves 
in  its  own  hands  the  power  of  dealing 
absolutely,  according  to  its  own  discretion, 
with  the  recommendations  of  every  Select 
Committee,  there  is  to  be  kept  in  view  by 
the  other  side  this  consideration,  thot  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  does 
mean  aomething,  and  that  a  definite  cha- 
racter of  authority  is  to  be  assigned  to  the 
recommendations  which  it  makes.  Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  *'  Let  ua 
proceed  to  consider  the  Schedules,  and  we 
ahall  get  through  the  difficulties  aa  we  have 
di>ne  in  other  caaea."  But  our  position  in 
other  cases' has  not  been  at  all  what  it  is 
now  ;  nor  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
propose,  in  the  speech  he  has  made,  to  give 
any  prima  facie  authority  whatever  to  the 
recommendationa  of  the  Committee  prc- 
poaed  by  the  Government  itself.  Thia  is 
a  case  io  which,  aa  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  haa   aaid,   the 


House  admitted  its  own  incompetency  in 
diacuasion  of  detail.  Why  did  we  appoint 
a  Commission  and  hand  OTor  our  duties  to 
that  body,  if  we  have  here  in  the  House 
itself  the  best  means  of  disposing  of  the 
difficulties  one  by  one  as  they  arise  ?  We 
did,  by  the  very  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mission, acknowledge  our  own  limited  capa- 
city for  the  adjustment  of  such  matters. 
It  seems  to  me  that  we  have  arrived  at 
this  point,  that,  except  in  aome  cases  of 
great  failure  on  our  own  part  or  that  of 
the  Commission,  we  should  accept  the  re- 
sults of  its  labours  as  final.  Well,  haa 
there  been  a  failure,  and  what  was  it  ?  We 
appointed  a  Commission  composed  of  per- 
sons of  all  opinions  to  obtain  all  possible 
knowledge  and  information  in  each  case 
from  persons  of  all  opinions  on  the  spot, 
with  regard  to  the  extension  of  boundaries, 
but  we  never  authorised  that  Commission 
to  allow  the  wishes  of  the  population  to 
weigh  as  an  element  in  their  decision. 
That  is  an  omission  which  no  doubt  wo 
made,  and  in  reading  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  it  appears  to  me  that  they  no- 
where speak  of  the  wishes  of  the  popula- 
tion as  an  element  which  guided  their  judg- 
ment. 1  am  bound  to  say  that  in  no  way 
could  they  exclude  that  element  if  they 
acted  in  accordance  with  the  opinions  of 
Parliament ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  the 
Instructions  given  by  us  would  have  justi- 
fied the  Commissioners  in  founding  their 
decisions  in  any  degree  on  the  wishes  of 
the  population.  Well,  then,  when  we  came 
to  deal  with  the  subject  this  year,  we  found 
in  a  certain  number  of  instances,  not  very 
numerous,  but  important,  the  wishes  of 
the  inhabitants  very  strongly  stated,  and 
we  found,  too,  that  it  was  impossible  for 
us  to  overlook  the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants 
without  giving  them  an  opportunity  of 
being  heard.  The  House  therefore  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  to  consider  the  sub- 
ject. And  now  it  is  aaid  the  Committee 
bad  not  the  same  means  of  judging  thot 
the  Commission  had.  I  contend  on  the 
contrary,  that  it  had  much  better  means 
of  judgment  and  larger  powers,  because, 
while  we  never  gave  the  Commission 
the  slightest  intimation  that  they  were 
to  take  into  account  the  wishes  of  the 
inhabitants,  every  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee knew  that  they  had  been  appointed 
with  that  apecial  object,  and  therefore 
they  were  enabled  to  include  in  their  judg- 
ment elements  which  the  Commission  could 
not  entertain  at  all.  The  Committee  was 
appointed    by  the  House  aa  a   tribunal 
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of  review  on  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
Bioners,  armed  with  better  means  of  in- 
formation and  larger  powers  of  judgment, 
than  the  Commissioners.  That  was  done 
by  the  Government  itself,  yet  now  ire  stand, 
according  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  this  position— he  is  aware 
of  the  fact  that  the  Committee  have  made 
Reports  recommending  another  course,  but 
he  has  a  Bill  on  the  table  and  that  Bill 
contains  the  whole  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  Commissioners,  and  consequently 
passes  by  in  every  case  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee.  And  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  simply,  '*  Let  us  go 
on  with  our  Bill."  That  is  to  say,  the 
Committee  may  come  and  be  heard,  of 
course,  just  as  any  other  party  may  be 
heard,  aginst  the  Bill  of  the  Government ; 
but  no  weight  whatever  is  to  be  given  by 
the  Government  to  the  recommendations  of  j 
its  own  Committee.  [Mr.  Disraeli:  No!]  ' 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  must  beg  his 
pardon,  has  said  so  ;  for  he  is  going  on  with  i 
bis  Bill,  which  embodies  in  every  case  the 
recommendations  of  the  Commissioners; 
and  in  no  case  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee.  So  that  he  gives  no  weight 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Committee,  j 
or  if  I  have  not  adopted  the  most  accurate 
expression  let  me  say  this — that  in  every 
case  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  passes  by  | 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee. 
He  tells  the  Committee  he  is  quite  ready 
to  hear  their  reasons.  Of  course  he  is, 
and  so  he  is  ready  to  hear  the  reasons  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham,  or  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire,  or 
anyone  else  who  has  reasons  to  allege  ;  but 
to  his  own  Committee  he  denies  the  autho- 
rity which  I  must  say  I  think  he  is  in 
reason  bound  to  accord  to  their  decisions. 
I  own  it  appears  to  me  that  if  this  be  the 
position  in  which  we  stand  ;  if  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  able  to  find  that  the  labours 
of  this  Committee  have  issued  in  any  fruit 
whatever  ;  if  in  each  case,  as  we  must  in- 
fer from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  Government  mean  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  as  it  stands,  not  abandoning 
any  portion  of  the  Schedule  on  which  this 
discussion  will  turn,  but  are  merely  ready 
to  haTO  the  subject  discussed  just  as  it 
must  have  been  if  no  Committee  had  been 
appointed,  then  I  most  say  this— in  the 
first  place,  just  respect  has  not  been  paid 
either  to  the  decision  of  the  House  and  of 
the  Government  itself  in  appointing  the 
Committee,  or  to  the  Gentlemen  who  un- 
dertook to  serve  upon  it ;  and,  in  the  se- 
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oond  place  we  have  adopted  a  most  inex- 
pedient course  in  the  loss  of  two  or  three 
weeks  for  the  purpose  of  pitting  one  autho- 
rity against  another,  and  then  being  left  to 
begin  afresh  and  find  our  way  through  tba 
mazes  of  a  long  controversy^  which,  ac- 
cording to  the  views  of  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman,  we  have  done  nothing  what- 
ever to  simplify,  but  a  great  deal  to  com- 
plicate. 

Mr.  PAULL  said,  that  seeing  so  mneh 
more  deference  shown  by  the  hon.  Memba 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright),  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.   Gladstone), 
for  the  decision  of  one  tribunal  than  for 
the  decision  of  another,  he  waa  disposed  to 
view  with  considerable  suspicion  the  motives 
for  that  deference.     The  facts  of  the  case 
were  these  —  a  Commission   had  been  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  state  of  these  bo- 
roughsand  the  advisability  of  eztcndingtlteir 
boundaries,  and  in  order  to   tnke  evidence, 
and  get  information  which  the  House  could 
not  itself  obtain.     Such  information  had 
been  obtained  by  a  body  of  men  who  were 
unanimously  admitted  to  have  been  impar- 
tial, and  to  have  done  their  work,  as  a  rule, 
well.      Now,  surely,  had  there   not   beeo 
some  object  to  serve,  due   respect  would 
have  been  paid  to  the  Report  of  that  Com- 
mission.    There  were,  however,  objects  to 
be  served,  and  ends  to  be  gained,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  proposed  a 
Committee.     His  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Disraeli),  desirous,  as  he  had  always  beeo, 
of  conciliating  the  House,    and    assisting 
them  to  arrive  at  the  best  conclusion  possi- 
ble, acceded  to  the  suggestion,  though  it 
was  contrary  to  all  the  usual  modes  of  pro- 
cedure, for  it  was  always  understood  that  a 
Committee  had  not  the  same  means  of  ob- 
taining information  that  a  Commission  had, 
since  the  latter  could  visit  the  places  inte- 
rested, and  make  the  necessary  inquiries  on 
the  spot.     It  had  been  said,  indeed,  that 
the  inquiry  of   the  Commission  had  beea 
limited,  since  they  had   not  been   deputed 
to  inquire  into  the  feelings  and  wishes  of 
the  inhabitants,  while  the  Committee  had 
been  appointed  expressly  for  that  purpose. 
What,  then  was  the  position  of  the  House  ? 
They  had  before  them  on  the  ono  hand  the 
recommendations  of  impartial  men  who  had 
visited  the  boroughs,  and  on  the  other  the 
recommendations  of  a  Committee  that  had 
inquired   into  the  wishes  expressed  by  the 
Members  for  those  boroughs  influenced  by 
party,  or,  all  events,  by  partial  sympathies. 
Having  before  them  the  recommendations 
of  two  tribunals  based  on  different  prinoi- 
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pies,  what  could  be  more  fair  than  the  sug- 
gestion of  Ills  right  hon.  Erieod  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill,  and  weigh  the  recommenda- 
tions of  both  tribunals,  so  as  to  come  to  a 
just  decision  ?  To  ask  the  House  to  adopt 
en  masse  the  recommendations  either  of 
the  Commission  or  of  the  Committee  was 
to  ask  them  to  abdicate  their  pritileges. 
It  appeored  to  him  that  this  was  part  and 
parcel  of  the  reiterated  attempts  which 
were  being  made  to  place  the  Gofernment 
in  a  difficulty.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
ought  to  be  above  such  attempts.  The 
Commissioners  had  had  every  opportunity 
of  obtaining  evidence,  whereas  the  Com- 
mittee had  had  but  very  limited  opportu- 
nities, and  to  throw  over  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  former  would  be  to  depart  from 
all  the  principles  by  which  the  House  was 
usually  fsuided. 

Sir  FRANCIS  CROSSLEY  said,  that 
as  one  of  the  Commissioners  he  had  not 
hesitated,  finding   their  recommendations 
called  in  question,  to  agree  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee,  and,   their  powers 
being  larger  than  those  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, the  House  had,  he  thought,  de- 
rived great  advantage  from  their  labours, 
in  narrowing  the  field   of  the  differences 
that  existed.     His  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had,  he  thought,  rather  mis- 
understood   the    First    Minister    of    the 
Crown  when  he  had   represented  him   as 
attaching  no  importance  to  the    Report 
of  the  Committee,  for  the  Government,  it 
seemed  to  him,  were  disposed    to  attach 
great  importance  to  that  Report,  though 
not  to  adopt  it  without  question  and  exami- 
nation.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Wolpole),  when  in  his  able  speech  he  re- 
ferred to  the  large  size  of  these  boroughs 
and  to  their  immense  number  of  inhabitants 
in  comparison  with  the  counties,  left  en- 
tirely out  of  view  the  great  number  of  iOs. 
freeholders  and  of   leaseholders  in    these 
boroughs  who  had  votes  for  the  county. 
Now,  the  difficulty  which  presented  itself 
to  him  in  accepting  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee was    that  some    of  the    boroughs 
which   they  recommended    should    not  be 
extended  at  all  were  just  the  boroughs  that 
had   increased  the   most.     Indeed,  if  the 
boundaries  of  these  boroughs  were  not  ex- 
tended it  did  not  seem  advisable  to  extend 
any.     As  to  the  argument  that  they  would 
become  unwieldy,  he  had  had  a  little  ex- 
perience of  an  unwieldy  constituency,  for 
he  had  had  the  honour  of  representing  the 
whole  of  the  West  Riding,  ninety  miles  long 
by  forty  wide,  and  oootaining  a  population 


of  1,500.000,  or  almost  half  that  of  Scot- 
land.    Well,  what  had  been  done  with  it  ? 
It  had  first    been  divided  into  two,  and 
latterly  into  three  constituencies.      Then 
again  the  Tower  Hamlets  had  been  divided. 
The  House  surely  could  not  shut  its  eyes 
to  the  Tast  increase  of  these  places.     He 
had  been  surprised  to  hear  it  stated  that 
in  the  case  of  a  Northern  borough  the  Com- 
missioners had  recommended  an  addition 
a  mile  in  length  without  any  buildings,  for 
he  was  not  aware  of  any  such  case.     It 
had  been  said  that  the  Commissioners  left 
everything  to  the  Assistant  Commissioners, 
who  visited  the  boroughs,  adopting  every- 
thing recommended  by  them.     Now,  the 
fact  was  that  the  Assistant  Commissioners 
were  not  empowered  to  report  any  opinion 
at  all ;  what  they  had  to  do  being  to  visit 
the  towns,  and  take  evidence,  and  report 
what  the  facts  were.     The  Commissioners, 
having  them  at  their  beck  and  call,  had 
endeavoured  to  arrive  at  a  thorough  know- 
ledge of  the  facts  of  each  case,  and  in  no 
instance  had  they  proposed  an  extension  of 
boundary   unless    the   suggested   addition 
joined  the  borough  and  had  really  become 
part  of  the  town.     They  had  not  recom- 
mended the  addition  of  a  straggling  line  of 
hou»es,  or  of  a  detached  village,  but  only 
of  what  had  become  part  and  parcel  of  the 
town.     If  they  had  not  proposed  extensions 
under  such   circumstances  they  might  as 
well,  it  seemed  to  him,  not  have  been  ap- 
pointed at   all.     He   thought   the   House 
should   adopt  the  advice  of  the  First  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown  and  proceed  to  con- 
sider the   Bill,  dealing  with  each  case  on 
its  own  merits,  and  duly  weighing  the  re- 
commendations both  of  the  Commissioners 
and  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  :  Sir.  it  appears  to  mo, 
after  the  speech  of  the  late  Commissioner, 
who  has  nut  proved,  at  least  to  my  satisfac- 
tion, that  he  gave  to  the  subject  the  con- 
sideration it  demanded,  that  fve  have  ar- 
rived at  the  supreme  point  of  stultification. 
In  the  first  instance,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment threw  over  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners.  They  acknowledge  the 
justice  of  the  memorials  which  were  pre- 
sented to  them  from  several  towns,  and 
they  appointed  a  Select  Committee,  which 
appointment  was,  in  fact,  a  compromise 
with  a  party  in  this  House  in  order  to  put 
aside  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert).  I  altogether 
objected  to  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners; 
I  objected  to  the  constitution  of  the  Com- 
roitsion,  but  I  was  not  supported  at  the 
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time.  I  did  so,  because  when  I  saw  an 
acute  Member,  of  judicial  experience,  on 
the  other  side  of  tlie  House  appointed,  and 
when  I  saw  appointed  another  Member  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  excellent  in  all  tlie 
relations  of  life,  but  unable  to  cope  with  the 

i'udicial  Ability  of  that  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
:new  well  what  the  Report  of  that  Commis- 
sion would   be.     I  am  not  going  at  this 
hour  of  the  night  to  criticize  the  Report, 
although   I   could   do  so   at  considerable 
length  ;  but  I  am  not  going  to  pay  fulsome 
compliments  to  the  Members  of  that  Com- 
mission.    I  think  it  was  defective  from  the 
first,  and  the  Instructions  were  still  more 
defective.      What  is   the   point  we  have 
arrived  at  in  this  House  ?     These  disputed 
cases  were  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
the  impartiality  of  which  I  challenge  any 
man  to  impugn.     Even  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Gorst),  who  to-night 
has  impugned  the  impartiality  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread),  has 
nothing  to  say  in  answer  to   that   mild, 
modernte,  and  judicious  speech  made  by 
the   right    hon.    Member   for   Cambridge 
University  (Mr.  Walpole).     No   man  can 
have  listened  to  it  and  not  acknowledge  it 
was  made  in  the  purest  and  most  moderate 
spirit.     How  has  it  been  met  by  the  Go- 
vernment ?     Why,  Sir,  I  resUy  felt  a  little 
ashamed    for  the   Government   that   they 
should  meet  it  so.     Yes,  I  felt  ashamed  of 
the  Government  and  of  its  supporters,  not 
excepting  the  outspoken  Member  for  St. 
Ives  (Mr.  Paull),  that  they  should  meet  it 
in  such  a  spirit.     What  is  the  position  of 
the  House  now  ?     We  have  pretended  that 
we  want  to  expedite  a  dissolution  of  this 
House,  and  we  have  positively  thrown  this 
question  back  three  weeks.  It  will  come  to 
this— that  the  hon.  Member   for    Oldham 
(Mr.   Hibbert)   or    somebody  else     must 
move  the  omission  of  Clause  4.     As  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  not  disposed  to 
treat  the  Select  Committee  of  their  own 
appointment  in  a  proper  and  Parliamentary 
spirit,  I  move.  Sir,  that  you  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  whitbread  said,  he  entirely 
and  totally  dissented  from  the  doctrine 
that  if  the  House  adopted  the  Report  of 
the  Select  Committee  that  would  be  tan- 
tamount to  passing  a  censure  on  the  Com- 
mission. His  respect  for  the  Commission 
and  his  intimate  personal  relations  with 
one  of  its  members  would  have  prevented 
him  ioining  the  Committee  if  he  had  ima- 
gined it  was  to  sit  in  judgment  on  the 
Commission.  He  believed  one  thing  was 
Mr-  Osborne 


referred  to  the  CommiMton,  tnd  quhe  aao- 

ther  to  the  Committee.  The  Commisvicn, 
honestly  and  faithfully  carrying  out  its  lo- 
structions,  threw  a  wide  net  and  embraced 
everything  that  came  into  ita  meshes. 
They  told  the  Honse  the  greateat  possible 
annexation  that  could  be  naade  to  these 
boroughs,  and  the  House,  having  besrd 
them,  appointed  the  Select  Committee 
to  consider  and  report  what  was  ibe 
wisest  thing  to  do  under  the  circnm- 
stances.  The  hon.  Member  for  St.  hei 
(Mr.  Paull)  said  the  Committee  never 
would  have  been  appointed  if  there  hsd 
not  been  objects  to  senre.  What  did  be 
mean  by  **  objects  to  senre  ?  "  What  did 
he  mean  by  such  language  ?  The  boo. 
Member  went  on  to  say  the  Committee 
had  listened  to  the  party  views  and  party 
interests  of  the  people  who  were  affeetd 
by  the  recommendations  of  the  Commit- 
sion.  He  (Mr.  Whitbread)  told  the  bos. 
Member  the  Committee  did  no  aueh  thing. 
Mr.  paull  :  I  said  there  were  part; 
objects  to  serve  in  the  appoiotmeot  of  the 
Committee,  but  I  never  made  any  impoti- 
tions  on  the  Members  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  WHITBRBADsaid,  thehon.lleo- 
ber  stated  that  there  were  party  objects  ti 
serve,  and  he  implied  that  they  had  bees 
served.   So  far  from  the  Committee  havisf 
listened    to   party  views,    when     anybody 
opened  the  question  of  party  interests  tbe 
Chairman  promptly  desired  him  to  desitt 
from   referring   to  them.     As   to   his  owa 
impartiality,   which  had    been   questioned 
by  the  hon.   Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Gorst),  ail  he  would  say  was,  he  had  sat  for 
sixteen  years  in  the  House,  and  had  ad- 
hered with  tolerable  fidelity  to  the  party 
which  represented  his  views,  and  the  vievi 
of  those  who  elected  him,  and  if  other  lion. 
Members  had  done  the  same  it  would  hsve 
been  better  for  the  House  and  the  coos- 
try  ;  but  although  a  party  man.  he  could 
not  charge  himself  with  having  voted  or 
spoken  in  a  way  which  would  justify  any- 
one in  saying  he  would  not  give   a  fsir 
verdict  on  a  question  like  this.     A  mso 
might  perhaps  be  a  bad  judge  of  his  own 
impartiality  ;  but  ho  should  have  thought 
that   the    legal    experienco    of   the   hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Gorst)  would 
have  taught  him  that  the  time  to  ques- 
tion the  impartiality  of  your  umpire  was 
before  he  was  appointed,  and    not  after 
he  had  given  his  decision.    He  had  little 
to  add  to  the  able  statement  of  the  Chair- 
man of  tho  Committee.     A  cry  had  been 
raised,  '*  We  will  have  the  oonntiea,  and 
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we  will  hare  them  only  as  counti^ ;"  but 
this  was  a  danflreroas  cry,  and  might  pro- 
Toke  the  cry,  "  Let  the  towns  be  towns.*' 
He  advised  the  other  side,  before  they 
raised  the  former  cry,  to  consider  how  many 
boroughs  wero  really  fragments  of  coun- 
ties. He  was  very  sorry  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  Head  of  the  Go- 
Ternment  had  taken  the  coarse  he  had 
done.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  wisely 
said  some  nights  ago  he  conld  not  discover 
any  party  gain  which  could  be  obtained  by 
adopting  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mission. He  had  been  unable  to  detect 
any  gain  to  be  obtained  from  adopting  the 
recommendations  of  the  Select  Committee. 
The  present  state  of  things  would  be  un- 
justifiable if  the  Government  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  country,  when  it  was  ap- 
pealed to,  would  reverse  the  balance  in 
that  House ;  but  the  Government  might 
rest  assured  that  if  the  balance  were  turned 
it  would  be  by  a  change  in  the  sentiments 
and  feelings  of  the  whole  country,  and  not 
by  a  miserable  and  paltry  gain  of  a  few 
thousands  more  or  less  of  votes  transferred 
in  the  settlement  of  boundaries. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  It  is  vain  to  attempt 
to  oppose  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Nottingham  (Mr.  Osborne)  at  this  hour 
of  the  night.  At  the  same  time,  I  must 
express  my  opinion  that  the  time  has  come 
when  the  House  ought  really  to  act  in  as 
practical  a  manner  as  possible  upon  this 
subject.  If  any  plan  more  practical  than 
that  I  have  proposed  can  be  suggested  I 
am  perfectly  ready  to  adopt  it.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  spoko  as  if  this  Bill  were  framed 
in  a  spirit  totally  contrary  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Select  Committee  ;  but 
ho  forgets  that  three-fourths  of  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Commission  were 
adopted  by  the  Committee.  I  know  no 
more  convenient  way  of  showing  every 
possible  respect  to  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commission,  and  of  expediting  this  mea- 
Bore,  than  proceeding  with  the  Bill  as  it 
is  before  us,  and  discussing  the  few  cases 
in  which  there  may  be  differences  of  opi- 
nion. It  is  only  by  making  progress  with 
the  Bill  that  we  can  bring  these  questions 
to  a  speedy  solution  ;  and,  I  will  not  say 
in  one  night,  but  in  two  nights,  we  might 
conclude  this  business.  I  shall  pat  the 
Bill  on  the  Paper  for  Thursday  night,  to 
follow  the  Registration  Bill,  the  introduc- 
tion of  which  will  not  lead  to  a  long  dis- 
eussion.    If  we  go  on  in  Committee  we 
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may,  by  eliciting  the  expression  of  the 
opinions  in  disputed  cases,  arrive  at  some 
conclusion  respecting  them  ;  but  if  any 
more  convenient  way  can  be  suggested  I 
shall  be  happy  to  hear  of  it.  If  the  House 
wants  to  proceed  with  the  Bill,  it  will  do 
so  in  the  regular  course ;  and  we  shall  hear 
and  settle  all  these  points  of  difference. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thursday, 

REGULATION  OF  RAILWAYS  BILL.— 
\^Lords,']    SECOND  reading. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE,  in  rising  to 
move  that  this  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  said,  that  this  measure  had  under- 
gone very  careful  scrutiny  and  considera- 
tion in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  received  frequent 
deputations  and  much  correspondence  on 
the  subject-matter  of  it.  Many  of  the  pro- 
visions were  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Royal  Commission,  and 
he  hoped  that,  while  it  contained  much 
that  was  valuable,  there  was  very  little  in 
it  to  which  either  the  public  or  the  railway 
companies  could  fairly  object.  The  first 
subdivision  of  the  Bill,  dealing  irith  accounts 
and  audit,  was  designed  to  meet  a  require- 
ment which  had  very  generally  been  felt, 
and  for  which  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Gateshead  (Sir  William  Hutt), 
introduced  last  Session  and  again  this  yeor, 
was  intended  to  provide,  llo  must  here 
acknowledge  the  obligation  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  been  under  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend.  They  had  adopted  many  pro- 
visions of  his  Bill,  and  had  received  from 
him  in  addition  several  valuable  suggestions. 
In  one  respect  he  ventured  to  think  that 
their  measure  was  preferable.  It  contained 
in  the  Schedule  the  exact  form  in  which  it 
was  proposed  that  railway  companies  should 
keep  their  accounts.  The  companies  had 
objected,  with  some  reason,  that  they  might 
be  put  to  inconvenience  and  expense  if  the 
form  were  altered  from  time  to  time  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The 
Board  had,  therefore,  after  conferring  with 
the  accountants  of  the  principal  railway 
companies,  settled  a  form  for  general  adop* 
tion.  This  would  not,  of  course,  preclude 
companies  from  adding  in  their  half-yearly 
Reports  to  their  shareholders  such  further 
information  on  matters  of  detail,  such  com- 
paratire  statements  with  previotiB  years 
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and  proposals  of  future  policy,  as  the  pe- 
culiar circumstances  of  each  railway  might 
render  desirahle.  The  1 3th  section  related 
to  sea  risk.  There  could  he  no  douht  of 
the  convenience  to  the  puhlio  of  through 
booking  for  delivery  beyond  sea;  and  it 
seemed  reasonable  that  companies  should 
not  be  placed,  by  the  impracticability  of 
obtaining  a  bill  of  lading  in  each  case,  in 
a  worse  position  as  regarded  their  liability 
than  a  shipowner  receiving  goods  at  the 
port.  It  would  be  open  to  any  consignor 
who  objected  to  such  provisions  to  make 
his  own  arrangements  for  sea  transit.  Sec- 
tion 14,  requiring  that  tables  of  fares  should 
be  posted  in  booking  offices,  was  one  of 
which  he  gave  Notice  himself  in  1866,  and 
which  would  much  facilitate  the  payment 
for  tickets,  and  save  time  both  to  the  ticket 
olerk  and  the  traveller.  He  placed  on  the 
Notice  Paper  at  the  same  time  a  provision 
for  printing  the  fares  on  the  tickets,  as 
was  generally  done  on  the  Continent  and 
sometimes  in  England,  but  perhaps  the 
olause  now  adopted  was  sufficient  for  the 
purpose.  The  15th  section  provided  for  the 
separation  on  demand  of  terminal  charges 
from  the  whole  rate  charged.  This  was 
recommended  by  the  Royal  Commission, 
and  communications  to  the  same  effect  had 
been  forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Trade  by 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  and  other 
high  authorities.  Section  16  proposed  to 
supply  a  defect  in  an  enactment  in  the 
Railways  Clauses  Act,  which  was  intended 
to  compel  the  consumption  of  smoke  by 
railway  ensines,  but  which  had  proved 
comparatively  inoperative.  The  17th  sec- 
tion dealt  with  the  subject  so  often  brought 
forword  by  the  lion.  Member  for  Dudley 
(Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridiin)  and  was  the  form  in 
which  the  Board  of  Trade,  after  causing 
experiments  to  bo  made  on  some  of  the 
chief  railways,  considered  the  question  of 
communication  between  passengers  and 
guards  could  best  be  dealt  with.  The 
23rd  section  gave  shareholders  an  opportu- 
nity of  determining  at  an  early  stage  whe- 
ther they  would  proceed  with  a  Bill,  instead 
of,  as  in  what  was  called  the  WharnclifTe 
meetings,  expressing  their  opinion  after  a 
much  more  considerable  expense  had  been 
incurred.  The  28th  section,  which  was 
introduced  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Attorney  General,  supplied  an  accidental 
omission  by  prescribing  a  moderate  fee  for 
duties  to  be  performed  by  a  Master  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  under  the  Act  of 
last  Session.  These  were  the  chief  pro- 
yisions  of  the  Bill.    Some  important  sog- 
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gestion^had  been  made  by  a  depntatuMi 
from  the  Manchester  conference  of  share* 
holders  too  late  for  the  insertion  of  cUiises 
in  the  Bill  to  give  effeet  to  soch  of  them 
as  were  approved  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
while  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
He  proposed,  however,  to  pot  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  for  that  day  fortnight, 
in  order  to  give  ample  time  for  the  con- 
sideration of  these  and  other  auggestiom 
which  bon.  Members  had  made  or  migkt 
wish  to  make  on  these  important  subjects. 

Motion  made,  and  Queetion  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Becond 
time." — (Mr.  Stephen  Cape.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eonmiUed 
for  Monday  22nd  June. 

ALKALI  ACT  (1863)  PERPETUATION 
BILL— [Lord*,] 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE,  in  rising  to 
move  that  this  Bill  be  now  read  s 
second  time,  said,  the  Alkali  Act  had  now 
been  in  force  for  four  jeara  and  a  half.  It 
was  passed  in  1863  in  order  to  restrain 
the  escape  of  muriatic  or  lijdrocliloric  seid 
gas  during  the  process  of  manufacture  of 
alkali — or  sulphate  of  soda  or  potash  by 
the  decomposition  of  common  aalf.  To 
show  how  valuable  had  been  its  results, 
ho  need  only  saj  that,  before  the  passing 
of  the  Act,  in  some  cases  the  escape  <2 
that  most  deleterious  gas  amounted  to  50 
percent;  that  doubts  were  expressed  by 
manufacturers  whetlier  that  quantity  could 
be  reduced  lower  than  10  per  cent;  that 
by  the  Act  it  was  obligatory  to  reduce  it 
to  5  per  cent,  and  that  practically  last 
year,  owing  to  improvements  which  bad 
been  made,  chiefly  in  consequence  of  the 
suggestions  of  the  inspector,  the  average 
quantity  of  escaping  G;a8  was  less  than  1 
per  cent— namely,  0  88 — and  this  year  he 
understood  it  was  still  further  lessened. 
He  need  hardly  say  that  this  result  bad 
proved  profitable  to  the  manufacturers  as 
well  as  advantageous  to  the  public.  No 
complaints  of  hardship  had  been  made  by 
manufacturers ;  indeed,  only  one  proseeu* 
tion  had  been  necessary.  There  had, 
therefore,  been  abundant  proof  of  the 
salutary  nature  of  the  Act,  which,  unless 
renewed,  would  expire  during  the  present 
year.  It  was  proposed  to  re-enact  it 
without  alteration,  but  to  request  the  iq. 
specter — who  had  performed  his  duty  with 
intelligence,   industry,  and  judgment,   as 
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the  Reports  presented  to  Parliament 
proved — to  report  on  many  other  gases 
produced  by  various  manufactures,  some 
of  which  were  represented  to  be  even 
more  dangerous  than  those  wliich  occa- 
sioned the  passing  of  that  Act. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Jfr.  Stephen  Cave,) 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  that  the 
expense  of  carrying  out  the  Act  was 
thrown  upon  the  public,  instead  of  being 
borne  by  those  who  received  the  benefit 
from  it.  He  hoped  that  a  clause  would 
be  introduced  to  remedy  that  state  of 
things. 

Motion  ctgreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow, 


PRISOKS   (SCOTLAND)  ADMINISTRATION   ACTS 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Edward  Colbbrookb,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Acts  for  the  Administration  of  Prisons 
in  Scotland,  in  so  far  as  regards  the  county  of 
Lanark,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Edwabd 
CoLKBRooKB  and  Mr.  Dalolibh. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  155.] 

LOCAL  GOYBRNMENT    SXTPPLEMSNTAL   (nO.    4) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Jambs  Fbrodssoit,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  oerUin  Provisional  Order  nnder  "  The 
Local  Government  Act,  1858,"  relating  to  the 
district  of  Tormoham  ( Devonshire),  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Jambs  Fbbocsbon  and  Mr.  Se- 
cretary Gathobitb  IIabdt. 
Bill  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  159.] 


LOCAL  OOVHRNMENT   SXTPPLEMRNTAL  (nO.  5) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Jambs  Fbroussob,  Bill  to 
confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  under  "The 
Local  Government  Act,  1858,"  relating  to  the 
districts  of  Malvern,  Cowpen,  Bristol,  Sheffield, 
Margate,  Bognor,  and  Otley  ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses relating  to  certain  districts  under  the  said 
Act,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Jambs 
Fbbousson  and  Mr.  Secretary  Gathormb  IIardt. 
Bill  pre$ented,hnd  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  160.1 


NRW  ZEALAND  COMPANY  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Addbrlbt,  Bill  to  remoTO 
doubts  respecting  the  operation  of  the  New  Zea- 
land Company's  Act  of  the  ninth  and  tenth  years 
of  Victoria,  chapter  three  hundred  and  eighty-two 
(Local  and  Personal),  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Addbblit  and  Mr.  Sclatbb-Booth. 
Bill  preeeniedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  156.} 


LARCENY  AND  EMBEZZLEMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Russbll  Gurnbt,   Bill  to 

amend   the   Law  relating  to  Larceny  and   Em- 

beulement,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 

RutSBLi.  QuBBBT  and  Mr.  Oolbbidob. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  157.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  Quarter 
before  One  o  oloek. 


HOUSE   OP    LOEDS, 
Tuesday,  June  9,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— Pvbuo  BiLUh^Ftnt  Beading^ 

Vagrant  Act  Amendment  (188). 
Second  Reading — Army  Chaplains  *  (116). 

ARMY  CHAPLAINS  BILL— (No.  116.) 

( The  Earl  of  Longford,) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD,  in  mo?ing 
that  the  Bill  be  noir  read  the  second  time, 
said,  the  object  of  the  measure  was  to 
meet  certain  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
army  chaplains  discharging  their  duties  at 
military  stations  in  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland.  At  some  places,  where  the 
Church  accommodation  was  insufficient, 
garrison  chapels  had  been  built,  in  which 
Divine  service  was  performed  by  the  army 
chaplains,  who  were  commissioned  officers, 
appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  State. 
Some  parochial  clergymen,  however,  ob- 
jected to  these  chaplains  as  intruders  into 
their  parishes,  and  a  recent  decision  in  the 
Consistorial  Court  at  Dublin  had  estab- 
lished the  correctness  of  this  view.  The 
object  of  this  Bill  was  to  enable  the  army 
chaplains  to  legally  continue  their  services. 
It  was,  therefore,  proposed  to  empower 
the  Crown,  with  the  consent  of  the  Bishop 
of  the  diocese  within  which  a  military 
station  shall  be  locally  situate,  to  set  out 
a  precinct  or  district  and  declare  the  same, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  to  be  a 
Royal  peculiar,  and  extra-parochial  dis- 
trict. Provision  is  made  for  the  dne  regis- 
tration of  the  scheme  in  the  diocesan 
registry.  The  Secretary  of  State  was  to 
appoint  any  army  chaplain  to  perform 
functions  in  the  peculiars  ;  any  chapel 
erected  within  the  precinct  and  duly  con- 
secrated was  to  be  held  to  be,  for  all 
ecclesiastical  purposes,  an  extra-parochial 
chapel ;    and    where   any    unconseorated 
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building  was  certified  to  the  Bishop  os 
intended  to  be  used  by  ibe  military  for 
Divine  worship  nccording  to  the  forms  of 
the  Estahliehcd  Church,  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  power  to  appoiut  an  army 
chaplain  to  officiate  therein  ;  and  power 
was  also  given  to  the  Crown  to  declare  the 
Bishop  of  any  diocese  to  be  the  dean  of 
these  lioyal  peculiars,  and  to  exercise 
ecclesiastical  jurisdiction  therein. 

Moned,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (  The  Earl  of  Longford.) 

The  Bishop  op  GLOUCESTER  and 
BRISTOL,  in  the  absence  of  the  most 
rer.  Primate,  said,  he  desired  briefly  to 
advert  to  some  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill, 
which  seemed  to  require  further  considera- 
tion, and  which  in  his  judgment  it  was 
most  desirable  to  refer  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. Of  course  it  was  right  that  every 
possible  facility  should  be  given  to  the 
chaplains  of  Her  Majesty's  service  ;  and 
he  frankly  owned  it  was  extremely  incon- 
venient that  any  parochial  clergyman 
should  have  the  power  of  interfering  with 
their  ministrations.  At  the  same  time,  ho 
thought  it  was  rather  reversing  the  prin- 
ciples of  our  legislation  to  constitute  Royal 
peculiars,  especially  when  it  seemed  to  be 
perfectly  clear  that  simply  by  the  constitu- 
tion of  extra-parochial  districts  all  the 
difficulties  that  had  arisen  might  be  readily 
removed.  But  the  present  measure  went 
further  even  than  the  re-establishment  of 
what  experience  had  shown  to  be  unsatis- 
factory and  anomalous.  The  general 
authority  of  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  was 
unnecessarily  suspended  ;  for,  according  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  it  by  no  means 
followed  that  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese 
would  have  any  spiritual  authority  what- 
ever within  these  Royal  peculiars,  though 
they  really  were  within  his  diocese,  as  any 
Prelate  might  be  appointed  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  exercise  authority  in  them. 
This  might  lead  to  considerable  difficulty, 
and  he  appealed,  therefore,  to  the  noble 
Earl  to  consent  to  the  Bill  being  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

Earl  DE  GREY  and  RIPON  said,  he 
was  aware  of  the  difficulties  that  beset  the 
subject  I*  but  at  the  same  time  he  thought 
it  clear  that  the  military  chaplains  should 
bo  enabled  to  perform  their  duties  without 
obtaining  the  assent  of  the  clergyman  in 
whose  parishes  troops  may  happen  to  be. 
Those  chaplains  are  officers  bearing  Her 
Majesty's  commission,  and  tboy  ought  not 
to  be  interfered  with  in  the  performance 
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of  their  funetions.  The  atate  of  tbingi 
to  which  the  decision  of  the  Dabliu  Coort 
had  given  rise  was  one  that  eoold  not  be 
allowed  to  continue,  and  he  thoui^ht  tin 
present  measure  well  adapted  to  effect  tbe 
purpose  it  has  in  view,  and  he  could  set 
see  the  slightest  necesaity  for  referring  it 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

The  Bishop  op  CABLISLE  inqaired 
whether  it  was  intended  that  one  of  the 
existing  Bishops  should  be  made  the  desa 
of  these  peculiars,  or  whether  a  new  Bishop 
would  be  consecrated  for  the  purpose.  Fa 
his  own  part,  he  thought  we  had  too  msoj 
unattached  Bishops  already.  It  was  alsa 
well  worth  consideration  whether  tbe 
Bishops  should  not  have  the  aupennteo- 
dence  of  the  peculiars  in  their  respective 
dioceses.  He  begged  to  remind  the  House 
of  the  cost  frequently  involved  in  enforcing 
ecclesiastical  discipline,  and  trusted  H<^ 
Majesty's  Government  would  take  care 
that  the  Dean  of  the  peculiars  should  be 
freed  from  the  risk  of  incurring  sueli 
enormous  expenses. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDOI^  said,  he  under- 
stood this  Bill  to  be  intended  to  remedj 
the  difficulties  that  had  arisen  respectiog 
the  powers  of  army  chnplains,  and  also  tbe 
inconvenience  which  had  arisen  from  tbeir 
not  being  practically  under  any  Bishop— 
for  not  being  licensed  by  a  Bishop,  thej 
did  not  look  up  to  the  Bishop  of  the  dio- 
cese in  which  thoy  might  happen  to  be  for 
guidance  and  assistance.  His  right  rev. 
Brother  (the  Bishop  of  Gloucester)  sug- 
gested that  they  should  ho  placed  under 
the  charge  of  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese 
where  they  might  happen  to  be  placed. 
Practically,  however,  ho  thought  with  the 
Government  that  there  would  be  much 
difficulty  in  carrying  out  such  an  arrange- 
ment ;  and  ho  was  disposed  to  think  that 
it  would  be  better  to  plnce  the  nriny  chsp- 
lains  under  the  charge  of  one  Bishop;  and 
he  did  not  think  any  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  adopting  this  course  had  been  sug- 
gested which  might  not  be  met  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

The  Earl  op  LONGFORD  said,  he  did 
not  think  there  was  any  necessity  to  refer 
the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee.  It  had 
been  carefully  considered,  and  had  been  in 
tho  hands  of  the  two  Archbishops.  He 
was  disposed  to  bo  of  opinion  that  the 
more  convenient  course  in  respect  of 
licences  would  be  that  suggested  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  who  had  just  addressed 
their  Lordships.  That  point  could  be  con- 
sidered beforo  Committee  on  tho  Bill  wai 
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taken.  There  was  no  inieDtion  to  appoint 
a  new  Bishop  under  this  Act ;  and  although 
Bishops  could  not  be  protected  from  legal 
expenses,  it  was  hoped  that  no  such  oases 
would  arise  under  the  arrangement  now 
proposed.  He  belieyed  there  was  no 
doubt  that  as  the  power  of  appointment  was 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
the  power  of  removal  would  be  his  also. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2\  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on    Thursday  neit. 

House  adjoarned  at  half-past  Five 

o'clock,  to  Tbnrsdaj  next. 

half-past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday .  June  9,  1868. 

MINUTES]  —  PuBUo     Bills  —  Committee  — 

Fairs  •  [126]. 
Bepwi—Fuin^  [126]. 
Third  Amu2%— Endowed  Schools*  [143]  ;  Pier 

and   Harbour  Orders   Gon6rniation  (No.  2)* 

[148]:    Lee  Rirer  Conserfanoj*    [144],  and 

paeted. 

The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 

ELECTRIC  TELEGRAPHS  BILL-{Bill  82J 

(  The  ChanceUar  of  the  Exchequer ,  Mir,  Stephen 

Cave,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE 
QXJER,  in  moving  that  this  Bill  be  now 
read  the  second  time,  said,  it  had  been 
Baggested  the  other  day  that  the  Bill  had 
better  be  postponed  in  consequence  of  the 
Btate  of  Public  Business  and  the  position 
of  Her  Hiajesty's  Government.  Now,  if 
the  measure  had  been  one  which  did  not 
affect  private  interests  and  the  conveni- 
ence and  accommodation  of  the  public,  the 
Government  might  have  been  disposed  to 
3rield  to  that  suggestion.  But  he  submit- 
ted that  it  was  highly  desirable  that  an 
early  decision  should  be  come  to  on  the 
matter,  not  only  with  reference  to  the 
interests  of  the  telegraph  companies,  but 
also  with  reference  to  the  interests  of  the 
general  public.  As  the  House  was  aware, 
the  Bill  empowered  the  Government  to 
treat  with  the  various  telegraph  compa- 
nies in  the  country  for  the  purchase  of 
their  lines,  and  authorized  the  Postmaster 


General  to  work  the  lines  so  purchased. 
If  the  measure  were  postponed  for  another 
year,  the  telegraph  companies  would   be 
under  the  disadvantage  of  not  knowing 
what  new  engagements  to  undertake  ;  the 
whole  telegraphie  system  might  be  in  a 
state  of  suspended  animation  as  to  exten- 
sion, and  the  public,  who  were  looking  to 
the  passing  of  this  measure,  would  not 
obtain  at  so  early  a  period  the  benefit  of 
that  improved  accommodation  which  this 
Bill  would    certainly  provide  for  them. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  thought  the 
House  would  agree  with  the  Government 
that  it  was  right  to  proceed   with   the 
measure    in    the    course  of  the    present 
Session.     In  introducing  the  Bill  to  the 
House,  he  had  adduced  a  good  many  sta- 
tistics to  prove  that  the  public  would  de- 
rive great  advantage   from   the  reduced 
tariff  and  increased  facilities  which  would 
be  afforded  under  the  new  system  pro- 
posed.    He  was  not  about  to  repeat  those 
statistics,  as  he  thought  the  House  was 
already  sufficiently  informed    as   to  the 
figures  by  the  Papers  which  had  been  laid 
upon  the  table ;  but  would  refer  shortly  to 
the  evidence  given  of  the  state  of  publio 
opinion  respecting  this  Bill.   Since  he  had 
had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this  House,  he 
had  never  seen  so  great  a  manifestation  of 
opinion  from  disinterested  parties  as  had 
been  shown  in  favour  of  this  Bill.     In 
addition  to  the  important  petitions  which 
had  just  been  presented,  there  had  been, 
up  to  last  night,  seventy- seven  petitions 
from  Chambers  of  Commerce,  public  bo- 
dies,   merchants    and    traders,   and    the 
general  publio  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and 
twenty-four  of  these  petitions  had  ema- 
nated from  the  metropolis.     To  the  peti- 
tions from  the  City  of  London  the  names 
of  some  of  the  leading  firms  were  at- 
tached, and  those  petitions  were  very  nu- 
merously and    infiaentially  signed.     In 
addition,  no  fewer  than  1 77  petitions  had 
been  received  from  the  newspaper  Press 
— so  that  the  mercantile  community  and 
the  Press  were  almost  unanimous  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Bill.     On  the  other  hand,  he 
derived  some  satisfaction,  not  only  from 
the  character,  but  from  the  number  of  the 
petitions  presented  against  the  Bill.  These 
were  —  Ten  from  telegraph  and  railway 
companies,  and  319  from  individuals,  the 
319  individual  petitioners  being  sharehold- 
ers in  the  telegraph  companies.     Appa- 
rently, the  companies  thought  they  would 
make  a  greater  show  by  inducing  their 
shareholders  to  petition  individually ;  and 
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this  reminded  him  of  the  preacher  who, 
drawing  a  very  small  congregation,  hud- 
dled together  in  one  part  of  the  church, 
told  them  that  if  they  spread  themselves 
more  about  the  church  they  would  **  look 
more."     Upon  the  same  principle,  the  te- 
legraph companies  thought  the  opposition 
to  the  Bill  would  "  look   more  '*  if  the 
petitions  were  from  individuals.  The  only 
petition   presented  against  the  Bill  from 
persons  who  were  not  shareholders  was  one 
from  Leamington.  The  companies  thought 
that  their  interests  had  not  been  equitably 
dealt  with.     The  Qovernment  had  endea- 
voured to  meet  the  telegraph  companies  in 
a  fair  spirit.     That  the  telegraph  compa- 
nies were  more  interested  in  the  terms 
they  would  get  from  the  purchase  of  their 
lines  than  in  anything  else,  was  evident 
from  the  fact  that  they  had  gone  to  the 
Government  and  stated  the  terms  on  which 
they  would  be  prepared  to  sell.     Their 
proposals  were  that  the  lines  of  all  or  none 
of  the  companies  should  be  purchased ; 
that    the  terms  of   purchase  as   settled 
should  be  inserted  in  the  Bill ;  and  that 
the  terms  should  be  upon  the  basis  of  those 
in  the   Railway  Purchase  Act — namely, 
twenty-five  years'    purchase  on  the  net 
profits,  and  that  compensation  should  be 
provided  for  their  officers.     The  Govern- 
ment did  not  assent  to  those  proposals  as 
they  stood,  and  since  the  first  reading  of 
the  Bill  they  had  made  these  proposals  to 
the  companies  —  The  Government  agreed 
to  some  Amendments  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Graves) ; 
that  if  the  Government  purchased  the  sys- 
tem of  one  company  they  should  give  no- 
tice to  all  the  other  companies  of  the  pur- 
chase of  their  undertakings,  so  that  there 
might  be  no  question  as  to  getting  posses- 
sion of  one  telegraphic  line  and  working 
it  so  as  to  depreciate  those  of  the  other 
companies.     As  the  Government  had  al- 
ways intended  to  purchase  the  whole  of 
the  telegraph  lines,  he  was  willing  to  ac- 
cept that  Amendment.     Then  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  that  the  basis  of  purchase 
should  be,  not  that  suggested  by  the  tele- 
graph companies,  but  the  highest   price 
realized  on  the  Stock  Exchange  for  the 
companies'  shares  up  to  the  2dth  of  May 
last.     They  admitted  the  principle  of  giv- 
ing compensation  to  officers  not  retained 
in  the  Government  service,  provided  these 
officers  were  engaged  at  a  yearly  salary 
and  had  served  for  not  less  than  five  years. 
The  Government  also  proposed  that  if  the 
terms  were  not  agreed  on,  they  should  be 
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referred  to  arbitratorB,  one  to  be  nomimted 
by  each  party,  and  umpires  to  be  choKi 
from  a  list  of  names  of  men  of  high  stind- 
ing— Sir   William   Erie,  Lord  Colouty, 
and  Sir  John  Coleridge.     The  telegnpk 
companies  had   not   accepted  that  offer; 
but  he  thought  it  was  a  liberal  and  fur 
way  of   meeting   them.     If    the  Hous 
should  consent  to  the  second  reading  of  tbs 
Bill,  it  would  be  referred  in  the  usual  vaj 
as  a  Hybrid  Bill  to   a  C!ommittce  part^ 
nominated  by  the  House  and  partly  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection  ;   and  it  would  be 
open  to  that  Committee  either  to  settle  tJK 
terms  of  purchase  and  insert  them  in  the 
Bill,  or  allow  the  terms  to  be  settled  hr 
arbitration.      The    market    price  of  tli 
shares  was  the  best  proof    that  the  pro- 
posed purchase  by  the  Gt>verDment  hid 
not  been  prejudicial  to  the  companies.  Ob 
November  1,  1867,  the  shares  in  the  prin- 
cipal company  were    144     to    148 ;  « 
May  8,  1868,  they  stood  at   164  to  169; 
so  that  the  shares  of  all  these  compimei 
rose  after  the  proposal  of  the  Goveromeat 
to  purchase.    In  ofiering,  therefore,  to hoj 
these  lines  of  telegraph  on  the  basis  of  the 
price  of  the  shares,  the  Government  bad, 
in  fact,  contributed  to  the  enhancemeat  «f 
the  price  of  the  article.     Here  was  ana* 
ther  significant  fact.     In    a  weekly  pe 
riodical  which  appeared  during  the  Sei- 
sion,  and  which  was  supposed  to  poaeii 
some  authority,  it  was  recently  stated  that 
the  Qovernment  had  abandoned  the  iioti« 
of  proceeding  with  the  Telegraphs'  Rfl. 
That  statement  was  not  correct;  but  it 
had  its  effect,  because  the  shares  of  thav 
companies  immediately  fell.     These  fSaab 
showed  that  the  interests    of  the  shire- 
holders,  at  all  events  had  not  been  preja- 
diced  by  the  action  of  the  Government 
The  only  petition  against  the  Bill  whi^ 
came  from  anybody  not  a   shareholder  ii 
any  of  the  companies,  was  from  the  towi 
of  Leamington,  and  he  did  not  know  whit 
infiuence  had  been  at  work  to  obtain  tha 
signatures  to  that  petition.    He  now  eami 
to  the  opposition  of  the  railway  companieai 
He  quite   admitted  that  opposition  wai 
hond  fide,  and  that  the  view  of  those  coib- 
panies  was  deserving  the  serious  con8ide^ 
ation  of  the  House.     He  had  had  a  fev 
weeks  ago  an  interview  with  some  of  tha 
principal  managers  of  the  railway  compa- 
nies, and  what  they  were  afraid  of  vai 
this — that  if  the  telegraphs  passed  into  tha 
hands   of  Government,    they    would  not 
have  the  same  amount  of  accommodation 
as  they  enjoyed  under  the  present  systcnu 
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Bat  to  that  he  woald  say  that  if  the  Go- 
Ternment  obtained  possession  of  the  tele- 
graph lines,  it  would  be  their  duty  to  give 
the  fullest  accommodation  to  the  railway 
companies  necessary  to  secure  the  public 
safety.  He  could  not  conceive  a  Govern- 
ment taking  any  other  view,  for  it  was 
most  important  to  those  who  travelled  by 
railway— and  that  was  now  almost  every 
person  in  the  country — that  every  facility 
should  be  given  to  the  railway  companies, 
BO  that  the  traffic  might  be  conducted  with 
the  same  safety  and  security  as  at  present. 
But,  as  he  had  stated  to  the  gentlemen 
who  had  waited  upon  him,  that  was  a  mat- 
ter of  regulation  and  arrangement  between 
the  Government  and  the  companies,  and 
might  be  freely  discussed  before  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs.  In  his  opinion  it  was  a 
matter  quite  capable  of  adjustment.  He 
had  mentioned  when  he  introduced  the 
Bill,  that  there  was  a  provision  in  it  to 
enable  the  Government  to  purchase  from 
the  railway  companies,  where  they  were 
proprietors  of  telegraphs,  their  interests  in 
Bending  messages,  leaving  them  at  liberty 
to  work  the  wires  for  their  own  use  if  they 
chose,  or,  if  not,  giving  them  every  facility 
for  communicating  from  station  to  station. 
In  consequence  of  the  shortness  of  the  time 
at  his  disposal  when  he  introduced  the 
Bill  he  had  not  gone  into  the  financial 
part  of  the  proposal ;  but  he  would  now 
give  a  few  points  in  connection  with  that 
Bubject.  If  the  measure  proceeded  as  he 
hoped,  it  would  be  necessary  to  introduce 
a  Money  Bill,  to  make  the  financial  ar- 
rangements necessary  to  complete  the 
transaction.  Since  this  matter  of  pur- 
chase had  been  mooted,  and  the  Electric 
and  International  Telegraph  Company  had 
put  out  their  statement,  the  Government 
had  got  some  informatioti  not  at  their  dis- 
posal before,  and  were  enabled  now  to  cal- 
culate on  a  much  larger  return  from  the 
working  of  the  telegraph  system  than  they 
could  have  previously  done.  He  could 
now  state  that  they  anticipated  a  surplus 
revenue  of  £210,000  a  year  from  that 
Bource,  and  that  would  enable  the  Govern- 
ment, if  the  proposal  were  adopted,  to  pay 
the  interest  of  the  debt,  reckoned  at  the 
rate  of  3^  per  cent,  and  to  clear  off  the 
debt  itself  in  twenty-nine  years.  If  the 
House  would  excuse  him  he  would  rather 
not  enter  fully  into  details  with  respect  to 
the  purchase  at  present.  But  he  would 
Bay  that,  speaking  roughly,  it  would  take 
Bomething  near  £4,000,000,  or  at  all  events, 
between  £3,000,000  and  £4,000,000  for 


the  purchase  and  the  necessary  extension 
of  the  lines.  As  to  where  they  were  to 
find  the  money,  they  proposed  to  make  use 
of  the  savings'  banks  funds  as  far  as  avail- 
able, which  he  believed  they  would  be  to 
the  full  amount,  and  to  raise  money  by 
means  of  terminable  annuities  for  a  period 
of  twenty- nine  years.  According  to  the 
best  calculations  they  had  been  able  to 
make  the  whole  debt  would  be  wiped  out 
by  the  surplus  income  from  the  under- 
taking in  twenty-nine  years.  He  would, 
however,  take  power  in  the  Money  Bill  to 
raise  part  of  the  capital  by  bonds  and  also 
by  bills,  to  prevent  the  necessity  of  draw- 
ing on  the  savings'  banks  fund  to  a  greater 
amount  than  might  be  convenient.  These 
were  matters  which  would  be  fully  dis* 
cussed  afterwards ;  but  he  had  thought  it 
better  to  mention  them  in  order  to  show 
that  it  was  not  intended  to  impose  any 
heavy  burden  on  the  public  for  the  under- 
taking. Of  course,  after  the  period  he  had 
specified,  the  Government  would  have  a 
valuable  property,  which  would  be  of  ad- 
vantage for  the  further  extension  of  the 
system,  or  for  the  general  Be  venue.  He 
now  asked  the  House  to  assent  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  and  to  send  it 
to  a  Select  Committee  upstairs,  to  be  chosen 
partly  by  the  House  and  partly  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection,  in  order  that  the 
interests  both  of  the  telegraph  companies 
and  the  railway  companies  might  be  duly 
protected.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr,  CJutncellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

Mb.  lee  man,  in  rising  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months,  said,  he  must  be  permitted  to 
express  very  strongly  the  feeling  enter- 
tained by  those  whose  private  interests 
were  affected  on  the  ground  of  the  form  in 
which  the  Bill  now  came  before  the  House. 
The  House  would  observe,  from  whut  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
interests  worth  something  like  £4,000,000 
were  affected  by  the  Bill,  and  he  objected 
to  the  course  pursued.  As  long  ago  as 
last  November  the  Government  gave  no- 
tice in  the  London  Oanette  of  its  intention 
to  apply  for  some  Bill  to  enable  them  to 
purchase  up  the  telegraph  companies. 
Unless  the  Government  was  to  be  per- 
mitted to  make  a  precedent  for  them* 
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selves,  and  to  act  upon  a  principle  different 
from  that  which  was  pursued  by  priTate 
persons  and  corporations  who  came  to  that 
House  to  procure  powers  over  private 
property,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  have  taken  the  same  course  as  a 
railway  company,  or  private  person,  and 
in  the  first  instance  to  have  submitted 
the  Preamble  of  the  Bill  to  one  of  the 
Committees  of  the  House,  before  which 
evidence  might  have  been  adduced,  not 
only  by  the  Government,  but  by  the 
various  interests  affected.  But  instead 
of  that  the  House  was  asked  to  assent 
to  the  principle  of  the  measure  on 
the  mere  statement  of  a  Government 
official,  Mr.  Scudamore,  which  was  all  the 
information  that  had  been  laid  before  the 
House.  Had  they  gone  in  the  first  place 
before  a  Committee  upstairs,  the  com- 
panies could  have  shown  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  telegraph  system  had 
been  commenced  and  carried  on  in  this 
country;  how  it  had  become  intertwined 
between  the  telegraph  and  railway  com- 
panies; and  that,  however  desirous  Post 
Office  officials  might  be  to  have  the  con- 
trol of  the  system,  the  circumstances 
were  such  as  to  render  it  impossible  for 
the  House  to  pass  the  Bill.  But  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  asked  the  House  to  re- 
verse the  proper  course  of  proceeding. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
since  the  Bill  had  been  introduced  cer- 
tain information  had  been  obtained  which 
showed  that  a  sum  of  £210,000  a  year 
would  be  derived  by  the  Government  a» 
surplus  profit  from  the  possession  of  the 
telegraphs.  But  he  begged  the  House  not 
to  slur  over,  as  they  were  asked  to  do, 
this  great  question,  whether  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  conduct  busi- 
ness which  had  hitherto  in  this  country 
been  left  solely  to  private  enterprize. 
Telegraph  companies  were  commenced 
nearly  twenty-five  years  ago  by  private 
persons,  out  of  their  own  resources  and  at 
their  own  risk  ;  they  had  gone  on  extend- 
ing accommodation  to  the  public,  aud  for 
many  years  they  had  never  received  a 
farthing  of  aid  or  any  encouragement  from 
the  Government  of  the  day.  It  was  not 
until  these  undertakings  were  yielding 
fair  dividends  that  the  Government 
stepped  in  to  buy  them  up ;  and  they  did 
this  without  any  feeling  having  previously 
existed  in  the  country  in  favour  of  such  a 
step.  As  to  the  177  petitions  from  the 
Press,  it  would  be  found  on  examination 
that  they  had  a  common  paternity.  Mr. 
Mr,  L$9man 


Scudamore  had  oommuDicated  with  fbi 
various   newspapers     through    the  poil- 
masters,  and  in  his  own  city  it  wu  ik 
postmaster  who  suggested    the   petidoi. 
The   same   thing    had,    no    doubt,   bees 
done  elsewhere.     What  complaint  had  ths 
Press    to   make  againat   the   companici? 
Every  provincial  daily  paper  was  supplied 
for  £200  a  year  with  telegraphs,  amouDtiif 
on  the  average  to  4,000  words  a  day.  Tbi 
company  had  an  arrrangemcnt  with  Ml 
Beuter,  and  had  reporters,  both  in  forcigi 
countries  and  at  home,  as  well  as  a  staffW 
editors  and  other  persons,  so  that  informi- 
tion  was  collected  in  all  parts  of  the  woiU 
and  supplied  to  the  provincial  Pressontk 
terms  he  had  mentioned.      What,  tbeo, 
could  the  Government  or  the  Poet  Offici 
do  for  the  Press  more  than  was  doaebf 
the  existing  telegraph    companies?    But 
the  Press  would  not   have  stirred  in  (k 
matter  at  all  unless  they  had  been  ineitd 
to   support  the  Bill  by  the   Post  OffieCi 
With  regard  to  the  railways,  the  right  hci. 
Gentleman   appeared   to   think  they  bd 
only  an  incidental  interest  in  the  matter; 
but,  in  point  of  fact,   their    interest  wa 
not  second  even  to  that  of  the  telegnpl 
companies  themselves.     At  the  interriev 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hai 
referred  all   the  great   railway  interetti 
south  of  the  Tweed  were  represented,  ml 
expressed  the    alarm    with    which  tbej 
viewed  this  measure.     It  was  not  at  all  • 
question  of  money  with  them,  for  thdr 
relations  with    the  telegraph    compa&iM 
were  so  intimate  and  complicated  that  thej 
could  not  assent  to  the   scheme  on  aij 
terms.     There  .were  at  least   250  agres- 
ments  existing  between  the  railways  sdI 
the  telegraph  companies;  and  in  many  cans 
those  agreements  gave  to  the  railways  tbe 
power  of  controlling  the  whole  worlungof 
the  teleTgraph  system   when    emergeodai 
arose.      The  railway  companies  had,  ii 
many  instances,  originated   the  telegitpk 
companies,  and  had  a  large  beneficial  in- 
terest in  them,  and  from  his  twenty  yean' 
experience  of  the  working  of  railways  hs 
believed  they  could  not  be  properly  worked 
if  the  telegraphs  were  transferred  toastaf 
of  Government  clerks.  In  the  undertakisf 
with  which  he  was  connected  in  the  I^ortk 
of  England,  not  less  than  40,000  carrii^ 
and  waggons  were  daily  and  hourly  moTcd 
from  one  part  of  the  line  to  another,  tktf 
being  done  entirely  by  the  aid  of  the  tele- 
graphs.    A  great  number  of  collieries  and 
large  ironworks  were  connected,  moreover, 
with  the  line,  and  at  present  the  telegraphi 
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were  managed  partly  by  the  eompany*8 
olerks  and  partly  by  those  of  the  telegraph 
company.     Now^   he  did  not  believe  J;he 
line  could  be  safely  and  efficiently  worked 
if  the  telegraphs  were  handed  oyer  to  the 
Post  Office  authorities.    The  railway  in- 
terest sought  an  interview  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  soon  as  they  knew  this 
Bill  was  to  be  introduced,  and  strongly 
urged  upon  him  their  conviction  that  the 
scheme  was  inconsistent  with  the  safety  of 
the  passengers  and  of  the  general  traffic. 
It  was  solely  on  this  ground  that  he  op- 
posed it,  for  he  had  never  been  a  share- 
holder in   any  telegraph  company.     He 
\    would  ask  the  House,  moreover,  whether 
;    it  was  prepared  to  adopt  a  policy  contrary 
to  that  which  had  hitherto  been  pursued, 
and  to  place  telegrams,  which  were  open 
letters,  in  the  hands  of  the  Government. 
Such  a  policy  might  be  all  very  well  in 
Continental  countries,  where  the  Govern- 
ment was  based  upon  a  system  of  espum- 
nage  ;  but  let  hon.  Members  remember  the 
burst   of  indignation  which   was  excited 
in  this  country  by  the  intelligence  of  Sir 
James  Graham  having  opened  the  letters 
of  Mazzini,  and  what  would  people  think 
if  they  knew  their  messages  might  be 
read  by  some   Government   official?     A 
paper  read  two  years  ago  before  the  So- 
ciety of  Arts  spoke  of  the  telegraph  being 
extended  to  villages  and  worked  by  school- 
masters, or  even  by  children  ;  but  how 
would  iuoh  a  system  work  ?     Then  there 
was  the  possibility  of  the  control  of  the 
telegraphs  being  turned  to  political  pur- 
poses, as  was  notoriously  the  case  in  other 
countries,  and  ho  deprecated  the  introduc- 
tion into  England  of  the  thin  end  of  the 
wedge.     He  knew  of  a. gentleman  who 
went  over  to  a  Continental  State  to  ne- 
gotiate a  Government  contract   involving 
many  thousands  of  pounds.     During   a 
three    weeks'    stay   he   frequently    tele- 
graphed to  his  partners  in  England,  and 
at  the  end  of  that  time  he  actually  saw 
in  the  Minister's  office  copies  of  his  own 
telegrams.     On  his  expressing  some  asto- 
nishment, the  Minister  asked  him  whether 
he  was  not  aware  that  the  director  of  tele- 
graphs had  every  message  sent  to  him.  In 
France,  indeed,  four  copies  of  every  telegram 
were  made,  and  were  sent  to  the  different 
bureaux.     A  similar  case  had  occurred  in 
E^pt.     A  gentleman  in  Paris  who  was 
conducting  some  business  with  the  Go- 
Temment  of  Egypt  corresponded  by  tele- 
graph with  his  agent  in  that  countiy;  but 
on  six  or  seven  different  occasions  these 


telegrami  were  rappressed  by  the  Egyptian 
Government  nntil  it  was  enabled  to  settle 
the  matter  in  dispute  upon  ita  own  terras. 
He  did  not  believe  that  the  English 
people  would  permit  a  system  like  that 
to  prevail  in  this  country.  It  would  b« 
against  all  their  instincts  to  have  their 
telegraphs  brought  into  the  same  position. 
The  Government  ought  to  have  stated  some 
reason  for  treating  the  telegraphs  differ- 
ently from  the  railways.  A  Eoyal  Com* 
mission  had  recently  inquired  into  the 
policy  of  the  Government  becoming  pos 
sessed  of  the  railways.  Witnesses  were 
examined  before  the  Commission,  and  Mr. 
Edwin  Chad  wick  and  others  had  given 
evidence  in  favour  of  such  a  proposal. 
The  Railway  Commissioners,  however,  in 
their  Report,  pointed  out  that  the  railway 
system  had  originated  in  the  enterprize  of 
individuals,  and  that  private  enterprize 
had  led  to  a  much  more  rapid  develop- 
ment  of  railways  than  any  other  systen: 
could  have  done.  The  conclusion  at  whicl 
the  Commissioners  arrived  was  that  on 
the  various  grounds  mentioned  by  them 
they  could  not  concur  in  the  purchase  of 
railways  by  the  State,  and  that  it  w^as 
more  expedient  to  leave  the  construction 
and  maintenance  of  railways,  under  certain 
conditions  to  be  imposed  by  Parliament, 
to  the  free  enterprize  of  the  people.  The 
same  language  equally  applied  to  the  pur- 
chase of  the  telegraphs  by  the  State.  They 
were  begun  by  private  persons  at  their 
own  risk  and  under  great  disadvantages, 
and  their  introduction  here  had  led  to  the 
adoption  of  telegraphs  through  the  vhole 
world.  The  Electric  and  International 
Telegraph  Company  had  grown  sevenfold 
since  1850,  and  had  now  49,000  miles  of 
wire.  In  1850  it  possessed  less  than  1,000 
instruments,  it  now  owned  7,245.  The 
United  Kingdom  and  Irish  Telegraph  Com- 
pany, whose  petitions  were  on  the  table, 
had  also  shown  the  progress  thej  had 
made  up  to  the  present  moment.  There 
were  now  in  operation  80,000  mies  of 
telegraph  wires,  the  result  of  the  private 
enterprize  of  this  country,  and  there  were 
not  less  than  2,000  telegraph  statitns  at 
Work.  The  telegraph  companies  during 
that  time  had  availed  themselves  of  every 
improvement  that  had  been  introduced  as 
to  the  working  of  telegraphs,  so  hat  at 
the  present  hour  the  system  of  telegraphy 
in  existence  in  this  country  was  not  to  be 
surpassed  in  the  whole  world.  Tho  Go- 
vernment were  bound  to  show  thfit  the 
public  would  be  likely  to  obtain  soub  ad- 
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vantage  in  regard  to  price,  but  this  they 
had  not  done.  At  the  commencement  of 
the  telegraph  system  the  charge  for  twenty 
vords  was  Id,  per  mile  for  fifty  miles, 
^d,  a  mile  for  100  miles,  and  ^d,  a  mile 
for  more  than  100  miles.  Successive  re- 
ductions of  price  had,  however,  been  made, 
until  in  July,  1866,  the  scale  now  in  ope- 
xation  was  fixed.  The  charge  for  short 
nessages  in  the  Loudon  district  and  in 
other  large  towns  was  now  6^.,  for  which 
▼ould  be  substituted  by  the  Government 
lill  one  uniform  telegraphic  rate  of  1«. 
The  present  rate  was — for  100  miles,  1*. ; 
f)r  200  miles.  Is,  6d,  ;  and  for  any  dis* 
tmce  beyond  200  miles,  2s,  The  telegra- 
|hic  companies  had  given  the  public  the 
Edvantage  of  this  progressive  reduction  in 
ttie  rates,  coupled  with  every  improvement 
11  telegraphy.  He  would  ask  the  House 
b  consider  the  advantage  of  this  Is,  charge 
b  all  places  in  the  midland  districts,  in- 
duding  Birmingham,  within  100  miles  of 
london.  It  placed  Manchester  in  commu- 
nication with  the  whole  of  Lancashire,  the 
¥est  Riding,  and  many  of  the  midland 
towns.  Coming  to  London,  the  Is,  rate 
alio  prevailed  to  every  place  within  100 
miles,  south,  east,  and  west.  It  prevailed 
as  between  London  and  Dover,  London  and 
Brighton,  London  and  Southampton,  and 
so  on.  Let  them  take  the  whole  of  the 
receipts  from  the  telegraphs,  and  see  what 
proportion  the  lower  rates  bore  to  the 
2s.  rate.  He  found  that  last  year  fully 
three  fifths  of  the  entire  receipts  of  the 
companies  from  the  inland  telegraphs  of 
thia  country  were  at  the  Is,  rate.  Of  the 
remai:iing  two-fitlhs,  two-thirds  were  at 
the  li.  6d,  rate,  and  only  the  other  third 
was  at  tho  2s,  rate.  If,  then,  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Government,  as  stated  in  the 
face  of  the  documents  prepared  by  Mr. 
Scudatiore,  was  to  reduce  the  general  rate 
of  telfgraph  to  is.  throughout  the  coun- 
try, why  had  they  not  gone  to  the  com- 
panies the  parties  who  could  best  do 
the  work,  and  who,  as  he  had  shown, 
had  evinced  no  disposition  to  keep  up 
the  rates?  But,  supposing  the  Govern- 
ment tuok  possession  of  the  telegraphs  to- 
morrow, it  was  clear,  from  Mr.  Scuda- 
more*t  statement,  they  must  embark  in  a 
very  itrge  expenditure  to  give  effect  to 
their  liews ;  and  how,  he  asked,  would 
people  in  Liverpool  and  Manchester  be 
benefiied  by  an  outlay  of  public  money  in 
order  JO  secure  for  them  at  Is.  what  they 
could  now  get  done  for  6d,}  He  would 
put  diis  practical  question  to  the  House, 

}ir.  Lseman 


Supposing  the  Gk>Temmeiithad  eatablidwd 
the  reduced  rate,  who  were  the  penon 
who  would  reap  the  advantage  from  it? 
Was  there  one  man  in  a  thousand  in  Ei^ 
land  who  ever  used  the  telegraph  ?  Wm. 
the  rate  was  reduced  to  the  figure  whidi 
the  right  hon.  Oentlenaan  spoke  of  it  wooU 
still   be  found  that    not   one    man  Id  a 
thousand  would  use  the  telegraph.    The 
people  in  the  country  villages,  the  tailon^ 
shoemakers,  and  blacksmiths  never  usd 
it,  and  it  was  very  rarel  j  indeed  that  (he 
farmer  had  to  spend  more  than  Id.  in  wexA- 
ing  his  business  communications  throop 
the  post.     Even  in  most  of  the  coootzj 
towns  it  was  a  very  exceptional  tiling  for 
a  tradesman  to  resort  to   the   telegrapL 
Therefore,   when   the    charge    had  beea 
brought  down  to  a  Is.,  the  general  maaa of 
the  people  would  not  have  recourse  to  it 
Then,  as  to  the  commercial  classes,  wkit 
proportion  did  their  letters   bear  to  thi 
telegrams  they  sent  ?   If  the  business  Uxy 
had  to  transact  demanded   a  telegraa  al 
all,  a  slight  difference  of  6d,  or  1«.  in  tb 
charge  would  practically  be  of  no  import- 
ance to  commercial  men.      Then,  aa  tk 
public  at  large  were  not  likely  to  nae  till 
telegraph,   they  ought   not    to  be  called 
upon  to   bear   the  burden    of  the  gnat 
outlay  which  the  Government  would  baft 
to  make  iu  order,  as  it  were,  to  run  alltha 
other  coaches  off  the  road.     It  was  aoitly 
hard  that  999  taxpayers  should  be  com- 
pelled to  pay  for  the  accommodation  of 
the  only  man  iu  1,000  who  wanted  to  aecd 
a  telegram.  But  it  was  said  that  ultimately 
the  telegraphs  would  not  only  pay,  Ini 
would  yield  a  profit  to  the  Government; 
and  the  experience  of  the  Post  Office  had 
been  quoted.     Now,   the   penny  postal 
plan  was  tried  under  very  different  ei^ 
cumstances  from   those   now    existing  ift 
regard  to  the  telegraphs.     The  Post  oifiea 
had  then  been  at  work  for  a  century  and  a 
half,  and  when  the  penny  postage  syatem 
was  introduced  they  had  not  to  buy  op 
vested   interests  as   they   now   must  d& 
The  Post  Office  had  only  to  deal  with  ita 
own  property  in  making  that  experiment 
True,  the  Post  Office  was  now  prodndog 
a  large  revenue  ;  but  the  penny  postage 
system  never  would  have    been  made  to 
pay   as  it  now  did — and  here  he  spoke 
feelingly — if    the    Government  had   not 
entered  into  competition  with  the  milwsj 
companies  and  become  common  carriers.. 
[An  Hon.   Meubek  :  Quite   right,  too.] 
It  might  be  quite  right  as  between  the 
public  and  the  Post  Office ;  but  it  was  not 
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right  as  regarded  the  inference  he  wished 
to  draw  in  respect  to  that  particular  ques- 
tion. By  poaching  on  other  people's 
manors  the  Govemment  had  been  enabled 
to  derive  a  considerable  revenue;  but  a 
Kctum  recently  presented  supplied  valu- 
able information  upon  that  point.  The 
penny  postage  was  adopted  in  1840.  The 
year  before  that  the  revenue  of  the  Post 
Office  was  £1,659,610,  and  in  the  first 
year  after  the  penny  postage  system  was 
introduced  that  revenue  fell  to  £578,000,' 
and  the  Return  showed  that  it  took 
twenty-four  years  to  bring  the  revenue  up 
to  the  figure  at  which  it  stood  before  the 
new  system  came  into  operation.  The 
present  income  from  the  Post  Office  was 
over  £2,000,000 ;  and  he  asked^-was  this 
a  time,  having  regard  to  the  financial 
position  of  the  country,  in  which  they 
could  afford  to  experimentalize  with  an 
item  of  £2,000,000,  which  went  to  the 
relief  of  the  general  taxation  of  the  pub- 
lic, in  order  to  secure  the  more  than  doubt- 
fiil  advantages  which  the  Government 
sought  by  their  scheme  to  obtain  for  any 
class,  even  the  commercial  class,  of  the 
community  ?  He  would  now  call  atten- 
tion to  the  mode  in  which  it  was  proposed 
to  carry  out  that  measure.  The  practical 
clauses  of  the  Bill  were  Clauses  4,  5,  and 
7.  By  the  Bill  as  it  originally  stood  the 
Government  would  have  been  permitted 
to  take  possession  of  the  whole  of  the 
telegraph  lines  of  the  country,  the  pay- 
ment for  them  to  be  fixed  by  an  arbitrator, 
who  was  to  be  appointed  by  the  Govern- 
ment itself,  fie  was  however  glad  to 
find  from  the  statement  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  he  had  seen  the 
injustice  which  such  a  provision  would,  if 
acted  upon,  produce;  but  still  he  must 
say  that,  if  the  Government  deemed  it 
right  that  they  should  possess  a  monopoly 
of  the  telegraph  lines  the  intention  should 
be  set  forth  plainly  on  the  face  of  the  Bill. 
"Why,  he  should  like  to  know,  should  not 
the  measure  be  dealt  with  in  the  same 
way  as  the  County  Financial  Boards  Bill, 
80  that  the  whole  subject  of  the  policy  of 
the  Government  taking  possession  of  the 
telegraphs  might  be  clearly  ascertained 
through  the  medium  of  the  labours  of  a 
Committee  upstairs?  Believing  that  to 
be  the  wisest  course  to  adopt,  he  begged 
leave,  instead  of  moving  as  he  had  given 
Notice,  that  the  Bill  should  be  read  a 
aecond  time  that  day  six  months,  to  pro- 
pose as  an  Amendment  that  the  question 
of  the  expediency  of  purchasing  the  Tele- 
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graphs  by  the  State  be  referred  to  a  Select 

Committee. 

Mb.  CRAWFORD  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  oat  fi^m  the  word  *<  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  the 
question  of  the  expediency  of  purchasing  the  Te* 
legraphs  bj  the  State  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee," — {Mr,  Leeman,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 

proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Question.'' 

Mb.  grates  said,  it  must  be  admitted 
that  the  question  under  discussion  was  one 
which  had  two  sides,  and  that  the  argu- 
ments on  that  side  which  was  opposed  to 
the  views  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  been 
laid  before  the  House  with  considerable 
force  and  ability  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  spoken  (Mr.  Leeman),  and  were 
well  entitled  to  consideration.  He  must, 
however,  add  that  those  arguments  had 
entirely  failed  to  remove  from  his  mind 
the  impression  that  the  advantages  which 
would  be  likely  to  be  derived  from  the 
transfer  of  the  telegraph  lines  of  this 
country  to  the  control  of  the  Government 
would  be  greater  than  the  disadvantages 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  described.  In 
replying  to  the  objections  which  had  been 
urged  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  against  the 
Bill,  he  would,  in  the  first  place,  observe 
that  there  was  no  such  similarity  as  he 
sought  to  establish  between  the  case  of 
telegraph  and  that  of  railway  companies, 
inasmuch  as  the  House  had,  he  believed, 
never  required  the  former,  in  transferring 
their  property,  to  come  before  it  for  its  ap- 
proval, the  only  consent  they  were  com- 
pelled to  obtain  for  tlie  purpose  being  that 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  If  that  were  so, 
he  could  not  perceive  that  there  was  any 
great  force  in  the  argument  that  the  Bill 
should  be  so  dealt  with  as  to  be  sent  first 
to  a  Select  Committee  and  then  be  brought 
before  the  House.  He  altogether  differed 
from  his  lion.  Friend,  too,  as  to  the  number 
of  persons  who  would  avail  themselves  of 
the  facilities  afforded  by  the  telegraph  if 
the  tariff  of  charges  were  reduced.  As 
matters  now  stood,  communication  by 
telegraph  in  this  country  was  a  luxury 
which  was  confined  to  those  who  were  able 
to  pay  for  it,  and  it  was  because  he  de- 
sired to  see  the  benefits  which  such  per- 
sons enjoyed  in  that  respect  extended  as 

2  TJ 


1315  EUcirie  {COMMONS)  Teb^rspli  Bill.  UI6 

widely  as  poflsible  that  he  was  bo  strongly   yelopment.      The    objection    whkih  Vni 
in  favour  of  the  present  measure.     So  far   been  raised  in  connection  with  the  ndl- 
from  concurring  with  his  hon.  Friend  in  :  ways  was  the  weightiest  and  most  dii. 
thinking  that  the  use  of  the  telegraph  j  cult  to  deal  with  ;   and  it  was  ineambeit 
would  not  under  its  operation  be  greatly  { that  it  should  be  fully  conaideredhowii 
increased,  he  believed  that  would  be  the  ,  this  matter  the  railway  interest,  or,  rather, 
result  in  a  degree  which  the  House  could  '  how  human  life  might  be  protected.   TUi 
hardly  conceive.  In  support  of  that  opinion  ,  was  not  a  small  question,  and  it  ooght 
ho  might  briefly  state  what  had  been  the  i  not  to  be  judged  merely  by  a  reference  tc 
consequence  of  a  reduction   of  the  tariff:  the  £3,000,000  or   £4,000,000  which  it 
in  other  countries.  He  found,  for  instance,  •  involved.     Increased  facilities  for  coidbv- 
that  at  the  beginning  of  the  year  1863  the  i  nication  meant  the  development  of  nation! 
Belgian  rate  for  inland  mcssnges  was  re-  |  resources,  and  by  a  large  and  comprdMt* 
duced  from  15^.  to  10^.»  a  reduction  at ,  si ve  development  of  the  telegraphic  sritcB 
the  rate  of  33  per  cent,  and  that  the  in-  ;  an  enormous  boon  would  be  offered  to  the 
land  messages  increased  in  that  year  on    trading  and  commercial  en ei^y  of  the  cou- 
thoseof  1862  at  the  rate  of  80  per  cent.    try.     Wherever  the  telegraphic  andnH- 
In  the  year  1866  the  inland  rate  was  again  ■  way  systems  exist,  traders  are  eoabledto 
reduced  from   10^.  to  5d.f  a  reduction  at  i  regulate  their  supply  and  their  daily  wanti, 
the  rate  of  oO  per  cent,  and  the  number  i  and  commercial  industries   were  enthU 
of  messages  increased  at  the  rate  of  85  per  \  to    turn    over    their    capital    with  gicit 
cent.     In  Switzerland  the  inland  rate  was  j  rapidity,  and  thus,  as  the  resources  ofisdi- 
also,  on  the  1st  of  January,  1868,  reduced  |  viduals  were  increased,  so  was  the  eapatd 
from  lOd.  to  5d,  and  in  the  first  three  i  of  the  country.     If  the  propo»al  had  bm 
months  of  this  year  the  inland  messages  j  to  raise  up  a  new  Government  DepartMt 
increased  at  the  rate   of  90  per  cent  on  '  for  the   control  of  telegraphy,  he  fibaiM 
those  of  the  corresponding  period  in  1867.  !  have  objected  to  it;    but  his  confidenesio 
In  Prussia  a  like  result  had  been  observed,  i  the  administration  of  the  Post  Office  nde 
On  the  1st  of  July,  1867,  the  inland  rate  j  him  favourable  to  the  proposition.    Thai 
for  the  first  zone  was  reduced  from  about  |  was,  besides,  an  affinity  between  a  letter 
9d,  to  6^.,  a  reduction  at  the  rate  of  33  !  and  a  telegram  ;  the  one  was,  in  fact,  bit 
per  cent.     A  slight  extension  of  the  limits  j  a  more  rapid  form  of  communication  thai 
of  the  zone  was  at  the  same  time  made.  ^  the  other ;  and  the  perfect  organization  of 
In  the  first  month  of  the  cliange  the  mes-  j  the  Post  Office  would  enable  the  proposed 
sages  increased  at  the  rate  of  72  per  cent ;  '  system    to    permeate    every  village  lad 
70  per  cent  being  due  to  the  reduction  of  I  hamlet.     If  there  were  any  possibilitj  of 
the  rate,  and  2  per  cent  to  the  extension    the  telegraph  being  used  by  the  Gofen- 
of  the  zone.    In  France,  in  the  year  1862,    ment  for  political  purposes,   in  order  (» 


an  uniform  rate  of  1«.  Bd.  was  substituted 


ascertain  and  thwart  the  views  of  tfadr 


for  a  rate  varying  with  distance.  The  opponents,  he  should  then  say  that  the 
average  cost  to  tho  French  public  of  a  j  Bill  ought  not  to  pass;  but  the  fesrof 
messago  in  1861  was  about  4$.  6^.,  and  in  !  exciting  that  indignation  which  was  ft^ 
1862  the  average  cost  was  about  2«.  llrf.,  !  merly  raised  in  the  country  when  ittrsi 
the  reduction  being  at  tho  rate  of  about  '■  known  that  a  single  letter  was  opened  it 
35  per  cent ;  and  the  messages  increased  j  the  Post  Office  would,  in  his  opinion,  pron 
at  the  rate  of  64  per  cent.  It  was  there- 1  a  sufficient  check  against  any  abuse  d 
fore  only  reasonable  to  suppose  that  a  re- ;  power.  Moreover,  he  had  too  high  a 
duction  of  the  tariff  would  be  followed  by  opinion  of  the  honour  of  British  StatesoMB 
the  same  results  in  this  country  as  it  had  to  believe  that  they  would  in  any  wit 
produced  in  others.  If  he  did  not  think  |  invade  the  sanctity  of  telegraphic  conimih 
that  the  investment  would  be  remunera-  nication.  This  was  not  merely  his  Mo- 
tive he  should  be  very  sorry  to  advocate  [  timent,  but  it  was  the  opinion  of  ths 
it ;  but,  seeing  the  progress  which  the '  late  Mr.  Ricardo,  the  originator  of  the 
Post  Office  had  made  in  respect  to  the  |  most  prosperous  telegraphic  company,  vho 
conveyance  of  letters  and  the  money- order  \  stated — 
and  savings-banks  systems,   he   did  not  <        „  .    , 

think  that  there  need  be  any  fear  that  the  i     "It  ??'"!!n™L?n!I?L''      V^"^^^  "^^ 

.         .  1 J     L  ^  i.«         '  British  Government  as  a  guarantee  for  the  pnfief 

investment    would    be    unremunerative  ;    of  communications,  necessarily  moro  eonfidental 


for  he   conceived  that  the  telegraphy  of 
this  country  was  capable  of  immense  de- 

Mr.  Graves 


than  those  conreyed  under  sealed  envelope  throigh 
the  post ;  to  establish  a  ooDTiotioD  that  the  pw- 
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]io  are  dependent,  noi  upon  tbe  diforefcioB  of  i&di« 
viduals,  bat  upon  the  fSeiith  of  a  Ministry  respon- 
aible  at  anj  moment  to  a  figilant  Parliament,  that 
there  shall  be  no  undue  preference  or  preoedence 
given  even  to  the  highest  financial  or  most  power- 
ful influence  in  the  land  ;  in  fine,  to  lubstitute  the 
safeguard  of  statesmen  chosen  by  the  nation  for 
their  talent  and  integrity,  for  that  of  men  of 
business,  however  high  their  character,  elected  by 
a  body  of  shareholders  simply  to  pay  them  the 
highest  amount  of  interest  obtainable  from  the 
tolls  levied  upon  the  public ;  to  retain  the  tele- 
graphic despatches  of  the  various  Departments 
charged  with  the  maintenance  of  the  honour  and 
interests  and  tranquillity  of  the  country  inviolate 
nnd  inviolable,  instead  of  being  passed  through 
the  hands  of  a  joint-stock  company,  are  advan- 
tages which  no  man  can  deny,  and  which  Par* 
liament  and  the  people  will  not  fail  to  appre- 
ciate." 

Should  there  be  any  diainolination  on  the 
part  of  the  public  to  subject  their  private 
communications  to  the  supervision  of  a 
Government  official,  all  difficulty  on  that 
aoore  might  eanly  be  overcome  by  the  use 
of  cypher.  With  regard  to  the  purchase 
of  the  existing  telegraphic  system,  he 
heard  with  pleasure  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  state  that  it  would  be  con- 
ducted on  the  principles  of  equity  and 
justice.  He  thought  that  when  the  Go- 
Ternment  sought  to  acquire  this  property 
it  should  not  be  forgotten  the  owners  were 
unwilling  sellers,  and  it  would  be  but  fair 
that  it  should  be  taken  under  the  ordinary 
conditions  of  compulsory  purchase,  and  he 
would  only  support  the  measure  upon  the 
understanding  that  the  pnvate  companies 
were  to  be  dealt  with  in  a  large  and 
liberal  spirit  For  years  and  years  the 
telegraph  companies  were  anything  but 
prosperous*  and  it  would  not  be  dealing 
fairly  with  them,  now  that  the  tide  of 
prosperity  had  set  in,  unless  they  were 
treated  liberally.  Allusion  had  been  made 
to  the  fluctuations  which  had  occurred  in 
the  price  of  these  shares,  consequent  on 
the  passing  or  withdrawal  of  this  Bill. 
This,  he  thought,  was  not  quite  a  fuir 
light  in  which  to  view  the  subject.  It; 
was  only  proper  to  remember  that  the 
companies  during  the  year  had  paid  divi- 
dends which  warranted  the  price.  His 
opinion  was  that  the  dividends  would  rise 
every  year  even  if  the  telegraph  lines 
ivere  left  in  the  hands  of  the  present 
companies,  and  the  longer  Parliament  de- 
layed the  passing  of  this  measure  the  more 
difficulty  there  would  be  in  dealing  with 
the  subject.  It  had  been  alleged  that 
some  of  the  petitions  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
bad  been  got  up  by  the  Post  Office  officials. 
Kow,  he  had  presented  a  petition  in  fa- 


vour of*  the  Bill,  signed  by  nearly  every 
merchant  and  broker  of  any  eminence  in 
Liverpool,  numbering  altogether  over  600, 
and  he  was  told  that  every  signature  had 
been  given  spontaneously  and  unasked  for. 
This  was  a  recognition  of  the  value  which 
the  commercial  community  placed  upon 
the  measure.  More  than  thirty  Chambers 
of  Commerce  had  petitioned  in  its  favour ; 
the  Press  supported  it  strongly  ;  and  there 
was  greater  unanimity  with  regard  to  it 
than  had  prevailed  with  regard  to  any 
question  which  had  been  discussed  in  the 
present  Session.  On  the  whole,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  advantages  were  greater 
than  the  disadvantages  of  the  Bill ;  that 
its  passing  would  give  immense  satisfac- 
tion to  the  country,  and  that  immense  suc- 
cess would  fdUow,  both  financially  and 
othfinDviAfi 

Mr.  THOMAS  CAYE  said,  he  had  no 
interest,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
any  of  the  telegraph  companies;  but, 
speaking  from  a  public  point  of  view,  he 
thought  the  objections  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  York  (Mr.  Leeman)  were  not 
such  as  should  influence  the  House  to  re- 
ject this  Bill.  These  objections  were  ten- 
fold, and  he  should  endeavour  to  reply  to 
them  seriatim.  First,  the  hon.  Member 
said  that  the  safety  of  the  public  in  rail- 
way travelling  would  be  interfered  with ; 
but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
clearly  stated  that  the  railway  companies 
would  still  be  allowed  to  use  the  private 
wires  which  they  now  had,  and  would  there- 
fore have  the  same  means  of  communicating 
from  station  to  station  for  the  regulation  of 
their  traffic  as  heretofore.  As  to  the  ob- 
jection suggesting  Government  e9pionnag$t 
that  was  rather  an  appeal  to  popular  pre- 
judice than  the  use  of  fair  argument.  In 
his  business  experience  he  had  found  that 
espionnage  was  not  always  confined  to  the 
action  of  Governments,  though  he  believed 
that  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  they 
would  be  safer  from  it  than  they  were  at 
present.  In  a  recent  transaction  respecting 
the  insurance  of  a  vessel  in  which  he  was 
interested,  he  was  able  to  obtain  by  a 
moderate  fee  such  information  from  a  tele- 
graph clerk  abroad  as  led  to  the  detection 
of  a  serious  fraud ;  and  in  this  country  he 
believed  that  the  contents  of  telegrams 
were  frequently  communicated  to  parties 
interested  in  their  contents,  who  were 
in  that  way  able  to  obtain  from  the 
poorly  •  paid  clerks  information  which 
defeated  the  object  of  sending  telegrams 
at  all.    He  hoped  that  too  much  weight 
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would  not  bo  given  to  this  objec- 
tion, anotber  answer  to  which  was  that, 
as  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Graves)  had 
snggested,  a  cypher  might  be  used  where 
secresy  was  desired.  A  fourth  objection 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Leeman) 
was  the  interference  of  this  Bill  with  pri- 
vate enterprize.  Such  an  objection  no 
doubt  required  due  consideration ;  but  the 
same  might  be  said  of  the  Post  Office, 
which  they  would  all  regret  to  see  in  any 
other  hands  thau  those  of  the  Government. 
A  fifth  objection — that  the  telegraphic 
system  had  grown  and  that  rates  had  been 
reduced  under  the  present  management — 
was  really  no  objection  at  all.  In  fact,  it  pro- 
ved the  case  of  the  Government,  and  showed 
the  growing  requirements  of  the  public. 
He  hoped  that  when  this  Bill  became  law, 
as  in  this  or  the  next  Session  he  felt  con- 
fident would  bo  the  case,  the  telegraphic 
system  would  continue  to  grow,  and  still 
more  rapidly  than  before  ;  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  extend  the  system  to  every 
Post  Office  throughout  the  country ;  and, 
with  regard  to  rates,  that  a  2(/.  postage 
stamp  would  in  time  cover  a  telegraphic 
message  from  any  Post  Office  in  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Leeman) 
appeared  to  speak  from  a  narrow  point  of 
view  and  rather  as  a  railway  special 
pleader  ;  and  he  regretted  to  see  a  Gen- 
tleman of  his  high  standing  and  ability 
seeking  to  advance  the  interests  of  a  no 
doubt  highly  important,  but  also  from 
their  wealth  and  influence  and  power  of 
united  action,  a  body  which  might  eosily 
become  highly  dangerous  to  the  public 
weal,  and  who  required  quite  as  much 
watching  as  the  Government  did.  The  sixth 
objection  advanced  by  the  hon.  Member 
was  that  telegraphs  could  never  be  used 
by  the  uneducated  in  the  villages ;  but 
if  poor  people  there  could  not  write,  it 
was  surely  a  great  advantage  to  them  that 
they  should  be  ablo  to  speak  through  the 
telegraph.  [Mr.  Leeman  said,  that  what 
he  referred  to  was  their  condition  and  pur- 
suits.] That  still  left  the  argument  that 
it  would  be  useful  to  those  who  could  not 
write.  The  hon.  Member  had  said  the 
scheme  would  not  pay ;  but  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  ought  to  be  a  good  judge 
on  that  point ;  and  ho  had  stated  that  it 
would  not  only  pay  the  interest,  but  that 
there  would  be  such  a  surplus  profit  as  in 
twenty-nine  years  would  clear  off  the  en- 
tire capital  debt.  It  was  quite  true  the 
Government  should  not  interfere  with  the 
interests  of  private  persons ;  but  he  thought 

Mr,  Thomas  Cave 


that  snbjeot  to  oompenaation  of  ihess  ia- 
terests  they  might  do  bo  for  the  sake  of  a 
immense  public  advantage.  The  hon.lfem- 
ber  had  also  objected  to  the  coarae  taken 
by  the  Government  in  asking  the  How 
to  affirm  the  principle  of  the  BiU  before 
sending  it  to  a  Committee  upstairs.  Oo 
that  point  he  took  direct  issue  with  ike 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  maintained  that  tbe 
proper  course  was,  in  the  first  place,  te 
ask  the  House  to  affirm  the  principkof 
the  measure. 

Ma.  GOSCHEN  aaid,  that  the  hcs. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
T.  Cave)  had  not  treated  one  of  the  objec- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Ur. 
Leeman)  with  the  consideration  wbidi  it 
deserved — namely,  that  which  related  9 
inquiry  into  the  subject.  He  regntt^ 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  « 
both  occasions  when  the  Bill  had  been  le 
fore  the  House,  had  felt  himself  under  tk 
necessity  of  curtailing  his  obserratio^ 
and  therefore  had  not  heen  able  to  do  fd 
justice  to  his  own  proposal.  On  the  o^ 
casioQ  when  the  Bill  was  introdaced  tkn 
had  been  no  discussion  at  all,  and  tcndiT 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  felt  it  k- 
cessary  to  bo  somewhat  brief  in  hii  »■ 
marks  on  a  subject,  the  importaoceif 
which,  whatever  their  opinions  mi^  U 
as  to  the  merits  of  the  Bill,  no  one  maU 
undervalue.  The  right  hon.  Gentlatt 
had  attached  too  much  importance  totti 
petitions  presented  in  favour  of  the  Bl 
though  in  the  spirit  of  those  petitiovi  bi 
(Mr.  Goschen)  quite  concurred.  Itnigtt 
be  that  it  was  desirable  that  this  B3 
should  pass  into  law.  But  at  present  ^ 
House  scarcely  knew  enough  to  affira  Ae 
principle  of  the  Bill.  He  should  notbiK 
felt  able  to  vote  against  the  metiiiRif 
the  hon.  Member  for  York  had  penUri 
in  his  intention  to  move  that  the  BiU  ^ 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  moite 
because  that  would  have  been  a  dedaisiioi 
against  the  principle  of  the  measure,  fiii 
it  appeared  to  him  that  it  would  be  betts 
that  the  whole  subject  should  be  rtkoA 
to  a  Select  Committee  than  that  the  KH 
in  its  present  form,  should  be  so  refemd; 
and  for  this  reason,  that  if  the  BUI  w* 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  it  muatrf 
necessity  be  a  hybrid  Committee.  It  wis 
necessary  that  the  question  of  compentt- 
tion  to  the  companies  should  bedealtwiA 
very  carefully.  If  they  looked  to  thegnit 
importance  of  the  measure,  he  maintsinc^ 
that  it  would  be  impossible  without  pl^ 
cedent  that  a  proposal  of  such  magnitnde 
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should  be  accepted  without  previous  in- 
quiry into  the  matter.     He  wished  the 
House  to  understand  that  he  was  by  no 
means  hostile  to  the  Bill ;  but  there  were 
many  difficulties  connected  with  the  sub- 
ject which  ought  not  to  be  merely  argued 
by  counsel  before  a  hybrid  Committee,  but 
the  policy  and  expediency  of  which  ought 
to  be  decided  by  the  House.     The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  pointed  out 
the  importance  of  this  Bill  to  the  State  as 
a  financial  measure.      Well,   that  was  a 
subject  which  could  be  argued  better  in 
the  usual  Select  Committee  than  in  a  hy- 
brid Committee,  and  it  was  a  matter  which 
would  require  the  most  serious  considera- 
tion.    The  Committee  would  have  to  de- 
termine how  far  it  might  be  wise  to  run 
the  risk  of  loss  to  the  State.     The  policy 
of  the  Gk)Ternment  dealing  with  matters 
of  private   enterprize  would    also  come 
under  the  general  head  of  inquiry;  but 
what  he  feared  was  this — that  if  the  Bill 
were  read  a  second  time,  the  discussion  on 
the  principle  would  be  considered  at  an 
end,  and  the  main  points  to  be  afterwards 
argued  would  be  with  regard  to  the  mode 
of  purchase.     He  did  not  think  that  they 
had  as  yet  arrived  at   the  condition  at 
which  they  were  able  to  decide  whether 
there  should  be  purchase  or  not.     He 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  thinking 
that  the  country  was  in  the  main  in  favour 
of  the  principle  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  doubted 
whether  all  the  difficulties  in  connection 
with  the  subject  had  been  properly  thought 
out.     It  would  tend  ultimately  to  the  suc- 
cess of  the  measure  that   these  matters 
should  be  inquired   into,   and  that  any 
difficulties  which  might  exist  should  not 
be  slurred  over  at  this  time  of  the  Session. 
He  put  it  to  the   House   whether  they 
thought  it  possible  that  this  Bill  should 
pass  into  law  this  Session  ;  for  they  might 
judge  from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  York  (Mr.  Leeman)  what  a  strenu- 
ous opposition  would  be  offered  to  it.    The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  suggested 
that,  in  dealing  with  private  interests,  it 
was  better  to   settle  the  matter  at  once 
than  keep  it  in  suspense  for  another  year. 
There  was  something  in  that  argument ; 
but  still  he  thought  it  wos  too  late  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  measure  now.  It  was  scarcely 
possible  that  a  Bill  dealing  with  such  vast 
private  interests  should  pass  into  law  in 
the  course  of  six  weeks  or  two  months. 
He  agreed  very  much  with  what  had  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool 


(Mr.  Graves)  that  they  could  not  exag- 
gerate the  iniportance  of  pushing  the  tele- 
graphic system  into  every  quarter  of  the 
country  where  it  was  possible.     He  did 
not   think  the  hon.    Member   for  York 
had    done    justice    te   the   argument   of 
the    importance    of  such  extension   not 
only  to  trade,  but  to  those  whom  trade 
supplied,  when  he  contended  that  it  was 
not  so  necessary  to  carry  our  telegraphic 
communication  into  remote  places  as  some 
people   believed.      An   immense   import- 
ance was  attached  to  the  Bill  by  the  great 
wholesale  houses,  who  thought  they  could 
serve  their   customers  cheaper,  as    they 
could    economize  capital,   and   need  not 
keep  as  much  stock  on  hand  ;  nor  did  he 
doubt  that  this  could  be  done  without  any 
loss  to  the  State.     Ho  believed  that  Mr. 
Scudamore  had  been  very  moderate  in  his 
suggestion,  and  that  the  amount  he  calcu- 
lated upon  would  be  realized.     The  sur- 
plus of  £210,000,  estimated  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  as  accruing  to  the 
State,  arose,  he  presumed,  from  the  charge 
of  \9,     He  was  himself  much  in  favour  of 
a  uniform  rate ;  and  there  would  possibly 
be  less  enthusiasm  for  the  Bill  amongst 
the  commercial  circles  of  our  large  towns 
if  they  anticipated  that  the  result  would 
be  to  enhance  the  rate  of  charge.     In  a 
very  short   time,  probably,   the    returns 
would  be  such  as  to  make  the  mainten- 
ance of  the  1«.  rate  needless,  and  enable 
the  charge  to  be  reduced  to  Qd,     He  did 
not  attach  much  weight  to  the  argument 
of  the  companies  that,  owing  to  the  large 
number  of  circulars  sent  by  post  in  this 
country,  the  proportion  between  letters  and 
telegrams    in    Belgium  and  Switzerland 
afforded  no  criterion  ;  for  he  believed  that, 
as  soon  as  people  got  accustomed  to  them 
more  money  would  be  spent  in  telegrams 
in  England  than  in  other  countries.     The 
more  the  charges  were  reduced  the  more» 
he  felt  confident,  would  telegraphic  com* 
munication  be  resorted  to ;  and  he  did  not 
think  Mr.  Scudamore's   calculations  were 
too  sanguine.     He  believed  that  telegra- 
phic communication  was  at  present  insuffi- 
cient, that  its  extension  was  desirable,  and 
that  such  extension  under  good  manage- 
ment   would    prove    remunerative.      On 
those   points,   the    weight    of   argument 
seemed  to  him  te  be  all  on  one  side.     He 
was  not,  however,  inclined  to  think  that 
the  working  of  the  telegraphs  in  remote 
villages  would  be  found  so  easy  as  some 
Members  supposed ;  and  he  thought  the 
House  should  be  informed  of  the  mean* 
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by  which,  in  tlie  belief  of  the  Post  Office 
Authorities,  the  system  could  be  carried 
on.  As  to  secresy,  greater  precautions 
would  have  to  be  taken  than  were  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill.  The  Post  Office,  no 
doubt,  stood  deservedly  high  in  the  esti- 
mation of  the  public ;  and  when  engaged 
in  business  he  was  struck  by  the  rarity  of 
oases  of  miscarriage  or  of  blamo  being  due 
to  it.  Indeed,  he  was  convinced  that  the 
transfer  of  the  telegraphs  to  any  other 
Department  would  have  encountered  much 
more  strenuous  opposition.  Now,  the  Bill 
incorporated  the  Electric  Telegraph  Act  of 
1863,  thus  applying  to  the  Post  Office  the 
same  precautions  that  were  applied  to  the 
companies.  He  did  not  think  there  was 
likely  to  be  any  difference  in  point  of  dis- 
cretion or  virtue  between  Government 
clerks  and  companies'  clerks;  but  there 
was  a  great  difference  as  regarded  their 
employers.  A  Oovemmont  might  have  so 
great  an  interest  in  knowing  the  contents 
of  telegrams  and  in  applying  to  its  own 
servants  for  valuable  information,  that 
clauses  ought  to  be  framed  which  would 
render  such  a  course  improbable  or  dan- 
gerous. By  the  Act  as  it  now  stood,  ny 
person  divulging  secrets  intrusted  to  him 
for  telegraphic  conveyance  was  made  liable 
to  a  fine  of  £20 ;  but  there  were  many 
secrets  the  divulging  of  which  would  be 
very  inadequately  punished  by  such  a 
penalty,  and  he  believed  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  make  this  offence  a  misde- 
meanour. He  did  not,  indeed,  apprehend 
a  systematic  disclosure  of  messages  to  the 
Government  as  was  done  on  tho  Continent; 
but  stringent  precautions  ought  to  be 
taken  against  any  occasional  instances  of 
it.  Another  defect  which  he  noticed  in 
the  Bill  was  that  there  was  nothing  to 
compel  the  Government  to  forward  mes- 
sages. At  present  the  competition  between 
rival  companies  afforded  sufficient  protec- 
tion to  the  public  on  this  head,  and  no 
doubt  as  a  general  rule  the  Government 
would  desire  to  make  as  good  a  revenue  as 
possible  ;  but  other  motives  might  come  | 
into  play  which  would  more  than  counter- 
balance this.  Under  the  Act  of  1863  the 
Secretary  of  State  might,  by  warrant, 
whenever  it  was  expedient  for  the  public 
service,  take  possession  of  the  companies* 
works  and  make  use  of  them  for  Iler 
Majesty's  service,  the  warrant  requiring 
renewal,  however,  at  the  end  of  a  week. 
Kow,  security  must  bo  taken  against  the 
permanent  operation  of  such  powers,  and 
against  allowing  a  postmaster  at  his  own 
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discretion  to  refofle  at  an j  time  to  tim- 
mit  messages.  These  matters  had  ootbett 
considered  sufficiently  in  the  Bill  bsfen 
the  House,  which  deserved  t^e  moik 
serious  consideration,  and  was  worthy  tf 
the  most  serious  inquiry.  The  prinoph 
of  the  Bill  might  be  easily  decided  on ;  W 
weeks  might  be  necessary  for  the  due  ea- 
mination  of  the  clauses  and  details.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  there  was  no  ehsM 
of  passing  the  Bill  this  Session,  and,  i^ 
gretting  that  this  was  the  case,  he  shosli 
vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mbi- 
ber  for  York. 

Sib  STAFFORD   NORTHCOTE  ml, 
that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Geoth- 
man  (Mr.  Gosohen)  threw  a  light  npoii 
circumstance  which  occurred  in  the  eirif 
part  of  the  debate,  and  seemed  rather  ]•• 
culiar.     The  hon.  Mcmher  for  York  (Ml 
Leeman)  had  given  Notice  of  his  intetttia 
to  move  that  the  Bill  he  read  a  seeori 
time  that  day  six  months.     That 
natural  course  for  him  to  take, 
tho  hon.  Member  objected  to  the  Bill,  oi 
wished  to  get  rid  of  it.     But  some  intiH' 
tion  appeared  to  bo  conveyed  to  him  ta 
other  parts  of  the  House  and  from  i^ 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  front  Oppoatia 
Bench,  that  they  were  not  prepared  li 
support  him  in  his  Amendment^  Struflh 
enough,   after  the    hon.    G^entiemen  h 
declared  against  the  principle  of  the  SI 
he  sat  down  without  moving  his  Amol* 
ment  at  all,  but  got  up  to  move  instarii 
without  explanation,  that   the  whole  N^ 
ject  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  Ik 
was  observed  that  the  right  hon.  Gerft- 
man  (Mr.  Goschen),    who    approved  tti 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and  had  aigned  ii 
favour  of  it,  handed  to  the  hon.  Hei^ 
for  York  the  terms  of  the  amended  5odi 
that  he  was  to  give.  It  was  clear  that  MB 
telegraphic  communication  had  been  ^ 
ing  between  the  Benches  opposite  vkiA 
had  rapidly  altered  the   strat^y  of  tti 
hon.  Member  for  York,  and  he  coognti' 
lated  the  hon.  Member  on  the  promptM 
with  which  he  had  executed  a  ''  chtogeil 
front"  on  a  very  short  notice.     Thehft 
Member  equally  obtained  his  object  yhk 
ther  his  original  Motion  that  the  BiB  ti 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  modi 
were  carried,  or  his  amended  Motion  titf 
the  whole  subject  be  referred  to  a  SeW 
Committee.     Practically,   the  result  ^ 
the  same,  the  only  difference  being  M 
he  would  have  had  a  difficulty  in  eatfB^ 
his  original  Motion,  hut  that  he  ezpeev 
to  get  a  large  number  of  Hemben  to  J^ 
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for  the  amended  Motion.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  there  would  not  be 
time  to  pass  the  Bill  this  Session.  That 
might  be  a  very  good  reason  for  putting 
the  Bill  aside  and  getting  rid  of  it ;  but 
it  was  not  fair  on  the  part  of  those  who 
held  this  language  to  come  forward  and 
declare  that  they  approved  the  principle  of 
the  Bill.  The  course  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  recommended  had  not  been 
pursued  in  the  analogous  case  of  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks  Bill.  His  argument 
was  that  the  Post  Office  Department  were 
not  such  good  judges  of  the  mode  of  ad- 
ministering the  details  of  the  measure  as 
a  Select  Committee  of  that  House ;  but 
he  contended  that  many  of  these  matters 
were  far  better  understood  by  the  Execu- 
tive Government,  and  might  safely  be  left 
to  the  Department.  It  was  incorrect  to 
say  that  this  measure  had  been  hastily 
dealt  with,  because  it  had  been  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  for  a 
great  length  of  time.  Two  years  ago, 
when  he  was  at  the  Board  of  Trade,  this 
was  one  of  the  first  matters  brought  under 
his  notice.  It  was  discussed  by  the  public 
Press,  and  it  could  not  be  said  in  any 
sense  to  come  as  a  surprise  upon  hon. 
Members.  The  House  was  prepared  to 
discuss  the  principle,  and  was  in  posses- 
sion of  quite  sufficient  facts  to  enable  it  to 
discuss  all  the  questions  raised  by  the 
Bill.  He  thought  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Barnstaple  (Mr.  T.  Cave)  in  a  few  sen- 
tences had  completely  answered  the  objec- 
tions raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  York. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goschen) 
said  it  was  impossible  the  measure  could 
pass  this  Session;  and,  no  doubt,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends 
"were  determined  it  should  not  pass,  they 
would  have  very  considerable  means  for 
preventing  it.  Certain  matters  might  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  but  was 
not  the  general  sense  of  the  House  in 
favour  of  the  main  principle  of  the  Bill  ? 
If  so,  was  it  not  fairly  probable  that,  with 
•  business-like  treatment,  the  Bill  might 
be  passed  during  the  present  Session  ?  All 
the  questions  which  had  been  raised  could 
be  dealt  with  —  some  by  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House,  some  by  the 
Committee  upstairs,  and  some  when 
the  Money  Bill,  which  would  have  to 
follow  this  measure,  was  before  them. 
Only  let  the  House  be  told  on  what  foot- 
ing the  question  really  stood  ;  because  it 
would  be  much  fairer  if  those  who  wished 
to  throw  over  the  Bill  voted  for  the  ori- 


ginal proposition  to  postpone  it  for  six 
months  than  to  Yote  for  referring  the 
whole  subject  to  a  Select  Committee, 
which  amounted  practically  to  the  same 
thing.  The  effect  of  that  would  be  to 
cause  a  considerable  inconyenience,  so  he 
was  informed,  to  the  telegraph  companies. 
It  kept  them  in  a  state  of  agitation  and 
uneasiness  for  an  unnecessary  length  of 
time,  and  it  deferred  a  great  social  im- 
provement, on  which  he  believed  the  mind 
of  the  country  was  set,  and  which  he  be- 
lieved would  be  very  advantageous  to  the 
public  ;  and  all  for  a  very  insufficient  and, 
to  him,  incomprehensible  reason.  The  hon. 
Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman)  had  spoken 
of  that  as  a  measure  which  would  be  of 
use  only  to  a  very  limited  portion  of  the 
community,  because  very  few  people  used 
the  telegraph  now,  and  he  instanced  the 
village  tradesmen  as  not  being  likely  to 
avail  themselves  of  it.  Now  he  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  maintained  that  those  were  just 
the  people  to  whom  it  would  probably  be 
a  benefit  if  they  could  introduce  the  tele- 
graph to  every  village  and  corner  of  the 
country.  He  could  mention  to  the  House 
his  own  case  and  that  of  others  who  were 
similarly  circumstanced  —  namely,  they 
were  constantly  in  communication  with  a 
neighbouring  town  some  miles  distant,  and 
the  services  of  the  tradesmen  of  which 
they  occasionally  required  very  rapidly. 
Where  they  had  to  write  a  letter  and  wait 
for  an  answer  next  day,  they  did  not  ovail 
themselves  of  the  services  of  those  trades- 
men ;  but  if  they  could  telegraph  for  tho 
plumber,  the  glazier,  or  the  blacksmith  to 
go  to  them  at  short  notice  they  would  bo 
glad  to  do  so.  Thus  tho  system  would  bo 
found  to  work  in  and  extend  itself  in  a 
very  extraordinary  manner.  The  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  York  might  have 
been  urged,  as  he  dare  say  it  was  urged. 
Against  the  penny  post.  It  was  said  they 
were  sacrificing  the  interest  of  the  country 
for  the  sake  of  the  comparatively  few  people 
who  wrote  letters ;  forgetting  that  when 
they  had  tho  advantage  of  the  lower  rate 
of  postage  hundreds  and  thousands  of  per- 
sons would  write  letters  who  never  wrote 
them  before.  So  he  believed  it  would  be 
in  tho  case  of  the  electric  telegraph  when 
its  advantages  were  held  out  to  the  coun- 
try. For  those  reasons  he  opposed  the 
Amendment,  and  he  earnestly  hoped  that 
the  House  would  assent  to  the  Motion  for 
the  second  reading  of  tho  Bill. 

Mr.  CEAWFOBD  said,  he  would  give 
no  mere  party  vote  upon  that  occasion ; 
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but  ho  confessed  that  he  had  never,  in  a 
tolerably  long  experience,  felt  so  much 
difficulty  in  coming  to  a  conclusion  on  any 
subject  as  he  had  done  in  reference  to 
that  Bill.  As  the  representative  of  a  great 
commercial  interest,  he  ought  to  be  one  of 
the  last  persons  in  that  House  to  interfere 
with  the  due  progress  of  a  measure  calcu- 
lated, in  the  estimation  of  those  who  pro- 
posed it,  to  confer  a  great  social  and  com- 
mercial benefit  on  the  community.  At 
the  same  time  he  must  claim  the  privilege 
of  considering  how  far  the  measure  was 
likely  to  effect  the  object  for  which  it  was 
introduced.  He  was  one  of  those  who 
were  charged  with  the  care  of  the  interests 
of  the  telegraph  companies  whose  property 
was  about  to  be  taken  from  them,  and  he 
was  exceedingly  desirous  that  the  whole 
of  the  facts  and  circumstances  on  which 
that  proposal  rested  should  be  clearly  un- 
derstood, not  only  by  the  House,  but  by 
the  country,  before  they  came  to  a  deci- 
sion upon  it.  It  was  appalling  to  look 
at  the  amount  of  literature  on  that  subject 
with  which  they  had  been  deluged.  First 
they  had  a  paper  from  Mr.  Soudamore, 
and  then  one  from  Mr.  Grimstone  on  the 
part  of  the  telegraph  companies.  Then 
came  a  rejoinder  hy  Mr.  Scudamore,  and 
another  by  Mr.  Grimstone;  and  it  was 
somewhat  remarkable  that  there  was  not  one 
fact  stated  by  one  of  those  two  gentlemen 
which  was  not  denied  by  the  other.  How 
was  the  House  to  judge  in  that  matter? 
He  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  public  that 
they  should  not  be  led  into  a  premature 
decision  of  that  question.  The  only  fair, 
legitimate,  and  proper  manner  of  arriving 
at  a  decision  on  its  merits  was  by  having 
not  the  Bill  only,  but  the  whole  subject 
in  all  its  details,  thoroughly  threshed  out 
in  a  Committee  upstairs.  For  that  reason 
he  had  cheerfully  seconded  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  Loeman), 
that  the  expediency  and  the  policy  of  that 
measure  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  He  could  not  have  seconded 
his  hon.  Friend's  original  proposal  that 
the  Bill  should  be  read  the  second  time 
that  day  six  months.  He  had  been  gra- 
tified to  witness  the  eager  and  ardent 
manner  in  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  supported  that  proposal  for  taking 
into  the  hands  of  the  Government  the 
whole  telegraphic  system  in  England ;  but 
he  could  not  help  remembering  that  the 
other  day,  when  he  went  with  a  deputa- 
tion to  ask  him  for  a  very  moderate 
amount  of  assistance  towards  establishiDg 
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improved  telegraphio  oommunicatioB  viik 
the  East  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  net 
them  with  a  blank  refosal.     The  apptreit 
inconsistency  thus  displayed  tended  •0B^ 
what  to  detract  fVom  the  foroe  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  argnments  on  tlieim- 
sent  occasion.      The  Post  Office  saiinfi 
banks  had  been    referred  to;    but  thm 
was  a  vast  distinction  between  them  ni 
the  present  proposal.     In  the  former  cw 
there  was  no  attempt  to  deal  with  ^n^ 
property ;  whereas  they  were  now  wkA 
to  deal  with  an  immense  amomit  of  nek 
property,  the  owners  of  which,  aooordigg 
to  all  precedent  and  justice,  ooght  to  hue 
an  opportunity  of  stating  their  case  him 
a  Committee.     It  was  rather  late  in  Ai 
day  to  go  into  the  general  question;  bit 
he  wished  distinctly  to  say  that  he  wm  wi 
then  prepared  to  express  any  opinion « 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.     He  wanted  ti 
see  what   the    real    facts     were.     It. 
Scudamore  had  mounted  on  a  hobby,  nl 
when  a  great  man  did  that  he  was  apt  ti 
be  rather  enthusiastic.   On  the  other  hui 
Mr.   Grimstone  opposed,  tooth  and  mil 
everything  advanced  by   Mr.  Scudanun 
He  therefore  wished  to  have  the  oonntfr 
statements  of  those  gentlemen  confronlBl 
and  thoroughly  examined  in  a  ComoiittM 
upstairs.  A  statistical  comparison  betra 
this  country  and  Belgium  and  Switndfll 
had  been  adduced ;  bat  the  circunutuni 
of  those  countries  were  not  quite  auli- 
gous.     Our  Post  Office  carried  an  sor 
mous  amount  of  what  he  must  call  tni; 
and  much  matter  of  that  description  is 
delivered  by  it  for  himself  at  his  place  i 
business,  also  at  the  Bank  of  England,  oi 
at  his  priyate  residence,  and  likewise  itkii 
club.    Some  of  these  communications eot' 
sisted  of  letters  begging  him  to  go  to  MB 
charitable  dinner  or  other,  a  matter  iaA* 
spect  to   which  he  was    glad  to  obMn 
in  the   Press  that  day  the  expresuesif 
an  independent  opinion;    while  othentf 
them  perhaps    invited   him    to   viiit  ■ 
Idiot  Asylum.     He    might  safely  V0^ 
that  the  rubbish  brought  to  him  throe|k 
the  post  in  that  way  exceeded  the  m» 
ber  of  real  bond  fide  letters  in  the  prop''' 
tion  of  at  least  five  to  one.     He  would  lib 
to  see  these  things  inquired  into,  in  ords 
to  ascertain  whether  the  comparison  be- 
twcen  the  quantity  of  letters  carried  ii 
this   country    and    in    Switzerland  fA 
Belgium   would    really    hold    good.   Hi 
wished,  he  might  add,  to  know  whete 
in  the  event  of  the  Government  beeoaiq{ 
possessed  of  the  property  of  the  telepi^ 
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companies,  they  woald  have,  in  addition 
to  those  lines  of  wire  which  the  railway 
companies  were  permitted  to  use  for  their 
own  purposes,  a  complete  monopoly  of 
telegraphic  communication  throughout  the 
country  ?  Would  they,  for  example,  take 
charge  of  those  messages  which  were 
hrought  into  the  country  hy  the  submarine 
lines,  such  as  the  Atlantic  Cable  ?  If  the 
answer  to  that  question  should  be  in  the 
affirmative,  he  did  not  exactly  see  how 
they  would  very  well  be  able  successfully 
to  conduct  the  amount  of  business  which 
would  thus  be  thrown  upon  their  hands. 
Again,  he  understood  that  part  of  the  work 
done  by  the  telegraph  companies  consisted 
in  supplying  the  London  and  other  news- 
papers regularly  with  information  as  to 
proceedings  which  might  have  arisen  in 
the  country.  He  was  told,  for  instance, 
that  when  the  Eirst  Minister  of  the  Crown 
visited  Edinburgh  last  year  the  whole  of 
the  speech  which  he  delivered  there  was 
transmitted  to  London  by  a  telegraph  com- 
pany for  the  use  of  the  newspapers.  Were 
the  Government  prepared  in  like  manner  to 
undertake  the  business  of  reporting  ?  If 
80,  was  it  probable  that  they  would  report 
the  speech  which  had  been  delivered  the 
other  day  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright),  at  Liver- 
pool, with  Uie  same  exactitude  with  which 
they  would  have  given  that  of  the  Prime 
Minister  ?  The  subject  was  one  in  which 
the  public  was  much  interested,  and,  be- 
lieving that  it  was  one  into  which  further 
inquiry  was  desirable,  he  should  vote  for 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  York. 

Mb.  LIDDELL,  having  observed  that 
the  confidence  which  was  reposed  by  the 
public  in  the  mode  in  which  the  com- 
mercial affairs  of  the  country  were  con- 
ducted by  private  companies  was  very 
great,  said  he  thought  further  time  should 
be  allowed  the  public  outside  to  express 
an  opinion  upon  a  measure  by  which  it 
was  proposed  to  make  considerable  inroad 
on  that  feeling,  and  with  the  extent 
and  cost  of  the  operations  of  which  they 
were  as  yet  unacquainted.  The  only 
great  commercial  concern  in  which  we 
had  experience,  he  added,  of  Govern- 
ment management  was  the  Post  Office,  and 
it  was  not  a  satisfactory  proof  of  their 
fitness  to  carry  other  commercial  under- 
takings to  a  successful  issue  that  that  De- 
partment had  remained  for  so  long  a  time 
unprofitable  in  a  monetary  point  of  view, 
as  had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 


for  York  (Mr.  Leeman).  The  object  which 
the  Government  sought  to  attain  in  re- 
ducing the  charge  for  telegraphic  commu- 
nication was  no  doubt  a  good  one,  and 
the  concentration  of  the  various  lines  in 
one  hand  would  no  doubt  facilitate  that 
object ;  but  then  he  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  telegraph  companies  had 
hitherto  shown  that  they  were  adverse  to 
making  such  a  reduction.  Until  a  pro- 
position of  that  kind  was  made  to  them 
and  they  refused  to  accede  to  it,  he  could 
not  help  being  of  opinion  that  their  pro- 
perty ought  not  to  be  taken  away  fh)m 
them  in  the  hurried  manner  proposed.  In 
making  these  remarks  he  must  not  be 
understood  as  speaking  against  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  but  only  as  arguing  in 
favour  of  that  full  inquiry  which  the 
whole  subject  and  the  policy  of  this  mea- 
sure ought,  he  thought,  to  undergo  at  the 
hands  of  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  rose  to 
take  part  in  the  discussion  chiefly  in  con- 
sequence of  the  speech  which  had  been 
made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary for  India  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote), 
who  he  regretted  should  have  thought  it 
discreet  or  expedient,  in  dealing  with  a 
measure  such  as  that  under  discussion,  to 
speak  of  those  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the 
front  Opposition  Bench  as  acting  in  a  body 
with  a  purpose  prepense  to  defeat  the  Bill. 
Against  the  use  of  such  language  he  de- 
sired to  enter,  in  the  most  distinct  terms, 
his  protest.  So  far  as  he  was  aware,  those 
Gentlemen  who  at  that  moment  occupied 
the  front  Opposition  Bench  were  divided 
nto  two  classes.  One  of  them  comprisedi 
the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman), 
who  founded  his  objections  to  the  Bill  on 
the  broadest  basis  which  could  be  con- 
ceived, fie  knew  that  other  Gentlemen 
in  the  House  took  the  same  view ;  but  he 
had  not  himself  that  knowledge  of  details 
possessed  by  his  hon.  Friend,  which  would 
lead  him  to  the  conviction  that  the  Bill 
now  proposed  was  incompatible  with  the 
safe  and  satisfactory  working  of  the  rail- 
way system,  fie  certainly  approached  the 
Bill  with  favourable  prepossessions,  ex- 
pecting to  find  a  practical  measure ;  but 
he  was  not  to  be  induced  to  accept  advice 
that  he  did  not  think  was  good  advice  in 
regard  to  the  mode  of  proceeding  with 
reference  to  it.  fie  was  not  convinced 
that  the  subject  was  sufficiently  advanced 
for  legislation.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  expressed  his  opinion  with 
a  care  proportionate  to  the  difficulty  of  the 
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question ;  but,  consideriug  that  the  matter 
had  not  gone  through  the  ordinary  process 
of  inquiry  previous  to  legislation,  it  was 
not  possible  for  a  complete  case  to  be  made 
out  without  many  questions,  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  as  well  as 
his  right  hon.   Eriend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  had  left  untouched,  being 
entered  on.     The  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  had  not  given  them  the   smallest 
light  on  any  of  those  questions  in   the 
course  of  his  speech.     He  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
did  not  now  speak  of  executory  difficulties. 
He  thought  that  it  was  quite  evident,  as 
regards  a  very  large  proportion   of  the 
country  —  namely,    the   population    not 
dwelling  in  towns — that  the  present  sys- 
tem of  electric  telegraphy  was  exceedingly 
defective.     It  was  maimed  and  crippled 
in  every  point,  from  a  want  of  independent 
and  effective  means  for  the  distribution  of 
messages.    Messages  were  delivered  as  best 
they  could,  with  great  delay,  and  at  heavy 
cost.  It  was  also  quite  obvious  that  the  Post 
Office  possessed  machinery  which  would 
afford  immense  facilities  for  the  distribu- 
tion of  telegraphic  messages,  if  there  was 
no  objection  to  it.     An  argument  to  which 
ho  attached  considerable  weight  was  that 
the  business  now  carried  on  by  a  multitude 
of  establishments  competing  at  different 
points  might  be  carried  on  by  a  single 
establishment  more  efficiently  and  at  less 
cost.      These  were  strong  arguments  for 
entertaining  the  question.     And  ho  was 
not  free  from  official  responsibility  in  the 
matter.     He  had  very  willingly  and  zeal- 
ously promoted  all  the  official  inquiries 
that  could  tend  to  bring  the  matter  into  .a 
state  that  would  make  it  ripe  for  legisla- 
tion.    He  felt  great  confidence — founded 
on   experience — ^in   the  efficiency  of  the 
Post  Office  authorities  generally,  and  more 
especially  of  that  distinguished  public  ser- 
vant, Mr.  Scudamore,  who  had,  perhaps, 
had  more  to  do  than  any  other  person  with 
the  recent  development  of  the  Post  Office  ! 
for  secondary  purposes.     He  did  not  doubt  • 
at  all  that  the  promises  in  Mr.  Scudamore's  ! 
lieport   would  be  realized  and  fulfilled,  i 
Ho  was  ready  to  place  confidence  in  the  I 
calculations  presented  to  them  on  the  part  | 
of  the  Qovernment  relative  to  the  return  i 
to  be  obtained  after  payment  of  expenses,  ' 
and  he  saw  no  difficulty  in  the  financial  { 
part  of  the  question  respecting  the  means  ! 
of  providing  the  capital  necessary  for  the  i 
purchase  of  existing  interests,  and    the  ! 
fresh  investment  of  capital  that  might  be  .' 
required.     Bat  there  were  a  number  of' 
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questions  that  had  not  jei  andefgone  eha- 
cidation,  and  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
Iman  the   Chancellor    of    the  Exclieqiwr 
I  might  be  reserving  for  his  reply  ;  but  they 
i  were  of  such  a  character  that  the  House  vu 
j  justified  in  asking  that  a  clear  light  should 
I  be  thrown  on  them,  even  before  heiogealkd 
I  on  to  assent  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
;  Serious  difficulties,    as   jet  nnelacidsted, 
;  were  more  matters  for  a  Committee  a 
j  the  subject  than  for  a  Committee  on  tbc 
[  Bill.     One  question  was — could  the  teie- 
graphio  system  be  given  to  the  Goven* 
ment  without   giving   the  Government  i 
monopoly }    If,  however,  the  Govemmeit 
obtained  a  monopoly,  a  great  deal  might 
be  said  in  favour  of   their  possessing  f^ 
upon  the  same  principle  as  they  had  tiie 
management  of  the  Post  Office.     Bat  tl» 
Bill  did  not  go  to  that  extent ;  and  the 
question  was  an  exceedingly  lai^  onb 
Another  question  which   arose  was,  wbf 
ther  there  was  any  serious  objection  to  • 
system  which  placed  under  the  control  flf 
the  Government  that  portion  of  the  com- 
spondence  of  the  country  which  was  opn 
to  the  eyes  of  those  who  transmitted  it 
It  was  a  serious  question.     He  wsi  Cff 
from  sapng  they  would  not  get  over  tbi 
difficulty ;  but  it  was  a  serious  and  bmi 
question,  and    a  Committee    on  the  M 
would  find  themselves  iu  rather  a  fihi 
position   in   examining  such  a  qnestko, 
because  it  was  one  which  more  propedr 
fell  under  the  cognizance  of  a  CommittM 
on  the   subject.      Was    the  Govenmeit 
competent  to  manage  a  system  like  thatfi/ 
the  telegraphs,  if  it  should  be  found  t0 
involve    tlie    necessity   of    working,  net 
merely  a  fixed  tariff  and  fixed  regulatios^ 
as  was  the  case  at  the  Post  Office,  but  also 
of  dealing  largely  with  discretionary  u- 
rangements  with   the   conductors  of  tkfl 
Press  and  others,  analogous  to  those  be- 
tween railway  companies  and  the  peopk 
in    business    for    whom    they    conveyed 
goods?      lie   believed    that  the  presed 
telegraphic    companies,  besides  enforciog 
their  ordinary  fixed  tariff,  undertook  otber 
business,  such  as  the  collection  of  inteUi- 
geuce,  which  was  conducted  uuder  volun- 
tary arrangements;    and  he  owned  that, 
however  he  might  be  disposed  to  commit 
to  a  Government  Department  the  tran!«c- 
tion    of   business  fixed   by    a   tariff,  he 
thought  they  should  hesitate  before  thej 
resolved  to  engage    it  in  a  work  wbi^ 
required  the  exercise  of  that  discretionarr 
power.     Again  —  though  this  might  ap* 
pear  like  an  old  woman's  appixhension^ 
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was  it  perfectly  clear  that  the  transmission 
of  political  intelligence— especially  during 
the  time  of  a  General  Election — could  be 
safely  confided  to  Qovernment  officials 
dismissible  at  pleasure  ?  The  mere  order 
of  priority  in  the  delivery  of  intelligence 
might  involve  the  most  important  political 
consequences.  Was  it  quite  clear,  too.  that 
a  Department  of  the  Government  could  be 
properly  charged  with  the  duty  of  consi- 
dering and  accepting  or  rejecting  all  sup- 
posed improvements  in  the  system  of  tele- 
graphy ?  He  by  no  means  gave  an 
adverse  opinion  on  these  points;  but  he 
wanted  light  and  knowledge.  But  exami- 
nation was  required  to  satisfy  the  House 
whether  they  could  throw  into  the  hands 
of  the  Gofernment  the  main  and  principal 
charge  of  a  system  of  this  kind,  in  which 
Bcieuce  was  continually  bringing  to  bear 
on  executory  arrangements  all  the  results 
of  the  active  human  mind.  There  were 
many  matters  connected  with  the  Bill 
which,  quite  apart  from  any  hostility  to 
it,  opened  a  wider  inquiiy  than  could  be 
dealt  with  by  a  Select  Committee  upon 
the  clauses,  which  must  become  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  whole  subject  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  York. 

Mb.  ATBTON  said,  the  first  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr. 
Leeman)  was  that  the  House  should  ex- 
press an  opinion  upon  the  policy  of  the 
Bill;  but,  in  compliance  with  the  feeling 
of  many  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  he  concluded  with  a  Motion  that 
the  House  should  not  express  any  opinion 
upon  the  policy  of  the  Bill.  Thereupon 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  took  an  extraordinary  course, 
for  he  declined  to  discuss  this  proposal, 
because  it  might  have  the  same  effect  as 
one  to  postpone  the  second  reading  for  six 
months.  He  could  only  account  for  this 
«^urse  by  supposing  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  unable  to  deal  with  the  con- 
siderations involved  in  this  question.  As 
one  of  the  Bailway  Commissioners,  he 
could  not  help  remembering  that  a  literary 
agitation  was  got  up  which  suggested  that 
the  purchase  of  the  railways  in  this 
country  by  the  State  would  be  a  panacea, 
and  that  some  gentlemen  in  the  Post 
Office  were  active  in  that  agitation. 

Debate  adfoumed  till  To-morrow. 


QUARANTINE  AT  SUEZ.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  five  days'  quarantine  have  been  im- 
posed at  Suez  upon  Officers  and  Men  of 
the  British  Army  returning  from  Abys- 
sinia ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  en* 
deavour  to  obtain  the  removal  of  an  im- 
pediment to  the  immediate  transmission  of 
the  Men  to  a  more  invigorating  climate, 
which  may  otherwise  operate  in  so  injuri- 
ous a  manner  upon  the  sick  and  wounded 
of  the  British  Troops  ! 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  in  reply,  that  in 
April  last  the  Egyptian  Board  of  Health 
imposed  five  days'  quarantine  upon  all 
vessels  arriving  at  Suez  from  ports  in  the 
Red  Sea ;  that  quarantine  to  continue 
during  the  usual  period  of  the  return  of 
pilgrims  from  Mecca.  That  arrangement 
would  undoubtedly,  if  carried  into  effect, 
have  imposed  considerable  hardship  on 
British  officers  and  men  returning  from 
Abyssinia.  In  consequence,  however,  of 
the  representations  of  the  British  Consul 
to  the  Egyptian  Government,  permission 
had  been  obtained  that  they  should  be 
forwarded  from  Suez  in  trains  provided 
for  the  purpose  without  any  delay. 

CASE  OF  MR    EYRE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  LAMONT  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Qovernment  now  con- 
sider that  the  criminal  prosecution  against 
Mr  Eyre  has  concluded;  and  whether  they 
are  prepared  to  defray  the  legal  expenses 
Mr.  Eyre  has  incurred  in  defending  him- 
self? 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  the  first  part  of 
the  inquiry  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
whether  the  criminal  prosecution  of  Mr. 
Eyre  has  concluded  is  one  upon  which  I 
really  cannot  give  an  opinion.  It  is  purely 
a  matter  of  law,  and  upon  such  a  point 
my  own  opinion  would  not  be  worth  any- 
thing. With  regard  to  the  latter  part  of 
the  question,  I  may  say  that,  after  the  in- 
dictment against  Mr.  Eyre  was  thrown 
out  by  the  Grand  Jury,  the  Secretary  of 
State,  in  accordance  with  an  engagement 
expressed  in  the  Despatch  of  his  pre- 
decessor, dated  February,  1867,  that  when 
the  prosecution  was  concluded  the  Go- 
vernment would  consider  the  question  of 
reasonable  expenses  incurred  by  ex- Go- 
vernor Eyre,  wrote  to  that  gentleman,  and 
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requested  him  to  send  a  statement  of  the 
amount  of  those  expenses. 

Mr.  LAMONT  :  Do  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  protect  Mr. 
Eyre  against  further  proceedings  hy  the 
Jamaica  Committee  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI :    I  must  decline  to 
give  an  answer  to  a  hypothetical  question. 
When  the  circumstances  occur  Her  Ma-  ' 
jesty's  Government  will  consider  them,  and  i 
be  prepared  to  give  an  opinion.  { 

Mr.  LAMONT  :   The  Answer  I  have 
received  not  being  what  I  was  led  to  ex- 
pect, I  shall  not  withdraw  the  Motion  of 
which  I  have  given  Notice,  but  shall  post- 1 
pone  it  till  Friday. 

COLONKL  BROWNLOW  KNOX  :  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, Whether,  in  his  opinion,  Mr.  Eyre 
is  already  protected  by  the  Act  of  In- 
demnity passed  by  the  Jamaica  Legislature, 
and  confirmed  by  an  Order  in  Council; 
and,  if  not,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of  In- 
demnity to  protect  him  against  further 
persecution  by  the  Jamaica  Committee  or 
other  persons  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  am  sure  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  will,  upon  reflection, 
feel  that  a  Question  of  this  importance 
ought  not  to  have  been  put  without  Notice 
having  been  given. 

METROPOLIS— THE   COLONNADE    OF 
BURLINGTON  HOUSE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  First  Commisioner  of  Works,  Whether 
he  is  willing  to  withdraw  from  public  sale 
the  materials  of  the  Colonnade  and  the 
Gateway  of  Burlington  House  ? 

Loud  JOHN  MANNKRS  said,  in  reply, 
that  instructions  had  been  given  yester- 
day to  withdraw  the  Colonnade  and  Gate- 
way of  Burlington  House  from  the  sale  by 
public  advertisement. 

ASSISTANT  BOUNDARY  COMMIS- 
SIONERS.—QUESTION. 

Mr.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  If  he  has  seen 
a  letter  in  The  Times  of  yesterday  from 
one  of  the  Assistant  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners ?  lie  wished  to  know  if  one  of  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  was  at  liberty  to 
write  such  a  letter  for  publication  in  the 
newspapers,  whether  it  would  not  be  better 
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at  onco  to  have   the  Beports  of  all  the 
Assistant  CommiBsioners  on  the  Table: 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  sud,  ia 
reply,  that  a  Motion  had  been  made  ht 
the  production  of  the  Beports  of  the  Ai- 
sistant  Boundary  Commissioners,  and  thcj 
would  shortly  be  laid  on  the  table. 

LAKE    SUPERIOR    AND    TOE 
PACIFIC.  Ac. 

MOTION    FOR     AN     ADDRESS. 

Sir  harry  VERNEY,  in  riniig  b 
move — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  preseDted  to  Hv 
Majesty,  praying  that  Sho  will  be  gneioiulj  plairf 
to  issue  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  ints  ni 
report  upon  the  capability  for  settlement  ssd  ill 
best  means  of  settling  Her  Majesty's  TerrilRf 
lying  between  Lake  Superior  and  the  F^dii. 
especially  as  to  the  provision  for  Telegraphies^ 
other  Communication  through  Her  Majestf^i  Dk- 
minions  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  Ocom** 

said,  tbo  subject  to  which  he  invited  fk 
attention  of  the  House  affected  tenitoj 
extensive  enough  and  fertile  enough,  l^ 
cording  to  the  best  authorities,  to  aoppit 
a  population  as  large  as  that  of  Eof^ 
and  it  involved  also  the  performance  of  i 
positive  duty.     This  countr j  was  not  j» 
tified  in  holding  possession  of  vast  regMH 
and  allowing  them  to  remain  in  a  lawki 
condition.     It  was  incumbent  on  as  to  & 
what  we  could  to  afford  protection  to  off 
fellow-countrymen  and   fellow-Bubjeeb  i 
the   countries  that  extended   from  Lib 
Superior  to  the  Rocky  Mountains,  and  alu 
to  use  our  endeavours  to  civilize  and  dini- 
tianize  the  Indians  who  roamed  over  tbok 
And  it  was  our  interest  also  to  do  so;  fe 
not  only  were  the  countries  to  whidi  h 
referred  very  valuable  for   their  nitnl 
productions,  but  they  bound  together  thi 
Eastern  and  Western  portions  of  Britt 
North  America.     The  best  communiettki 
from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  was  thzoa|^ 
them,  and  the  shortest  way  to  China  » 
Japan.     There  was  no  doubt  that  theoes- 
munication  with  Eastern  Asia  would  be  If 
the  regions  to  which  his  Motion  reftfxei; 
whether  they   would   remain   under  tfci 
British  Crown  would  depend  on  the  inei- 
sures  taken  or  sanctioned  by  that  House. 
The  territory  from  Lake  Superior  to  tfci 
Rocky   Mountains  might    be    made  teij 
valuable  to  us  in  another  point  of  view. 
What  was  the  cliief  source  of  anxiety  t^ 
danger  to  England  at  this  time?     Wtfi^ 
not  hostility  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  ia 
Ireland  and  in  the  United  States?    And 
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what  did  the  Irish  want?  They  wanted 
land  ?  They  left  their  homes  and  reached 
Nova  Scotia  and  Canada,  but  they  did  not 
easily  obtain  fertile  land  in  those  countries ; 
they  passed  through  them,  and  in  some  of 
the  Western  of  the  United  States,  they 
obtained  the  land  which  they  desired,  and 
they  settled  there,  too  often  with  feelings 
embittered  against  or  hostile  to  England. 
But  between  Lake  Superior  and  the  Rocky 
Mountains  were  millions  of  acres  as  fertile 
as  any  in  the  United  States,  and  which  it 
was  our  interest  to  give  to  emigrants  from 
Ireland,  Scotland,  or  England,  at  the  cheap* 
est  rate ;  and,  instead  of  hostile  Irish  in 
the  United  States,  we  should  have  loyal 
Irish  in  the  New  Dominion.  The  Irish  in 
British  North  America  were  perfectly  loyal; 
they  enjoyed  every  freedom  that  good  go- 
vernment could  insure ;  and  their  country- 
men, located  on  the  rich  lands  in  the 
regions  of  which  he  was  speaking,  would 
be  loyal  too ;  and  the  formation  of  only 
200  miles  of  road  would  render  their 
eonntry  accessible  through  British  territory 
during  eight  or  nine  months  of  every  year. 
Nature  afforded  remarkable  facilities  for 
water  communication  through  these  terri- 
tories, across  the  whole  continent  of  North 
America,  by  means  of  the  St.  Lawrence, 
Lake  Ontario,  Lake  Huron  (which  it  is 
proposed  to  connect  by  a  ship  canal)  and 
thence  to  the  western  shores  of  Lake  Su- 
perior. By  means  of  this  system  of  com- 
munication, the  produce  of  the  territories 
would  be  brought,  without  transhipment, 
from  the  North  Western  States  of  the  Union, 
as  well  as  from  the  New  Dominion,  to 
Liverpool ;  and  it  was  worthy  of  remark 
that  so  important  was  this  communication 
considered  in  the  United  States  that  half 
the  capital  required  for  the  Ontario  and 
Huron  Canal  would  be  subscribed  by 
American  citizens.  This  carried  us  half- 
way to  the  Bocky  Mountains.  The  rest 
of  that  territory,  from  about  the  90th  to 
about  the  117th  meridian  of  longitude, 
consisted  chiefly  of  the  hunting-grounds 
of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  the  greater 
portion  of  which  was  very  rich  land  for  agri- 
cultural purposes,  and  was  called  the  Fertile 
Belt.  The  Bed  Biver,  the  Assiniboine,  and 
the  Saskatchewan  watered  those  regions. 
There  buffalo  were  found  in  abundance,  and 
there  the  Indians  hunted.  The  Hudson's 
Bay  Company's  servants  had  always  been 
on  good  terms  with  the  Indians,  while  the 
citizens  of  the  United  States  had  too 
generally  been  engaged  in  hostilities  with 
them.    But  it  must  be  remembered  that 


the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  and  the  In- 
dians had  had  the  same  interest  —  that 
the  country  should  remain  unsettled,  the 
hunting-ground  for  the  Indian,  the  resort 
of  fur-bearing  animals  for  the  trapper. 
Whoever  sought  to  settle  the  country, 
whether  our  own  people  or  any  others, 
must  not  expect  the  same  amicable  re- 
ception from  the  Indians  as  that  which 
the  servants  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany had  met  with.  The  difference  of 
King  George's  men  and  Boston  men, 
hitherto  maintained  so  much  to  our  ad- 
vantage, would  not  always  be  recognized. 
The  Hudson's  Bay  Company's  servants 
had  brought  to  the  natives  those  few  pro- 
ducts of  civilization  desired  by  them,  and 
had  received  in  barter  all  that  they  had 
to  exchange.  Settlers  would  destroy  the 
hunting-grounds  of  the  Indians,  and  would 
not  be  their  customers  for  what  alone 
they  had  been  able  to  supply.  Whoever 
the  colonists  and  settlers  in  those  regions, 
they  would  probably  encounter  difficulty 
and  opposition  from  the  Indians  who 
roamed  over  them.  Those  difficulties 
would  be  made  more  serious ;  they  might 
even  deter  colonists  intending  to  resort 
there  from  Canada  or  Great  Britain  if  the 
country  were  left  without  responsible 
rulers.  People  might  be  found  who  would 
think  it  their  interest  to  prevent  our 
fellow-subjects  colonizing  those  countries, 
and  who  might  prompt  the  Indians,  and 
covertly  aid  them  in  their  hostility.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  best  chance  of 
averting  such  evils  would  be  afforded  by 
having  responsible  authorities  on  the  spot 
to  negotiate  with  the  Indians,  and  who 
should  be  armed  with  power  to  enforce 
law  and  afford  protection  both  to  natives 
and  settlers.  An  offender  was  lodged  in 
gaol  at  Fort  Garry,  the  Red  River  Settle- 
ment, some  few  months  since,  and  the 
following  night  the  gaol  was  broken  open 
by  an  armed  mob  and  the  prisoner  re- 
leased. The  Government  there  was 
powerless,  and  the  inhabitants  of  the 
settlement  were,  as  he  thought  they  had 
good  right  to  be,  very  discontented.  There 
was  also  much  discontent  in  British 
Columbia  and  Vancouver  Island.  Those 
distant  possessions  of  the  British  Crown 
felt  themselves  neglected.  They  were  as 
yet  loyal  to  her  Majesty ;  they  wished  to 
be  united  with  Red  River  and  Canada, 
and  to  form  an  integral  portion  of  British 
North  America.  One  object  of  his  Motion 
was  to  determine  the  best  line  and  mode 
of  communication  between  these  colonies. 
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now  80  widely  separated,  and  to  establish 
that  which  was  the  most  desirable.  He 
would  not  yenture  an  opinion  as  to  which 
was  the  best  pnss  across  the  Eooky 
Mountains.  Many  had  been  examined, 
and  he  believed  that  wo  should  obtain 
much  more  information  respecting  them. 
An  enterprising  and  indefatigable  ex- 
plorer, who  spent  some  years  in  examin- 
ing the  country  at  his  own  cost,  had 
pointed  out  that  which  he  considered  to 
be  the  best,  and  he  read  an  instructive 
paper  on  the  subject  nt  the  Geographical 
Society  early  this  year,  and  his  opinion 
was  also  that  of  the  latest  authorities. 
Our  information  with  reRpeot  to  those 
countries  was  still  imperfect;  but  we  knew 
far  more  than  we  did  at  the  time  of  the 
Ashburton  Treaty,  and  when  the  boun- 
dary lino  was  drawn.  Our  ignorance  at 
that  time  had  cost  us  the  loss  of  extensive 
and  valuable  territory.  Ho  was  himself 
in  the  Pacific  nearly  forty  years  since,  and 
one  of  the  routes  which  he  miglit  have 
taken  to  the  Atlantic  coast  of  America 
was  by  the  Columbia  river ;  according  to 
the  best  map  then  procurable,  Bruce^s 
AtlaSy  it  was  the  boundary  of  the  British 
possessions.  That  which  was  now  Wash- 
ington State  was  laid  down  as  British 
territory,  and  San  Juan,  an  island  in 
British  waters.  And  now  the  United 
States  had  purchased  the  Russian  terri- 
tory of  Alaska,  to  the  north  of  our  own 
territory,  which  ought  never  to  have  been 
Russian;  discovered  and  named  by  Captain 
Cook  and  by  Vancouver,  but  apparently 
never  valued  by  our  Government,  while 
perhaps  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  were 
satisfied  that  the  seaboard  of  the  vast  re- 
gions which  supplied  their  trappers  ond 
hunters  should  be  in  the  hands  of  any 
rather  than  of  enterprizing  British  settlers 
and  colonists.  That  purchase  might,  per- 
haps, suggest  to  the  inhabitants  of  British 
Columbia  the  facility  with  which  they 
might  be  assailed,  and  their  allegiances 
ought  not  to  be  forcibly  transferred  from 
Great  Britain  to  the  United  States.  He  did 
not  believe  many  hon.  Members  would  per- 
mit such  a  transfer,  or  would  hesitate  to  go 
to  war  if  necessary  to  prevent  such  a  con- 
quest, and  to  protect  our  loyal  fellow- 
subjects  and  their  homes  ;  our  colonies 
were  now  fortunately  under  a  Minister 
personally  acquainted  with  the  Queen's 
North  American  possessions,  and  there- 
fore, he  hoped,  quick  to  discern  and  prompt 
to  resist  any  attempted  violation  of  auy 
portion  of  them.     His  object  in  bringing 

Sir  Earry  Vemey 


this  lubjeot  before  the  Hbusa  waitkrtbft 
Governnnient  might  be  niged  imme&l^ 
to  adopt  measures  that  would  prefntnj 
doubt  existing  on  the  part  of  oorf^. 
subjects  in  British  North  America  mpie' 
ing  our  sympathy  with  them,  aad  vooSl 
also  put  a  stop  to  any  deprodatoty  bi» 
sures  on  the  part  of  our  neighboun  vW 
might  cast  a  wistful  eye  on  countriMwkM 
value  England  seemed  to  ignore.     He  k- 
sired  to  maintain  the  most  friendly  Rb> 
tions  with  the  United  States.    Not  ofiir 
did  the  welfare  of  both  countries  depesi 
on  it,  but  the  advance  of  every  grettsf 
good  object — political,   moral,  and  Md4 
throughout  the  world.     But  friendly  »]!• 
tions  could  only   be   secured  by  i  clor 
understanding  with  the  United  States tb 
we  do  not  seek  to  obtain  their  territfliie^ 
and  that  we  will  not  permit  them  to  tib 
ours.     Portions  of  their  country  would  k 
very  convenient  aud  desirable  to  ns ;  bit 
we  took  no  steps  to  possess  ourBehei  tf 
them.     They  also,   no  doubt,  desired  to 
have  portions  of  ours,  and   naturally  tb 
very  portions  of  value  to  our  fellow-nb- 
jects.      We,  however,  desired  to  render 
them  still  more  valuable,   and  were  nt 
content  to  part  with  them.     If  citizen fif 
the  States  cross  the  boundary  from  Mil- 
nesota,  Dncotah,  Montana,  and  Washiog- 
ton,  they  come  into  our  country  and  pbtt 
themselves  under  British  law.     It  wsi  a 
indisputable  fact  that  Americans  contin- 
ally  crossed  it,  and  it  was  possible  tbcf 
would  do  so  in  such  numbers  as  to  maksit 
difficult  for  us  to  retain  the  country  in  cm 
of  war  with  the  States.     Already  ramom 
had  arisen  on  that  subject,   thongh  from 
quarters  entirely  unauthorized.    lie  wished 
to  avoid  that  and  every  other  cause  of  dis- 
agreement with  the  States.     The  Ststei 
had  territory  enough,  and  so  have  we.    If 
we  adopted  the  right  measures  to  establieli 
and  maintain  our  authority  the  opinion  of 
the  world  would  be  with  us  in  case  any 
question  should  arise  as  to  our  territorial 
rights.     We  might  even  assume  that  the 
Government  at  Washington  would  restrain 
their  own  citizens  in  any  aggression  ;  bat 
if  we  permitted  the  settlement  of  forcignen 
in  our  colonies  and  did  not  maintain  oor 
Sovereign  rights,  we  could  not  complain 
of  the  consequences  of  such   settlement. 
British   authorities  in   America,  Coiouial 
Ministers  at  home,  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  and  commercial  bodies  in 
both  countries  had  all  given  attention  to 
this  subject.    [The  hon.  Baronet  proceeded 
to  read  extracts  from    official    papers  to 
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•how  that  whaterer  may  hare  been  our 
ignorance  in  times  past  we  now  know  thai 
on  our  side  of  the  boundary,  between 
Lake  Superior  and  the  Boeky  Mountains, 
we  possess  vast  regions  extending  over 
millions  of  acres,  perfectly  well  adapted 
lor  settlement  and  cultivation;  that  the 
best  communication  from  the  Atlantic  to 
the  Pacific  Ocean  is  through  them ;  that 
they  are  watered    by    navigable  rivers, 
affordiDg  the  most  easy  and  cheap  transit 
to  near  the  foot  of  the  Rocky  Mountains  ; 
that  there  is  an  easy  pass  across  that  moun- 
tain chain  into  British   Columbia;   that 
water  and  road  communication  can  be 
opened  at  a  small  expense ;  that  compa- 
nies, consisting  of  wealthy  and  responsible 
men,  partly  American  citizens,  partly  our 
own  fellow-subjects,  are  willing  to  under- 
take and  execute  such  works;  and  that 
when  completed  they  would  render  it  still 
more  the  interest  of  the  States  and  of  our- 
aelves  to  live  at  peace  with  each  other.] 
Sorely  we  might  believe  that  the  power  to 
wield  such  inflaence,  to  people,  inhabit, 
and  rule  over  these  territories,  had  not 
been  committed  to  us  in  vain.     They  were 
great  talents.     Were  we  not  responsible 
K>r  improving  them  ?     Shoald  we  not  seek 
to  carry  into  those  countries  the  best  of 
whatever  we  had  here ;    above  all,  what- 
ever might  be  the  institutions  adapted  to 
the  state  of  society  that  existed  there,  that 
British  authority  and  obedience  to  law 
should  be  gradually  introduced.     He  did 
not  suggest  that  British  institutions  should 
be  planted  in  a  soil  perhaps  not  fitted  to 
receive  them ;  but  he  believed  that,  what 
ever  they  might  be,  if  British  authority 
would  make  itself  felt  the  high  character 
of  our  countrymen  would  pervade  them. 
He  earnestly  desired  that  British  truthful- 
ness, fortitude,  and  energy,  respect  and 
consideration  for  the  rights  of  others,  that 
the  principles  of  morality  and  religion — 
the  best  safeguards  of  all  that  we  prize 
the  most  highly  here — should  be  implanted 
there  and  have  every  opportunity  to  flourish 
and  bear  fruit  to  the  honour  of  the  coun- 
try which  was  their  parent,  and  the  wel- 
fare of  the  inhabitants  of  those  distant 
regions,  and,  if  he  might  so  speak  with 
reverence,  to  the  glory  of  God. 

Mb.  KINNAIRD  said,  he  wished  to 
aecond  the  Motion,  because  having  served 
for  two  Sessions  on  the  Committee  which 
sat  on  the  Hudson's  Bay  territory,  he 
could  confirm  the  fact  that  so  far  from 
that  country  being  wild  and  incapable  of 
improvement,  much  of  it,  like  the  Sas- 


katchewan YaUey,  was  a  splendid  country, 
fit  for  habitation  and  settlement,  and  which 
would  have  been  opened  up  long  since  by 
France,  Prussia,  Germany,  or  any  other 
country  but  our  own.     It  was  a  duty 
which  devolved  upon  us  to  open  it  up, 
and   ono   which   ought   not    to    be   any 
longer  neglected.    It  had  been  abundantly 
shown  that,  though  covered  with  snow  at 
some  periods  of  the  year,  it  contained  deer, 
bufialoes,  and  other  animals,  and  that  it 
was  capable  of  being  made  a  very  valu- 
able territory.     It  would  become  one  day 
the  nearest  route  for  the  carrying  trade  with 
China  and  Japan,  and  knowing  the  im- 
mense value  of  that  trade  to  this  country, 
we  ought  to  aid  our  Canadian  fellow-sub- 
jects in  obtaining  a  share  of  the  benefit 
by  directing  some  of  the  surplus  capital 
of  this  country  in  the  direction  of  those 
magnificent    territories   which,  if  much 
longer  neglected,  would  soon  become  so 
peopled  with  citizens  of  the  United  States 
that,  as  in  the  case  of  Vancouver's  Island, 
we  should  find  one  day  that  we  had  lost 
them.     He  was  sure  that,  by  wise  and  com- 
bined action  with  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment, an  immense  mass  of  labour  that  in 
this  country  could  not  find  employment, 
might  be  transferred  to  where  it  would  be 
valuable  both  to  the  labourer  and  to  the 
Empire.    The  United  States,  in  the  course 
which  they  had  adopted  with  regard  to 
California,   had   shown    us   an    excellent 
example,  and  one  which  proved  that  if  this 
question  had  fallen  under  their  considera- 
tion, instead  of  our  own,  they  would  have 
dealt  with  it  in  a  very  different  manner. 
The  United  States  had  constructed  a  rail- 
way direct  to  California,   and  were  al*- 
ready  doing  much  to  develop  the  resources 
of  that  country.     It  was  a  reproach  to  us 
that  the  easiest  access  to  our  own  Bed 
River  Settlement  should  still  be  through 
the  United  States  by  way  of  St.  Paul's, 
when  geographically  a  much  nearer  route 
might,  at  a  trifling  expense,  be  constructed 
from  the  head  of  Lake  Superior,  forming 
a  link  in  the  line  of  Pacific  communica- 
tion.    We  should  be  following  a  very  un- 
wise policy  if  we  allowed  such  territories 
to  slip  out  of  our  hands,  by  neglecting  to 
encourage  the  Government  of  Canada  to 
form  a  communication  with  the  Pacific. 
He   hoped  that  the  Government  would 
accede  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Iler 
Majesty, pro jing  that  She  wiU  be  graciously  pleased 
to  issue  a  Rojal  Commission  to  inqalrs  into  and 
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report  upon  the  capability  for  eettlement  and  the 
best  means  of  settling  Her  Majesty's  Territory 
lying  between  Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacific, 
especially  as  to  the  provision  for  Telegraphic  and 
other  Communication  through  Her  Majesty's  Do- 
minions from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  Ocean." 
— {Sir  Harry  Vemey.) 

Mr.  AYTOUN  expressed  a  hope  that 
Her  Majesty's  Goyernment  would  not  ac- 
cede to  the  Motion  for  the  appointment  of 
a  Royal  Commission  to  consider  the  best 
means  of  opening  up  the  country  between 
Canada  and  the  Pacific.     There  were  two 
reasons  which  might  induce  us  to  extend 
our  territory.     The  first  was  that  our  mi- 
litary positions  would   be  im proved ,  and 
the  second  was,  that  it  would  be  for  the 
benefit  of  this  country.     Now,  instead  of 
improving  our  military  position,  it  was  a 
self-evident  proposition  that  by  extending 
our  territory  without  materially  increasing 
the  population  of  the  country  we  should 
be  weakening  it.    The  great  source  of  our 
weakness  in  Canada  was  an  enormous  ter- 
ritory, with  a  scattered  population.    As 
regarded  the  benefit  to  be  derived  by  the 
people  of  this  country,  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Harry  Vemey)  thought  it  would  be 
of  great  advantage  to  the  Irish,  who  could 
not  find  land  in  their  own  country,  to  find 
as  much  fertile  land  as  they  could  desire 
in  this  new  territory  which  he  desired  to 
open  up.     He  was  in  favour  of  inducing 
and  helping  the  people  of  this  country 
who  could  not  find  employment  here  to  go 
to  some  other  country,  either  to  our  own 
colonies  or  to  America ;  but  he  could  not 
conceive  any  necessity  for  looking  for  new 
territories  when  we  had  such  abundance 
of  unoccupied  territory  already  waiting  for 
settlement.     Canada,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, cost  us  £1,000,000   a  year;  and, 
some  time  ago,  the  House  voted  money 
towards  the  construction  of  an  extensive 
system  of  fortifications,  which  it  was  ex- 
pected that  the  colonists  would  complete, 
bat  they  had  never  taken  any  steps  to- 
wards that  object.      Everyone  knew  that 
it  was  impossible  to  induce  colonists  to 
bear  their  fair  share  of  burdens  of  this 
kind,  and  yet  the  hon.  Baronet  asked  the 
House  to  assent  to  his  Motion,  which  evi- 
dently had  for  its  object  to  lead  the  way 
to  a  further  increase  of  British  territory. 

Me.  ADDERLEY  said,  the  Govern- 
ment  were  by  no  means  blind  to  the  value 
of  the  territory  to  which  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Sir  Harry 
Yemey)  related  ;  in  fact,  he  doubted 
whether  any  portion  of   Her  Majesty's 


colonial   possessions    had  occupied  to  a 
greater  extent  the  attention  of  successite 
Ministers  for  years  past.     At  the  same 
time  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
correctly  stated  that  there  was  not  suffi- 
cient information    upon    the    subject    at 
present  existing  in  this  country,  and  not 
sufficient  national  appreciation  of  the  value 
of  this  territory  to  cause  the  pressure  that 
he  believed  would  yet  be  exerted  upon 
the  Government  to  bring  about  a  settle- 
ment of  the  question.     A  territory  lying 
at  the  distance  of  half  the  globe  from  ua 
was  not  one  of   which  the   colonization 
could  easily  be  undertaken.     He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that 
the  country  in  question  was  of  the  highest 
value  to  the  people  of  England,  and  par- 
ticularly to  the  poorer  classes  and  those 
who    were   pressed   by    narrow    circum- 
stances at  home.     No  doubt,  such  a  mag- 
nificent country  must  be  opened,  sooner  or 
later,  to  the  enterprize  of  mankind.     The 
world  was  increasing  so  rapidly  in  popula- 
tion that  a  vast  tract  like  that  could  not 
long  be  suffered  to  remain  a  wilderness 
and  preserve  for  wild  animals  in  the  hands 
of  a  trading  company.     This   great  tract 
was  to  England  what  the  Far  West  was  to 
the  United  States,  and  ought  to  stand  to 
it  in  the  same  relation.  The  United  States 
derived  their  enormous   vigour  from  the 
fact  that  there  was  no  pressure  for  land, 
and  that  if  poverty  overtook  a  man  in  one 
quarter  he  could  easily  move  off  to  another 
where  there  would  be  scope  enough  for 
his   energies;    and    in  like    manner  this 
vast  territory,  if  freely  open,  would  affDrd 
a    similar   outlet   for  poverty  and  social 
crowding  in   the   narrow   limits    of  this 
island.     In   the  interests  of  our  fellow- 
subjects  across  the  Atlantic,  also,  it  was 
essential   that    this   vast    district   should 
be   settled.       We    had    already    a    very 
large  colony  to  the  west  of    the   Rocky 
Mountains,  and  no  one  knew  better  than 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Viscount  Milton), 
who  upon  this  subject  had  produced  one 
of  the  most  interesting  and  able   books 
ever  written,    how    essential    it    was  to 
the   development  of  the   mineral  wealth 
of  British  Columbia  that  the  agricultural 
country    lying   to  the   east  of  it   should 
have  its  wealth  also  developed,  the  two 
together   forming,    perhaps,    one    of  the 
finest  dominions  in  the  world,  but  each 
being  supplementary  to  the  other.     The 
hon.    and    gallant    Gentleman    and    his 
Seconder  had  both  blamed  this  country 
for  its  remissness  in  failing  to  open  up  this 
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region.  It  was  rather  the  habit  of  Eng- 
lishmen to  Bay  that  any  other  country 
would  act  better  than  their  own  ;  but  hap- 
pily upon  this  point  their  practice  always 
contradicted  their  theory;  and  he  must 
remind  those  hon.  Members  that  the  diffi- 
culty in  the  present  case  had  arisen  from 
the  subjection  of  the  district  during  so 
many  years  to  a  great  trading  company. 
The  first  necessity  in  opening  any  great 
region  of  that  nature  was  to  place  it  under 
some  settled  goycmment  ;  for  nobody 
could  say  that  the  government  of  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  over  Bupert's 
Land  was  of  a  character  to  attract  enter- 
prize  or  emigration.  Moreover,  the  enter- 
prize  which  would  naturally  lead  to  the 
opening  up  of  such  a  country  had  been 
stopped  and  prevented  by  the  system  of 
the  trading  company.  Even  if  a  good 
government  were  established  there  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  rather 
sanguine  in  his  expectations  of  a  rapid 
settlement.  Canada,  even  yet,  was  not 
fully  settled,  and  persons  possessing  capital 
to  invest  in  land  were  not  likely  to  push 
into  regions  far  beyond  while  as  yet 
Canada,  which  lay  nearer,  remained  par- 
tially unoccupied.  The  day  was  yet  dis- 
tant, even  if  negotiations  were  concluded, 
when  that  settlement  could  bo  carried  out 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  so 
sanguinely  expected.  But  that  was  no 
reason  why  Ihey  should  not  take  every 
requisite  measure  for  the  attainment  of 
the  object  in  view.  The  best  access  to  the 
territory,  he  fully  believed,  was,  after 
conquering  one  obstructive  region,  in  our 
own  hands.  Ho  had  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  emigrants  coming  freely  from 
the  United  States  to  occupy  the  country  ; 
on  the  contrary,  he  believed  that  we 
might  with  advuntage  draw  supplies  of 
men  from  all  countries  of  the  globe.  Our 
trans- Atlantic  cousins  came  from  a  good 
race;  and  there  was  no  finer  race  for 
occupying  now  territory  than  the  Anglo- 
Saxon.  But  the  country  must  remain  under 
the  sovereignty  of  Her  Majesty ;  that,  of 
course,  was  essential,  and  he  supposed 
there  was  no  one  present  who  would  not 
make  this  condition  a  sine  qud  non.  There 
were  one  or  two  great  natural  difficulties 
to  be  overcome  soon  after  leaving  Lake 
Superior ;  but  as  soon  as  these  had  been 
conquered,  the  rest  of  the  country  lay 
fairly  open  ;  and  he  entertained  no  doubt 
that  ultimately  the  direct  route  through 
the  British  dominions  would  become  the 
great  thoroughfare   of  the  world    across 
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to  the  West.  Supposing  the  marshes 
near  Lake  Superior,  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, to  have  been  made  passable,  upon 
the  authority  of  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount 
Milton)  he  believed  that  the  easiest  coun- 
try lay  beyond,  and  we  had  possession 
of  the  two  most  practicable  passes  over 
the  Eocky  Mountains.  But  the  first  thing 
to  be  accomplished  was  to  make  arrange- 
ments with  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
for  it  roust  bo  obvious  that  their  system 
was  an  absolute  obstruction  in  the  way  of 
British  enterprize.  Ho  did  not  blame  the 
Company  in  the  slightest  degree  for  the 
course  which  they  had  pursued.  Consis- 
tently with  their  own  trading  purposes, 
they  had  carried  on  their  operations  in  the 
most  honourable  manner,  and  had  intro- 
duced a  government  as  efficient  as  circum- 
stances permitted  in  so  wild  a  country. 
It  was  pretty  clear,  however,  that  another 
and  a  totally  different  kind  of  government 
must  be  established  before  the  country 
could  be  opened  up  with  advantage,  and 
negotiations  having  for  their  object  the 
assumption  both  of  the  property  and  of  the 
government  of  this  wide  tract  of  territory 
were  going  on  at  the  present  moment  with 
Canada.  The  Government  to  whom  the 
proposition  came  considered  it  was  essen- 
tial that  the  right  to  govern  and  the  pro- 
perty in  the  land  should  be  in  the  same 
hands ;  that  the  territorial  rights  of  tho 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  now  200  years 
old,  and  asserted  by  high  legal  authority, 
should  be  handed  over  to  the  Canadian 
Government  upon  terms  that  were  just 
to  both  parties.  These  negotiations  were 
retarded  by  the  prorogation  of  the  Cana- 
dian Parliament,  which  would  not  meet 
again  until  November ;  but  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  there  was  a  fair 
prospect  of  the  solution  of  this  difficult 
question  to  the  satisfaction  of  all  persons 
concerned.  If  this  were  not  so,  other 
steps  must  be  taken,  which  he  would  not 
attempt  now  to  indicate  ;  but  he  looked 
forward  with  hope  to  the  success  of  the 
negotiations  now  proceeding.  In  the  first 
settlement  of  a  new  country  some  assist- 
ance is  generally  necessary  from  the 
mother  country.  Canada  must  assumo 
the  relation  of  ''  mother  country"  to  this 
territory,  and  no  doubt  Canada  would 
assist  it  liberally  in  surveying  and  the 
construction  of  roads,  railways,  and  tele- 
graphs, and  all  the  first  outlay  in  occupa- 
tion. Certainly  England  would  not  under- 
take so  distant  an  enterprize;  but  her 
race  must  have  gone  back  in  vigour  if  her 
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greatest  coloDies  could  not  sub-colonize,  as 
they  often  had  done  in  the  case  of  the  now 
United  States.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  H.  Vemey)  asked  for  a  Royal 
Commission  ;  but  when  he  (Mr.  Addcrlcy) 
told  him  what  had  been  done,  he  would 
see  that  they  needed  no  Royal  Commis- 
sion ;  that  information  was  not  wanting, 
and  that  it  was  only  necessary  that  the 
information  in  their  hands  should  be  ap- 
plied. There  had  been  a  Select  Commit- 
tee in  1857,  which  recommended  that  the 
interest  and  wishes  of  Canada  should  be 
immediately  consulted  about  the  steps  to 
bo  taken  to  extend,  as  they  demanded, 
the  Red  River  Colony.  Then  there  were 
the  elaborate  Reports  of  Dr.  Hind  to  the 
Canadian  Government,  and  of  Captain 
Palliser,  who  mado  scientific  observations 
for  the  British  Government,  of  the  most 
elaborate  ond  costly  kind.  He  hoped  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would  not 
press  for  a  Commission  to  obtain  further 
information,  but  would  rather  help  the 
Government  to  make  use  of  the  valuable 
and  full  information  already  possessed. 
The  negotiations  to  transfer  both  the  ter- 
ritory and  government  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  to  Canada  would  certainly 
be  pressed  to  a  conclusion  as  rapidly  as 
possible,  and  he  was  sanguine  that  the 
result  of  them  would  be  to  promote  in  the 
most  effectual  way  the  important  object 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  in 
view. 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
said,  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Addcrloy)  had  given 
too  glowing  an  account  of  the  important 
territory  in  question,  and  he  could  not 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
opinion  that  the  Hudson's  Bay  territory 
was  to  England  what  the  Far  West  was 
to  the.  United  States.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  Hudson's  Bay  territory  was  our 
Far  West.  In  fact,  the  whole  of  North 
America  was  our  Far  West,  and  Australia 
might  be  included  under  the  head  of  our 
Far  West.  Hudson's  Bay  territory  was  in- 
deed by  no  means  the  most  important  part 
of  the  Far  West  of  England.  As  to  the 
access  to  that  territory,  he  had  read  most 
of  what  had  been  written  on  the  subject, 
and  ho  was  of  opinion  that  the  great 
obstacle  to  the  settlement  of  this  territory 
bad  not  been  so  much  its  possession  by  a 
trading  company— which,  no  doubt,  was  a 
hindrance — as  the  difficulties  of  access  in- 
terposed by  nature  between  it  and  Canada. 
The   arrangements  of  nature  were  most 

Mr,  Adderley 


I  ineonvenieuf,    physical     geograpliy    nn 
'counter  to  political  geography,    and,  ia 
place   of   the    extensive   prairies  of  tha 
United  States,  a  region  moat  diffieolt  to 
traverse    was    interposed     between    the 
western  extremity  of   Lake  Superior  and 
the  valley  of  the  Red   River.     It  was  by 
no   means  easy  to   establiab    conttnaoai 
I  communication.  Although  the  climate  was 
,  extremely  rigorous,  and  portions  of  the  ter- 
ritory were  unfit  for  human  habitation, 
while  the  navigation  of  the  Saakatchewaa 
was  so  interrupted  as  to  render  the  througli 
passage  of  steamers  impossible,  there  wb^ 
yet    a    considerable   extent     of    territory 
well  fitted  for  settlement  and  colonization, 
which  he  hoped  at  no  distant  dny  wocld 
be  peopled  by  British  settlers.     The  ques- 
tion arose  at  whose  expense  this  tenitorf 
was  to  be  opened  up  ;  and  he  was  gbd  to 
hear  his  right  hon.  Friend  say  that  the 
j  task  of  settling  it  would  fall  upon  Canada. 
j  A  section  of  the  Canadian  Federation  Aet 
provided  for  its  admission  into  that  Union; 
and    pending  the    realization    of  settled 
government,  it   would    naturally  be  ad- 
mitted somewhat  as  ••Territories"  irert 
brought    under   the   Government  of  th« 
United   States.      With   this    qualification 
he  thought  his  right  hon.   Friend's  state 
ment  on  that  part  of  the  subject  was  very 
satisfactory.      He   perfectly   agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Se- 
cretary that  there  was  no  occasion  for  anj 
i  such  inquiry  as  had  been  proposed  by  the 
:  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Harry  Vemey).     As  tlw 
right  hon.  Gentleman  hod  truly  said,  then 
was  hardly  any  uncivilized  portion  of  the 
globe  which  had  been  tho  subji^ct  of  more 
careful  inquiry  than  this   territory;  and 
in  particular  ho  would  refer  to  the  Cana- 
dian Commission,  the  expedition  of  Cap- 
tain Palliser,  who  was  sent  out  when  he 
was  at  tho  Colonial  Office,  and  the  investi* 
gallons  of   the  Hudson's  Bay  Companj» 
who  had  posts  in  every  part  of  the  conn* 
try.     Besides,  there  were  many  excellent 
books  of  travels,  among  which  the  worki 
of  Lord  Milton  and  Dr.  Gheadle  occupied 
I  tho  foremost  place.     All  possible  infonna- 
!  lion  was  already  in  our  hands ;  and  there- 
I  fore,  while  he  thanked  the  hon.  Baronet 
;  for  having  brought  this  interesting  sab* 
'  jeot  before  the  House,  he  hoped  the  Motion 
!  would  not  be  persevered  with. 

Viscount  MILTON  felt  bound  to  say  it 
was  no  longer  a  question  of  more  or  le« 
difficulty  with  regard  to  making  and  maio* 
taining  a  road,  as  the  time  bad  arrived 
when  this  country  must  consider  whether 
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it  wished  to  keep  in  their  present  state  of 
loyalty  the  colonies  on  the  Pacific.  He 
was  very  much  astonished  at  the  remarks 
of  the  right  hon.  Gkntleinan  the  late 
Under  Secretary  (Mr.  C.  Fortescue).  In 
his  humble  judgment,  if  anything  were  to 
be  done  in  regard  to  establishing  through 
communication  from  the  Atlantic  to  the 
Pacific,  we  ought  to  look  to  the  Pacific 
colonies  rather  tban  to  Canada.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  C.  Fortescue)  had 
very  much  understated  the  value  of  the 
territory  which  was  the  subject  of  this  dis- 
cussion, for  he  was  in  a  position  to  state 
that  the  Fertile  Belt  was  at  least  equal  in 
value  to  Minnesota,  one  of  the  finest  of 
the  United  States.  The  British  Pacific 
colonies  had  no  direct  means  of  communi- 
cation with  one  another,  but  derived  even 
their  food  from  the  United  States,  although 
the  interior  of  the  country  was  well  calcu- 
lated to  supply  their  wants.  There  was 
every  year  a  great  influx  of  Americans, 
who  went  to  the  gold  mines  durii]g  the 
fine  season  ;  and  while  we  in  this  country 
had  been  pondering  and  wasting  time  the 
staple  commodity  of  the  colony  had  been, 
to  a  great  extent,  worked  out  and  depre- 
ciated. This  state  of  things  was  an  injustice 
to  those  who  had  been  induced  to  settle 
there.  The  gold  went  out  of  the  country 
never  to  return,  and  no  labour  or  improve- 
ment could  replace  its  value.  This  had 
been  going  on  for  some  years,  and  unless 
active  steps  were  taken  it  seemed  likely 
to  continue.  He  had  reason  to  know  that 
there  was  a  growing  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  colonists  to  join  the  United  States  ; 
and  he,  for  one,  could  not  blame  them  for 
entertaining  such  a  wish  under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case.  They  derived 
their  living  from  the  United  States,  and 
paid  for  it  with  the  gold  which  was  ob- 
tained in  the  colony.  AVith  regard  to  na- 
tive woods,  ho  might  say  that  he  had  not 
been  through  them  himself ;  but  he  knew 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  always  found 
it  practicable  to  pass  through  them,  as 
did  the  Indians  a  few  years  ago.  The 
light  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  stated 
that  such  a  thing  was  impracticable.  [Mr. 
Chichesteb  Fobtesctte  remarked  that  he 
had  said  nothing  of  the  kind.]  It  was 
clear,  then,  that  it  wns  practicable,  and 
this  was  all  he  desired  to  show.  The 
more  southern  road  had  been  pressed  for 
through  the  interest  of  Minnesota.  That 
State  joined  the  Bed  River  Settlement, 
which  was  at  present  dependent  upon 
Uinnesota  for  its  supplies,  America  hav- 


ing, unlike  Canada,  opened  commnnica* 
tions  to  its  territory.  The  consequence 
was  that  there  was  going  up  in  the  Ked 
River  Settlement  a  feeling  similar  to  that 
which  was  so  general  in  British  Columbia. 
He  trusted  the  present  discussion  would 
not  terminate  in  vague  promises  as  to 
what  would  be  done  in  the  future;  for 
the  time  had  come  for  something  moro 
substantial  to  bo  given.  Much  as  he  dis- 
agreed with  many  things  in  the  United 
States,  it  was  but  just  to  say  that  a  great 
deal  of  the  limited  amount  of  prosperity 
in  our  Pacific  colonies  was  due  to  the 
energy  and  enterprize  of  individual  Ameri- 
cans. The  various  accounts  sent  home 
showed  that  the  interior  of  British  Colum- 
bia was  one  of  the  roost  promising  and 
most  fertile  regions  owned  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty ;  and  if  the  resources  of  Vancouver's 
Island  and  British  Columbia  were  to  be 
developed  it  must  be  done  by  developing 
the  resources  of  the  interior,  unless  they 
wished  to  delay  until  the  Americans  had 
done  it  for  them. 

Mb.  card  well  said,  he  had  listened 
with  the  greatest  interest  to  the  discussion, 
and  was  very  glad  to  learn  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  no  intention  of  issuing  a 
Commission  from  this  country  to  inquire 
into  the  subject.  Not  only  was  inquiry 
already  exhausted  ;  but  a  fresh  investiga- 
tion would  reverse  the  policy  settled  by 
the  Committee  of  1857,  wliose  recommen- 
dations were  incorporated  in  the  Act  of 
Parliament  passed  last  year  with  so  much 
unanimity.  The  proposed  inquiry,  there- 
fore, would  be  a  retrograde  step,  and  would 
be  a  fatal  indication  of  a  vacillating  policy 
on  our  part.  It  would  lead  to  false  ex- 
pectations, and  do  a  great  deal  of  mischief; 
and  he  was  glad  to  hear,  therefore,  that  it 
was  not  about  to  bo  sanctioned  by  tho 
Government,  On  the  other  hand,  he  sym- 
pathized|entirely  with  the  spirit  in  which 
this  Motion  had  been  brought  forward, 
and  ho  learnt  with  great  interest  that 
negotiations  were  in  progress  to  terminate 
the  right  and  interest  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company,  so  that  the  territory  might 
be  surrendered  to  the  Government  of 
Canada. 

Sir  harry  VERNEY,  in  reply,  said, 
he  would  not  ask  for  a  Commission  if  the 
Colonial  Department  thought  they  could 
effect  what  was  desirable  by  a  better  mode. 
He  trusted,  however,  that  the  subject  would 
receive  immediate  attention. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
2X2 
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renting  the  Adulteration  of  Articles  of  ^^^^  MONK,  in  rising  to  move  tint 
Food  or  Dunk,  I860,;  and  to  extend  its  ^^j^  jjju  ^^  ^^^^  ^  ^^^^^^  ^-^^^^  ^^jj^  t, 
provisions  to  Drugs,  said,  that  the  existing'  ^^^^  astonished  at  iho  state  of  the  Benchei 
Act  had  entirely  failed  to  carry  out  the  opposite-- ihcro  being  no  one  up.m  tbe 
wise  intentions  of  Parliament,  and  the  ^^^.^^^.^^y  B^nch,  and  only  six  Members 
main  reason  was,  that  mdividunls  were  upo„  the  Ministerial  side  altogether.  Wka 
averse  to  prosecute  tradesmen.     The  ob-    ^  g^i,  ^^  ^j^j^  ^^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^  ^,,^  ^^^^^ 


adulterated  articles,  should   bo  extended  „rge  in  support  of  it.   [Cr/Vso/ "  Moier] 
to  the  manufacturers  of  the  adulterated  Under  the  circumstances,  ho  should,  witih 
articles;  to  render  it  compulsory  upon  dis-  ^^^  ^^^j,,^^       .^^^^  „^^^^  ^^^^  j,^^  Bj,l  ^ 
tricts  to  appoint  analysts;  and  to  apply  „^,,  read  a  second  time, 
tlie  provisions  of  the  law  to  drugs  as  well  ^^    QTWAY  seconded   the  Motion, 
as  to  articles  of  food.     But  the  most  im- 
portant clause  was  one  to  appoint  some  Motion  agreed  to. 
public  officer  whose  duty  it  would  be,  on  Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommittii 
proper  information   laid    before   him,   to  ]  for  Friday, 
prosecute  persons  suspected  of  making  or 
selling  adulterated  articles.     He  believed 
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effective.  (^^'•.  Shawljefevtt,  Mr,  Rnsstll  Gumep, 

Motion  agreed  to.  '  J^''  ^^'^'^  ^^^'•) 

•Dii  *  J    *v     «i  4    4    r  f        lu     /  [bill  89.1        SECOND    BEADING. 

Bill  to   amend    tho  "  Act   for   preventing  the  [  "^  J 

Adulteration  of  articles  of  Food  or  Drink.  18G0/'        Order  for  Second  Reading  read, 
and  to  extend  its  provisions  to  Drugs,  ordered  to         ^j.  ^.  .  j    /\  •  ^ 

be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Dixon,  Sir  Joseph  M'Kenxa,        Motion  made,   and   Question    propoiei, 
and  Mr.  Goldnbt.  I  "  That  the  Bill   be   now    read   a  secosd 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  i  time." — {Mr,  Shaw- Le/evre,) 

after  Eight  o'clock..      ^^^    LOPES,  in    rising   to    move  tkU 
^^>...>......^  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  dajHZ 

I  months,  said,  it  had  been  introduced  io  a 
HOUSE     OF     COMMONS,       j  ^ery  plausible  manner  by  the  hou.  Memter 

Wednesday,  June  10,  1868.  !  ^or    Reading    (Mr.    Shaw-Lefevrc)  ;  W 

'  would,  in  his  opinion,  if  passed,  materiillT 

MINUTES.]  — Public  Bills— Ordw-^d—Inclo- :  effect  the  existing  relations  between  btt- 

suro(No2)»:  Poor  Law  and  Medical  Inspec- .  i,^,^j  ^^j  ^jf      ^„j   introduce  discomfort. 

tors  (Ireland)*;  Investment  of  Trust  Jbunds    ...  -    ,.  j  j.  .       ^     *  ,.  ,      .    , 

Supplemental.*  lil-feeling,  and  distrust  where  hitherto  Bl^ 

FirH  i2<farfin^— Adulteration  of  Food  or  Drink  mony  and  concord  had  prevailed.  As  thi 
Act  Amendment*  [161] ;  Inclosiire  (^fo.  2)*  j  Hon.  Member  had  stated  in  introducing tbi 
[1«2J;  Judgments  Extension*  [103]  ;  Invest-  •  3i||    j^  ^^g  gj^ilnr  to  one  which  had  be«t 

S.rr^S-Cn'«?te"?';iSie.i  in'-duc^^^  In  1857  by  Sir  Er.kineP.ny. 
Removal  [76] ;  Married  Women's  Property  <^nd  which  received  some  amount  of  fafOir 
[80]  ;  Municipal  Rate  (Edinburgh)*  [99];  \  from  the  House,  having  been  read  a  secod 
Now  Zealand  Company*  [156].  ,  time  and  afterwards  referred   to  a  Sekd 

^Pr^  n^  mT  ^''""'"'"^*~^""'^'^*^  Women's  Committee.  But  at  that  time  there  weft 
Ccwnm^L-lJurials  (Ireland)  [6]-r.p.  ;  Voters  admitted  grievances  with  regard  to  theU» 
in  Disfranchised  Boroughs*  [128] ;  Consecra-    of  husband  and   wife.      Thus,  no  facilitlci 


tion  of  Churchyards  Act  (1807)  Amendment* 

[152]. 
Report  —  Voters    in    Disfranchised    Boroughs  * 

[128]  ;  Consecration  of  Churchyards  Act  (1807) 

Amendment*  [1^2]. 
Third  Reading^Fam*  [126]  and  pasted. 


existed  for  obtaining  a  dissolution  of  mtf* 
riage — a  privilege  then  confined  to  tba 
wealthy — and  the  earnings  of  a  married 
woman  deserted  by  her  husband  reeeiTC^ 
no  protection  from  the  law.     The  Diroret 
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Act  of  1857,  Iiowe?er»  provided  a  remedy  ^  principle  that  in  return  for  the  confidence 
for  these  grievances,  and  since  then  little  of  the  wife  the  husband  gave  her  protectiou 
or  nothing  had  been  heard  on  this  subject,  and  support ;  that  he  was  most  competent 
Reference  had  been  made  to  the  fact  that  to  deal  with  any  property  belonging  to 
the  law  of  the  United  States  had  recently  cither  ;  that  there  must  be  one  head  of 
been  something  like  that  proposed  in  the  the  family,  and  that  he  was  the  proper 
Bill.  That  change  in  the  law  had  had  but  'head.  That  principle  of  law  had  worked 
a  short  trial,  and  he  was  not  at  all  pre-  ;  well  for  centuries,  and  there  was  no  reason 


pared  to  admit  that  the  institutions  or  the 
jurisprudence  of  the  United  States  were 
suited  to  this  country.     He  would  rather 


why  it  should  be  altered.  Now,  the  Pre- 
amble of  the  Bill  was  drawn  with  a  very 
bold  hand.     It  said — 


appeal  to  English  law,  and  ask  whether,  ;  "  Whereas  the  law  of  property  and  contract  with 
under  it,  the  relations  of  husband  and  wife  '  respect  to  married  women  is  unjust  in  principle, 
were  not  rightly  adjusted,  and  whether  the  '^"^  presses  with  peculiar  sererity  upon  tho  poorer 
characteristics  of  an  English  home  ought    classes  of  the  community. 


not  to  be  preserved  ?     It  had  been  said 
that  the  present  Common  Lnw  of  the  land 


And  then  the  1st  clause  went  on  to  enact 
that- 


pressed  severely  on  the  industrial  classes,  '  **  A  man*ied  woman  shall  be  capable  of  holding, 
while  wealthier  people  evaded  its  operation  I  acquiring,  alienating,  devising,  and  bequeathing 
by  settlements  and  by  the  help  of  Courts  I '^i^^  and  personal  estate,  of  contracting,  and  of 
of  Equity.     But  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  |B«»°«»nd«>«»nff  «"«d.«B«f  •^ewerea/em..afo." 

Member  to  give  the  wife  uncontrolled  do-  <  In  his  opinion  such  a  change  in  the  law 
luinion  over  her  property  was  not  analogous  j  was  uncalled  for,  and  would  be  most  per- 
to  the  operation  of  settlements,  the  object  <  nicious.  Among  the  upper  classes  it  would 
of  which  was  not  to  protect  the  wife  against  I  have  no  effect  whatever,  because  they  would 
the  husband,  but  to  protect  the  property  i  still  resort  to  settlements.  But  suppose 
brought  into  settlement,  and  make  an  in-  '  the  husband  and  the  wife  each  had  £500 
alienable  provision  for  wife,  husband,  and  i  a-year,  and  the  marriage  was  not  a  well- 
children.  Thus  settlements  tied  up  pro-  j  assorted  one.  When  the  rent,  taxes,  ser- 
perty,  and  prevented  the  very  thing  which  vants,  and  other  expenses  of  an  establish- 
the  hon.  Member  desired — namely,  that  a  i  mcnt  came  to  be  met,  what  would  happen  ? 


wife  should  retain  the  absolute  control  of 
her  own  property.  By  the  existing  law 
the  personal  property  of  the  wife  passed 


The  utmost  dissension.  Again,  suppose 
there  was  an  extravagant  wife,  to  whom 
the  husband  was,  nevertheless,  fondly  at- 


upon  marriage  to  her  husband,  as  well  as  { tached.  She  might  be  arrested  for  debts, 
(to  a  limited  extent)  her  chattels  real,  the  perhaps  at  the  dinncr-table,  and  the  hus- 
Iiusband  having  a  right  to  deal  with  these    band  would  either  have  to  pay  them  or 


while  he  lived,  but  not  to  dispose  of  them 
by  will.     With  regard  to  the  wife's  realty. 


allow  her  to  go  to  prison.     The  probability 
was  that  he  would  pay  and  be  impoverished 


the  husband  was  only  entitled  to  the  in- 1  by  this  change  in  the  law.  But  would  the 
come;  the  destination  of  the  property  rested  I  Bill  be  any  real  protection  to  the  wife? 
with  the  wife;  he  could  only  deal  with  it  Suppose  a  man  married  a  woman  for  her 
during  his  life  with  her  asseut,  and  subject  money.  According  to  the  Bill  he  might 
to  certain  conditions  as  to  her  separate  ^  still  influence  her  after  marriage  to  con- 
execution  ;  and,  after  her  death,  if  there  I  vey  to   him   the  whole  of  her   property. 


were  children  of  the  marriage,  he  enjoyed 
lier  real  estate  for  his  life  as  tenant  by  the 
courtesy.  On  the  other  hand,  the  wife 
upon  marriage  obtained  perfect  impunity. 
Her  husband  became  liable  for  her  ante- 
nuptial debts  ;  he  was  bound  to  support 


Then  it  could  not  be  doubted  that  women 
were  more  liable  to  be  imposed  upon  than 
men.  Take,  for  instance,  such  cases  as 
that  of  Mrs.  Lyon,  and  that  of  Mrs. 
Borradaile,  who  had  actually  paid  £4,000 
in  order  to  be  made  **  beautiful  for  ever." 


her  children  by  a  prior  marriage ;  he  was    He  now  came  to  the  case  of  the  Indus- 


liable  in  the  event  of  any  action  brought 
against  the  wife  for  civil  tort,  and  any  pro* 
perty  purchased  or  acquired  by  him  was 
subject,  in  case  there  was  no  will,  to  her 
thirds  or  dower.  Thus  there  was  nothing 
unequal  or  harsh  in  the  law,  which  was 
consistent  with  the  whole  relations  between 
Iiusband  and  wife.     It  was  founded  on  the 


trial  class.  It  could  not  be  denied  that  in 
499  cases  out  of  500  women  of  that  class 
had  not  a  halfpenny  of  their  own,  and 
what  good  could  a  Bill  of  the  kind  be  to 
them  ?  They  would  take  nothing  by  it, 
but  some  liability.  At  present  the  wifo 
could  not  bo  sued  ;  but  what  was  likely  to 
happen  if  the  Bill  passed  ?    The  busb%n4 
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was  away  from  borao  all  day  providing  tho 
means  of  subsistence  for  the  family.  Tbe 
wife  was  tbe  person  wbo  made  the  pur- 
cbascs  for  tbe  bouse,  and,  being  tbe  con- 
tracting party,  sbe  might  bo  sued.  In 
that  CAse  she  would  not  be  likely  to  thank 
tbe  hon.  Gentleman  fur  having  introduced 
a  Bill  by  which  sbe  took  nothing  except 
that  very  unpleasant  liability.  And  then 
where  a  brutal  husband  «ras  concerned  did 
))on.  Gentlemen  tl:ink  that  when  the  wife 
got  some  money  he  would  not  go  nnd  take 
it  awny  from  her  at  once  ?  iiis  bon. 
Friend  bad  provided  some  machinery  for 
the  protection  of  tbe  wife  by  means  of  tbe 
County  Court ;  but  tbe  mnn  would  get  tbe 
money  into  bis  own  bands  long  before  that 
protection  could  be  obtained,  lie  moin^ 
tained,  therefore,  that  this  Bill  was  un- 
called for;  that  it  would  be  inefficient  and 
pernicious;  and  be  honestly  believed  that 
if  the  married  women  of  England  were 
appealed  to  tiicy  would  bo  found  opposed 
to  it.  They  would  prefer  that  spirit  of 
mutuol  confidence,  which  was  the  great 
element  of  happiness  in  marriage,  to  the 
possession  of  the  most  unlimited  power 
over  their  property.  He  would  like  to 
know  for  whom  the  bon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed to  le<>islate  ?  It  was,  in  the  words 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  for  *'  tbe  reckless, 
tbe  improvident,  the  vicious,  the  self-in- 
dulgent, and  the  indolent — "  [Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevke:  Husbands.]  Well,  but  why 
were  those  reckless,  improvident,  and 
vicious  husbands  to  be  legislated  for  to 
tho  prejudice  of  the  community  ?  This 
was  exceptional  kind  of  legislation  ;  it  was 
legislating  for  a  certain  class  to  the  dis- 
regard of  the  interests  of  the  greater  por- 
tion of  the  population,  and  tliorefore  be 
begged  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
Bccond  time  that  day  six  months. 

Mk.  KARSLAKE,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  said  he  objected  to  tho  Bill 
as  the  most  revolutionary  measure  that 
had  been  introduced  to  tbe  House  since  he 
had  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  it.  He 
objected  to  it  on  two  grounds— in  tbe  first 
place,  because  it  would  effect  an  entire 
revolution  ia  tbe  social  status  of  husband 
and  wife  ;  and  in  tbe  next,  because  it 
would  work  a  like  revolution  in  regard  to 
the  law  of  property  ;  and  it  was  difficult 
to  say  under  which  head  it  was  roost  open 
to  objection.  He  would  ask  the  House  to 
judge  of  tbe  Bill  upon  its  own  merits,  and 
by  that  test  to  throw  it  out.  There  was 
an  extreme  discrepancy  between  tho  Pre- 
amble and  the  enacting  part  of  tho  Bill. 

J/r.  LojpH 


The  recital  in  tbe  Preamble  was  that  tbe 
j  law  of  property  with  respect  to  married 
i  women  was  unjust  in  principle,  and  pressed 
I  with  considerable  aeveritj  apon  the  poorer 
.  classes  of  the  community.     Anyone  woold 
:  suppose  from  such  a   Preamble  that  tho 
;  Bill   was  intended  to  amend  the  law  «Hh 
I  regard  to  tbe  property  of  the  poorer  classei; 
but  for  every  pound's  worth  of  their  pro- 
perty affected  by  tho  Bill  there  would  be 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds  worth  of 
property  affected  belonging  to  those  elansi 
upon  whom,  according  to  the  Preamble,  tht 
law  did  not  press  harshly  in  onj  way  vlitt- 
!  ever.     Now,  what  were  the  objections  to 
the  Bill  as  regarded  the  fir^t  point  ?    Tbe 
law  of  this  country  had  not  grown  op  si|d« 
dcniy  ;  it  was  the  growth  of  ages,  and  thej 
must  go  to  the  time  of  the  Conquest  to  trace 
it  to  its  source.     It  was  founded  upon  (be 
assumption  that  tbe  husband  and  wife  vere 
one  person — that  position  was  denoted  bj 
the  word  **  coverture" — that   there  sliooU 
be  but  one  bead  of  the  family,  and  tbil 
the  huftband  should  be  that  head.     Onecf 
our   best  legal    writers   (Blackstone)  bad 
laid  down  more  thnn  once  that  such  a  itite 
of  things  showed  how  great  a  favoarite  tbe 
won)an  was  with  the  Law  of  England.  The 
result  of  only  one  person  being  at  tbe  head 
of  the  fatnily  involved,  according  to  text 
writers  on  law,  ''supremacy"  on  tbeott 
hand,  and  "subjection"  on  the  other;  or, 
as  bo  would  sny  in  modern  language,  s«- 
thority  on  the  one  hand,  and  obedience  on 
the  other.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  decired 
to  alter  the  law — the  growth  of  ages— and 
to  make  two  heads  of  the  family  instead  of 
one,  which  could  have  no  other  effect  than 
that  of  introducing  discord  and  confutioo 
into  family  life.     The  second  branch  of  bii 
ohjection  related  to  the  law  of  property; 
and  the  revolution  that  would  be  broogfat 
about  in  that  respect  could   liordly  be  con- 
ceived.    The  change  proposed   had   bees 
advocated  with  great  plausibility.     Bat  it 
was  tho  superficial  character  of  the  oiea" 
sure  which  enabled  it  to  be  presented  to 
the  House  in  a  plausible  form  ;  and  tbe 
moment  they  looked  into  tbe  existing  state 
of  the  law  it  would  bo  seen  how  utterly 
impoBsiblc  it  would  be  for  such  a  measara 
to  work.     Ho  maintained  first  of  all  that 
the  Bill  was  utterly  unnecessary,  for  the 
existing  law    did    full  justice   to  married 
women ;  and  next,  that  if  the  poorer  classes 
of  tbe  community  were  subject  to  any  in- 
justice, the  so-called  remedy  proposed  is 
the  Bill  would  not  only  not  touch  the  evil« 
but  would  evon  aggravate  it.  There  existed 
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no  necessity  whatever  for  such  a  change,- 
so  far  as  the  upper  classes  were  concerned, 
for  the  rights  of  a  married  woman  could  be 
protected  by  marriage  settlements;  and 
nny  person  who  wished  to  make  over  to 
her  individually  any  property  had  only  tn 
insert  the  words  '*  for  her  separate  use." 
Under  the  present  law  married  women 
were  better  protected  than  they  would  he 
if  this  Bill  passed,  for  they  had  the 
protection  of  trustees.  On  the  other 
iiand,  the  alteration  now  proposed  would 
have  no  other  effect  than  to  take  away 
from  married  women  of  the  poorer  classes 
a  great  pnrt  of  the  protection  which  was 
afforded  by  the  existing  law.  The  pro- 
posed Bill  WAS  unnecessary,  and  would 
prove  inefficient,  and  even  disadvantage- 
ous to  those  whcim  it  was  intended  to 
protect.  It  would  be  wrong  to  give  to  a 
woman  the  sole  possession  of  property  as 
against  her  children.  Then  with  respect 
to  real  estate,  it  was  proposed  that  the 
husband  should  hold  tlie  land  for  an  ea- 
st ate  by  the  courtesy  ;  which  was  incon- 
sistent with  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
Ho  objected  also  to  the  County  Courts 
having  jurisdiction  to  any  amount  in 
cases  of  quarrels  between  husband  ond 
wife.  If  this  Bill  passed,  a  hardworking 
journeyman,  whose  employment  took  him 
from  home,  might  find,  on  his  return,  that 
his  wife  was  in  gaol  instead  of  taking  care 
of  his  family,  and  all  on  account  of  the 
very  qucstionablo  benefit  of  her  liability  to 
sue  and  be  sued,  as  if  sho  were  a  feme 
sole.  He  contended  that  whatever  incon- 
venience was  experienced  under  the  present 
state  of  the  law  mi^ht  be  easily  removed 
by  the  introduction  of  a  short  Bill  to  ex- 
tend the  provisions  of  the  Divorce  Act  of 
1857,  so  as  to  give  tho  magistrates  the 
power  of  determining  in  cases  of  cruelty 
as  well  as  in  those  of  desertion,  that  the 
earnings  of  the  wife,  or  any  property 
which  she  might  afterwards  acquire,  should 
vest  in  her.  lie  begged  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  to  re- consider  the  subject  be- 
tween this  time  and  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament ;  and  if  they  did  he  trusted  they 
would  come  to  the  conclusion  that  there 
was  no  necessity  whatever  for  interfering 
with  the  law,  which,  he  repeated,  had 
ripened  into  its  existing  state  after  the 
lapse  of  many  centuries.  The  only  thing 
he  could  see  in  favour  of  the  Bill  was  that 
on  the  hack  of  it  was  the  name  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Recorder  (Mr. 
Russell  Gurney),  and  also  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wcstmiaster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill). 


lie  entertained  the  very  highest  respect 
for  the  Recorder ;  but  that  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  not  in  his  place  to 
state  his  reasons  for  supporting  the  mea- 
sure, and  with  nil  deference  to  so  high  an 
authority  as  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
minster, whose  writings  they  had  read  with 
pleasure;  he  thought  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
agree  with  him  when  he  said  that,  in  spite 
of  that  hon.  Member's  great  ability  and  re- 
search, he  had  treated  the  matter  as  re- 
garded husband  and  wife  in  n  philo.^ophical 
rather  than  a  practical  spirit.  He  recol- 
lected ono  passage  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
work  on  political  economy  which  had  struck 
him  very  much.  The  hun.  Gentleman  had 
mentioned  in  that  valuable  work  that  in 
cases  where  the  husband  ond  wife  were 
most  nearly  assimilated  in  regard  to  labour 
—as,  for  instance,  in  handloom  weaving'- 
their  condition  wus  most  precarious,  and 
they  were  very  badly  paid.  Where,  there- 
fore, there  was  an  assimilation  in  tho  posi- 
tion of  the  man  and  his  wife,  poverty  ond 
consequent  degradation  were  pointed  out 
as  the  result.  With  reference  to  other 
passages  in  the  hon.  Member's  work,  he 
would  say  that  he  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  appreciated  sufficiently  the  dif- 
ference between  a  man  and  woman  in  this 
country.  There  were  mure  things  with 
respect  to  this  important  relation  in  heaven 
and  earth  *'  than  were  dreamt  of  in  his 
philosophy."  He  did  not  mean  to  dispa- 
rage tho  writings  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
for  they  all  knew  that  one  of  the  greatest 
of  philosophers  had  written  the  most  fan- 
ciful and  even  the  most  irrational  things 
with  regard  to  women.  In  conclusion  he 
would  say  here  you  have  a  building  raised 
up  by  the  labour  of  a  great  number  of 
years  ;  it  existed  as  a  whole — one  great 
and  entire  edifice,  but  so  far  as  he  was  able 
to  understand  this  Bill,  if  it  were  possed 
in  its  present  form,  under  tho  pretext  of 
interfering  with  a  few  bricks  or  repairing 
a  few  rents,  it  would  pull  down  the  whole 
structure. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  tho 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day 
three  months." — {Mr.  Lopes,) 

Mr.  HEADLAM  said,  ho  should  sup- 
port the  Bill.  Whatever  doubts  he  might 
have  entertained  on  the  subject  would,  ho 
felt  bound  to  say,  have  been  removed  rather 
than  strengthened  by  the  exaggerated  state* 
ments  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  They 
had  spoken  of  a  social  revolntioD.    Bat 
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those  who  used  that  language  in  one  place 
maintained  in  another  that  the  Bill  would 
hare  no  effect  whatever  with  regard  to  the 
larger  portion  of  society.  With  regard  to 
marriage  settlements,  they  would  continue 
to  he  made  if  the  Bill  passed,  so  that  there 
was  no  pretence  for  saying  that  it  would 
create  a  social  revolution  or  produce  do- 
mestic discord.  There  was  no  better  proof 
of  the  hardship  of  the  Common  Law  than 
the  Judge- made  law  to  which  successive 
Chancellors  had  contributed,  and  which 
had  materially  mitigated  it.  The  poorer 
class,  however,  could  not  afford  to  go  to 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  were  exposed 
therefore  to  the  full  hardship  of  the 
Common  Law.  When  that  law  sprang  up 
personal  property  scarcely  existed.  There 
were  no  railway  shares,  for  instance.  It 
was  therefore  not  unreasonable  that  a  hus- 
band, on  becoming  liable  for  his  wife's 
debts,  should  take  possession  of  her  effects; 
but  even  then  an  exception  was  made  with 
respect  to  paraphernalia,  and  in  the  case 
of  real  property  a  wife's  rights  were  to 
some  extent  recognized.  He  admitted 
that,  practically,  the  present  state  of 
things,  though  anomalous,  worked  very 
fairly  among  the  higher  classes;  but  a  se- 
rious evil  existed  with  regard  to  the  poorer 
classes,  and  ho  thought  there  was  a  de- 
cided necessity  for  legislation.  Ho  was 
not  altogether  satisfied  with  tho  changes 
proposed  by  the  Bill,  but  he  would  vote 
for  the  second  reading,  if  only  for  the 
sake  of  the  4th  clause. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  he  thought  that 
the  question  was  one  quite  worthy  of  legis- 
lation, thoun;h  he  could  not  approve  of  all 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  It  was  un- 
doubtedly hard  that  a  drunken  husband 
should  bo  allowed  whenever  he  chose  to 
sweep  up  all  tho  earnings  of  a  woman  so 
unfortunate  as  to  have  married  him  ;  and 
ho  would  support  a  provision  by  which  a 
married  woman  should  be  permitted  to  put 
her  earnings  into  a  separate  bank,  from 
which  they  should  not  be  withdrawn  ex- 
cept by  her  consent,  but  it  would  bo  un- 
ndvisable  to  permit  married  women  to  sue 
or  be  sued  separately  from  the  husband, 
and  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  if 
such  a  measure  were  passed  it  would  give 
great  facilities  to  fraudulent  debtors  to  set 
their  creditors  at  defiance.  It  would  en- 
able a  man  to  use  his  wife's  money  in 
business,  and  if  unfortunate  to  hand  over 
her  share  at  tho  last  moment  to  his  wife, 
and  thus  deprive  his  creditors  of  their 
rightful  claim.     To  recognise  a  separate 


interest  for  the  wife  was  eontrary  not  only 
to  our  Common  Law,  but  to  the  practice  of 
ancient  and  modern  Statea.  The  Billvoold 
practically  render  marriage  a  common  p«n- 
nership,  the  wife  enjoying  all  its  adraih 
tages  with  none  of  its  riska.  He  alas 
feared  that  it  would  introduce  the  elemesti 
of  discord  into  domeatio  circles,  and  lead 
to  a  great  deal  of  imraorality,  beeaiueit 
would  so  free  a  woman  from  restraint  that 
in  any  quarrel  she  might  hare  with  ber 
husband  she  would  be  enabled  to  say,  *'I 
have  my  own  property,  and  if  yon  doa't 
like  me  I  can  go  and  li^e  with  someW; 
who  does." 

Mr.  pollard  -  URQUHART  con- 
tended that  cases  of  hardship  oaght  to  k 
provided  for,  and  reminded  the  Hooie  ti 
a  noble  poet  who  married  a  lady  with  a 
large  fortune,  the  greater  part  of  whidi, 
on  their  early  separation,  he  spent  in  a 
way  which  could  not  bo  approved.  5« 
doubt  such  cases  were  exceptional,  sod 
hon.  Members  might  perhaps  recall  tin 
poet's  lines — 

'*  Bat  oh  !  ye  lords  of  ladies  intelleetnal, 
Inform  us  truly,  have  they  not  henpecked 

you  all  r 

The  liability  of  the  hnsband  for  debts  (ob- 
tracted  by  his  wife  before  marriage  wai 
another  question  which  required  reviooi, 
for,  as  the  same  poet  had  said — 

"  The  millinera  who  furnish  'drapery  mioes' 

gaye  sooh  credit 
That  future  bridegrooms  nvore  and  sighed, 
and  paid  it." 

He  hoped  the  Bill  would  be  allowed  togs 
into  Committee,  where  the  legal  objectioM 
which  had  been  offered  might  be  eos- 
sidered. 

Mb.  MELLY  disputed  the  statemest 
that  499  women  out  of  500  in  the  humblsr 
classes  possessed  no  property,  remarkhig 
that  800.000  women  were  in  receipt  i 
weekly  wages  in  factories,  and  one  in 
four  of  the  married  women  are  cmplojcd 
in  manufacturing  industries.  Protectioo 
against  dishonest  and  reckless  busbaadi 
was  urgently  required,  and  he  was  not 
terrified  at  the  epithet  "  revolutionary/' 
remembering  how  systematically  it  was  ap- 
plied by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  met- 
surcs  designed  to  improre  the  social  con- 
dition of,  tho  masses.  In  the  homes  of 
many  thousanils  in  the  manufacturing  ia- 
tricts  the  passing  of  such  a  measure  woold 
be  regarded  as  an  inestimable  boon. 

Mil.  JACOB  BRIGHT  said,  he  believed 
that  what  he  was  about  to  say  would  re- 
present tho  feeling  of  a  large  portion  of 
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tlie  population  of  Manchester.  The  hon.  raonejimprudeDtlj;  but  they  had  invariably 
Member  on  the  opposite  side  (Mr.  Lopes)  been  preceded  by  numbers  of  the  other  sex, 
who  moved  the  rejection  of  this  Bill.  '  and  some  of  the  lending  commercial  men 
said  that  there  were  not  5  per  cent  of  ;  in  the  country  had  been  sharers  in  their 
the  married  women  of  England  in  favour  '  misfortunes.  It  was  pointed  out  by  the 
of  the  Bill.  But  if  he  (Mr.  Jacob  Bright)  late  Mr.  Cobden  that  women  in  France 
was  not  misinformed,  some  ten  years  ago  generally  held  the  purse,  and  it  was  the 
a  very  similar  Bill  was  before  the  House,  ;  opinion  of  that  great  statesmen  that  they 
and  on  the  question  of  the  second  reading  had  certain  moral  qualifications  which  en- 
received  the  votes  of  a  large  majority  of  titled  them  to  hold  the  purse.  This  was 
the  House.  Such  a  result  would  imply  i  not  in  any  sense  a  party  question,  and  be 
A  strong  opinion  in  favour  of  the  Bill  ;  was  sure  that  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
out-of-doors.  Some  important  petitions  '  Reading  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  went  to  a 
had  been  presented,  and  he  himself  had  ■  division  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
presented  a  petition  from  Manchester  ■  House  would  be  found  in  the  same  Lobby 
sijE^ned  by  5,000  persous  in  favour  of  this  :  with  him.  It  might  be  a  class  question, 
Bill.  If  they  had  party  organizations  such  i  but  it  was  not  so  in  any  disagreeable 
petitions  would  not  be  remarkable ;  but  j  sense.  It  was  a  class  question  only 
when  no  such  organisations  existed  these  in  this  sense — that  women  of  the  up- 
pctitions  showed  that  there  must  be  yery  ,  per  classes  had  already  to  a  great  ex- 
strong  reasons  indeed  in  favour  of  the  mea-  |  tent  protected  themselves,  and  the  object 
sure.  An  hon.  Member  spoke  of  the  great  was  to  enable  those  in  the  lower  ranks  to 
danger  of  such  a  change,  and  of  the  diffi-  i  do  the  same.  It  would  be  easy  to  bring 
culty  of  reconciling  it  to  the  general  laws  of  I  many  illustrations  to  show  the  hardships 
the  country;  but  he  (Mr.  Jacob  Bright)  be-  |  of  the  present  state  of  things.  But  it  was 
lieved  that  the  laws  ofEn^land  would  have  to  I  hardly  necessary,  because  everyone  knew 
adapt  themselves  to  the  feeling  among  the  |  that  where  no  protection  was  given  wrong 
people  of  what  was  just,  and  he  was  never  .  was  inevitable.  It  would  not  be  necessary, 
more  certain  of  anything  than  that  the  \  for  example,  to  prove  that  if  there  was  no 
principle  on  which  this  Bill  rested  would  |  law  against  burglary,  burglaries  would  be 


nltimately  receive  the  assent  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  England.  He 
did  not  happen  to  be  in  the  position  which 
had  been  referred  to  by  an  hon.  Member  in 


committed.  If  married  women  were  not  pro- 
tected they  would  be  sure  to  suffer  wrong. 
A  letter  that  had  been  placed  in  his  hands 
from  a  lady  in  Manchester  gave  some  strik* 


having  married  a  woman  with  a  much  larger  I  ing  instances  of  the  cruel  and  oppressive 
property  than  himself.  He  could  not  agree  \  operation  of  the  present  law.  One  was 
with  the  hon.  Member  in  thinking  such  a  \  that  of  a  woman  who  had  a  good  business 
position  a  degradation  ;  but  he  certainly  !  as  a  shopkeeper,  and  whose  husband  sold 
should  think  it  a  degradation  if  he  took  upon  |  off  her  stock-in-trade  and  household  furni- 
liimself  to  spend  such  property  without  the  |  ture,  which  were  her  property  before 
consent  of  the  person  whom  he  believed  i  marriage,  and  went  away  to  America, 
to  be  the  rightful  owner.  If  the  House  '  leaving  her  quite  destitute.  This  led  to  nn 
agreed  that  it  was  a  discredit  to  the  husband  |  application  to  a  magistrate ;  but  the  magie- 
to  spend  the  money  of  the  wife  against  her  trate  could  only  say  he  was  sorry,  but 
will,  the  wife  ought  to  be  in  such  a  posi-  ;  there  was  no  remedy,  as  the  husband  had 
tion  as  would  prevent  such  a  thing  taking  :  not  exceeded  his  legal  power.  Another 
place.  If,  indeed,  it  could  be  shown  that !  was  the  case  of  an  elderly  lady  of  consi- 
women  were  mentally  incapacitated  from  j  derable  property  in  Manchester,  who  had 
holding  and  managing  property  to  the  ad-  |  married  a  much  younger  man  than  herself. 
Tanta^re  of  themselves  and  their  families,  :  Her  husband  wasted  all  her  property  and 
he  would  acquiesce  in  the  existing  dis-  |  deserted  her.  She  was  taken  to  the  work- 
qualification  ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  en-  i  house  and  died  there.  If  she  had  had  the 
dorse  such  a  proposition  when  they  remem- '  power  she  would  doubtless  when  half  her 
bered  that  widows  and  unmarried  women  '  property  had  been  squandered  have  secured 
who,  unfortunately  were  more  numerous  ;  the  remainder.  The  letter  further  men- 
in  this  than  perhaps  in  any  other  civi-  i  tioned  that  a  woman  employed  by  the 
lised  country,  possessed  tho  full  control  I  writer  as  a  laundress  told  her  that  during 
of  their  property  and  managed  it  sue- 1  her  husband's  life,  when  she  earned  a 
ccssfully.  No  doubt  there  had  been  re-  |  pound  or  two  she  dared  not  put  it  in  the 
cent  instances  of  women  investing  their   bank,    but   had   to   conceal    the   money. 
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Uannda  women  had  recoivod  tlio  protection 
which  wns  now  Bought  to  be  given  them  by 
this  Bill,  anil  in  sonic  of  the  most  important 
ooontries  in  Europe  women  were  entitled 
to  much  greater  protection  than  they  re- 
ceived here.  It  was  well-known  that  the  hus- 
band could  not  alienate  the  wife's  freehold; 
if,  then,  land  which  was  the  property  of  wo- 
men should  be  secured  tothcni,  Consols  and 
bank  shares  or  cash  should  also  be  secured 
to  them  ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the 
husband  had  the  right  to  spend  the  wife's 
money  invested  in  rnilwoy  or  bank  shares, 
or  in  the  bank,  he  had  just  as  much  moral 
rii^ht  to  alienate  the  land  and  squander  the 
value  of  the  freehold.  If  there  were  one 
title  to  the  possession  of  property  stronger 
than  another,  it  was  that  which  attached 
to  what  a  man  had  himself  created  ;  but 
to  liis  mind  property  created  or  earned  by 
a  woman  was  still  more  sacred,  because 
Ehe  had  given  a  much  larger  portion  of 
her  life  for  every  pound  sterling  she  earned 
than  a  man  would  have  to  do.  Nature 
had  put  barriers  in  the  way  of  her  earning 
her  own  subsistence,  and  the  law,  instead 
of  assisting  her  weakness,  denied  her  the 
commonest  protection.  If  the  Bill  were  not 
now  passed,  he  believed  that  the  time  was 
not  far  distant  when  either  this  or  a  similar 
measure  would  be  passed.  It  would  be  an 
act  of  justice  to  women  and  children  ;  and 
there  could  be  no  such  act  which  was  not 
also  an  act  of  justice  to  men,  for  the  chil- 
dren of  one  generation  were  the  men  of  the 
next.  With  an  increase  of  independence, 
such  as  the  Bill  would  secure,  there  would 


IS  not  tlic  slightest  occasion  fi 
minute  details  or  tcclinicalitici 
largo  question  which  ivc  ha' 
Now,  the  Common  Law  is  tl 
personal  property  of  married 
ther  possessed  before  or  ncqui 
marriage,  is  not  hers  at  nil 
absolute  property  of  her  hnsbi 
the  land  of  a  married  woma 
benefit  of  the  husband  during 
in  the  event  of  his  surviving  li 
perty,  in  case  there  nro  cliil 
noarriago,  till  his  dentli.  la 
not  ?  The  question  is  not  th 
stated  by  the  hon.  and  lear 
for  Colchester  (Mr.  Knrblal 
this  can  be  traced  up  to  a  Ion 
of  nges  in  the  most  bnrbarou 
whether  it  has  been  confirm 
solidated  and  built  up  into  an 
question  is,  on  what  is  that  cdil 
Is  it  founded  on  justice  and  ri 
equality  ond  fairness,  or  is  it 
injustice,  tyroimy,  and  oppress 
surely  is  a  very  simple  questio 
is  no  need  to  talk  about  disti 
order  in  families  and  about  dc; 
husband's  influence  over  tlio 
is  saying  in  so  many  words  tha 
put  the  whole  properly  of  a  ni2 
into  the  hands  of  tlie  husbai 
him,  like  this  House,  the  powci 
tho  supplies  whenever  he  thi 
there  is  no  chonce  of  concord  a 
in  the  marriage  state.  Let 
considerations  of  this  kind, 
have  to  ^o  to  those  which  arc 
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of  his  reach  by  taking  the  property  away 
and  giving  it  to  him  all  at  once.     That  is 
tho  simple  state  of  the  law.     Now  show 
me  what  crime  there  is  in  matrimony  that 
it  should  be  visited  with  the  same  punish- 
ment as  high  treason — namely,  confisca- 
tion, for  that  is  really  the  fact.     The  pro- 
perty is  as  much   conGscated  and   taken 
I      from  tho  woman  and  her  children  by  the 
^      husband  as  if  she  had  committed  a  capital 
)      otfenco  ;  it  is  gone  from  her  for  ever.     It 
„      is  for  those  who  uphold  this,  not  to  talk 
J.      about  socinl  strife,   but  to  show  how,  on 
^     any  principles  of  equity  and  justice,  it  can 
J    ho  justitied.     Now  let  us  take  the  opinion 
.^    of  mankind  on  the  subject.      Suppose  a 
^',    girl  has  a  considerable  property,  and  that 
the  has  a  father  or  a  guardian,  what,  in  the 
View  alike  of  those  who  oppose  and  those 
_*    who  support  this  Bill,  is  the  duty  of  the 
father  or  guardian  ?     Clearly  to  make  a 
_^.    marriage  settleiiient   in  order  to  protect 
"     her  property.    Why  so,  if  the  Common  Law 
' ^    18  just  ?     The  common  sense  of  mankind, 
the  natural  affections  of  mankind,  tliQ  prao- 
'■".    tice  of  mankind,  utterly  condemn  this  law, 
^.    and  its  operation  is  systematically  avoided 
^    by  special  contracts  made  to  remedy  its 
^     injustice.    Every  marriage  settlement  that 
^     ia  made  is  a  tncit  protest  against  it.  Well, 
DOW,  what  is  the  duty  of  the  law  ? — for 
we  silting  here  as  legislators  have  just  as 
much   a  duty   to   perform   as   fathers  or 
'     guardians.     The  only  occasion    when  our 
duty  conies  into  play  is  when  from  any 
reason,  whether  Occident  or  improvidence, 
no  marriage  settlement  is  made  ;  and  what 
ought  we  to  do  ?     VVhy,  surely  we  ought 
to  put  ourselves  in  loco  parentis,  and  show 
ioivards  the  persons  we  are  bound  to  pro- 
tect just  the  same  feelings  of  kindness  and 
leneficcncc,  and  tho  same  wish  to  protect 
mnd   spare  them   from    injury,    which  the 
parent  or  guardian  is  bound  to  show  to  his 
child  or  ward.     We  cannot  make  the  same 

{revision  that  they  can,  because  we  do  not 
now  the  circumstances  of  each  case,  and 
can  only  deal  with  cases  generally  ;  but  I 
Viaintnin  that  where  a  change  of  condition 
lima  not  been  provided  for  by  special  con- 
tract it  is  the  duty  of  tho  law  to  make  as 
jaat  a  settlement  as  it  can  for  tho  genc- 
mality*     And  what  is  the  most  just  scttle- 
^nent  ?     Is  it  to  give  over  the  whole  of 
lier  property  to   her  husband  ?      Is  that 
fiiachnrging  the  duty  we  undertake  ?     We 
liave  Courts  of  Equity  to  temper  the  severity 
^f  the  Common  Law,  and  which  themselves 
9rder  a  settlement  to  bo  made  in  certain 
A  ward  of  the  Court  of  Chancery 


has  a  settlement  made  for  her  by  decree 
of  the  Court ;  and  if  a  woman  have  a  legacy 
left  to  her  after  marriage  the  Court  will 
compel  the  husband  to  make  a  small. set- 
tlement upon  her.  That  is  an  admission 
on  the  part  of  the  Court  of  Choncery  that 
the  present  law  is  unjust.  Thus  the  prac- 
tice of  mankind  and  the  voice  of  the  higher 
Courts  are  alike  against  it.  In  ordinary 
cases  we  allow  persons  to  retain  the  pro- 
perty to  which  they  arc  entitled  until  a 
ease  is  made  out  for  depriving  them  of  it. 
Is  there  no  practical  mischief  arising  from 
the  present  state  of  things  ?  Observe  this, 
that  the  mischief  does  not  occur  through 
the  negligence  of  the  parties,  but  through 
the  action  of  the  law,  because  a  woman 
is  in  a  condition  to  make  terms  after  mar- 
riage as  well  as  before.  But  the  law  steps 
in,  and  that  which  occurs  is  principally  and 
primarily  owing  to  the  operation  of  the  law. 
Cases  sometimes  occur  in  which  a  man 
without  a  shilling  marries  a  woman  with 
landed  property.  He  becomes  the  tenant 
for  his  own  life  by  the  courtesy  of  England. 
Ho  takes  a  dislike  to  her,  he  studies  the 
law  of  cruelty,  and  having  adopted  a  course 
which  just  prevents  her  from  getting  n 
judicial  separation,  he  drives  her  from  her 
home,  and  his  children  with  her,  to  live  in 
poverty,  and  almost  in  need,  where  they 
are  unknown,  while  he  keeps  a  great  estab- 
lishment, perhaps  on  her  estate  and  at  her 
expense,  and  is  a  great  person  in  tho 
county.  And  that  is  done  not  through 
her  fault  or  negligence,  but  by  the  iniquity 
of  tho  law,  which  puts  it  in  his  power  to 
do  this  by  taking  her  property  from  her, 
and  enables  him  to  fatten  upon  the  spoils 
of  her  whom  he  has  sworn  to  love  and 
cherish.  Then  there  is  the  very  common 
case  of  the  legocy  left  to  the  wife  an(t 
taken  and  squandered  by  tho  husband.  Wo 
are  responsible  for  this  if  we  allow  these 
things  to  be  done.  Let  us  put  aside  all 
questions  of  social  policy  and  marital  rights, 
and  ask  ourselves  whether  anything  can  be 
shown  to  justify  us  in  taking  oway  property 
from  one  person  and  giving  it,  without  any 
consideration,  to  another?  We  are  actually 
giving  a  premium  to  a  man  to  run  away 
with  a  girl  and  morry  her  without  the  con- 
sent of  her  parents.  If  a  man  makes 
honourable  love  to  a  girl  the  matter  is 
carefully  looked  to  by  her  parents  and' 
guardians,  and  her  property  is  settled  upon 
her.  But  if  a  man  can  induce  a  young 
woman  to  leave  her  father's  house  and 
marry  him  her  property  becomes  his  abso- 
lutely, 80  that  it  is  to  the  interest  of  tb« 
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man  to  marry  her  without  the  knowledge  |  an  action  brought  against  her»  and  the  irrew 

of  her  parents    and   without  aettlemcnt.  |  will  be  put  upon  the  hn^band  ao  that  he 

For  these  reasons  I   cannot  let  this  Bill 

pass  a  second  reading  without  bearing  my 

testimony   to  the  flagrant  iniquity  of  the 

present  law.  Should  we  make  such  a  law 

for  India,  or  any  dependency   into  which 


must  pay  the  debts  or  allow  the  wife  to  go 
tojprison.  Again,  if  the  husband  rcfoset 
to  provide  for  his  children,  he  is  under  t 
Common  Law  liability  to  maintain  therm. 
But  by  this  Bill,  even  if  the  wife  should  be 


wo  were  introducing  a  law  of  marriage  ?    earning  an  income   of  £3,  jC4«  or  jCo  • 


week,  the  Common  Law  liability  will  sttil 
attach  to  the  husband  to  maintain  bis 
children,  while  the  wife  will  bo  under  d« 
liability  to  contribute  to  their  maintenaoff. 
I  After  this  we  come  to  the  property  of  tbe 


The  hon.  Member  for  Chippenham  (Mr. 
Goldne^)  says  that  a  husband  might  use 
the  property  of  his  wife  so  as  to  get  credit; 
but  if  a  woman  allowed  her  husband  to 
use  her  property  in  business  she  would  be- 
come a  dormant  partner,  and  her  property  '  married  woman.  The  principle  laid  don 
would  be  fairly  liable  to  pay  the  debts  thus  appears  to  be  that  if  no  settlement  is  made 
contracted.  1  trust  that  my  hon.  Friend  at  marriage  e?erything  that  is  the  wife's 
will  persevere  with  his  Bill.  will  remain  hers.     She  may  engage  in  aoj 

The  attorney  GENERAL :  Sir,  trade  or  speculation  and  the  husband  wiU 
I  agree  that  we  ought  not  to  discuss  this  ;  have  no  control  over  it.  I  do  not  thiok 
question  from  a  party  point  of  view  ;  but  that  this  would  be  a  wise  or  a  prudent  law. 
although  it  may  bo  necessary  to  give  The  next  clause  is  also  objectionable.  \\ 
greater  protection  to  married  women  in  has  a  retrospective  effect,  and  clauses  of 
the  disposal  of  their  property  and  earnings,  ,  this  kind  always  require  great  care  wA 
the  change  proposed  to  bo  made  in  the  law  attention.  Up  to  this  time  persons  hsTe 
by  this  Bill  is  so  great  that  in  its  present  married  on  the  assumption  that  the  laf 
form  I  am  not  prepared  to  assent  to  it.  '  will  dispose  of  their  personal  estate  u  it 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  women  ,  has  hitherto  done.  But  the  clause  altcn 
in  the  upper  classes  are  protected  by  a '  the  law  by  enacting  that — 
settlement  made  before  marriage,  and  that  j  «*  Every  woDian  married  before  tbis  Act  loi 
this  is  the  best  proof  of  the  errors  and  ;  come  into  operation  8b<ill,  notwitbstaDding  b* 
wickedness   of    the    Common    Law.     But  ^  coverture,  have  and  hold  all  the  real  and  p«- 

marriage  settlements  are  framed  not  only  1  ?^|f  ^/,f  ^^^^^^^^^^ 

^  ^  .,         .«       1    ^   ,    i.  1  *i    X    this  Act  snail  have  come  into  operation,  free  BW 

to  protect  the  wile  ;  but  to  take  care  that ;  the  debts  and  obligations  of  her  husband  aodfiw 

on  her  part  she  does  not  make  away  with  j  his  control  and  disposition,  in  all  respects  as  if 

the  property  and  prevent  the  children  of  j  8l»o  had  continued  unmarried." 

the  mariage  from  being  benefited  by  it.  ;  go  that  persons  who  have  married  on  tk 
A  marriage  settlement  is  never  made  for  j  ngsumption  that  the  estate  shall  beloof  U 
the  benefit  and  protection  of  the  wife  olone.  j  the  husband  will  find  that  the  Bill  mskti 
Hon.  Members  who  have  argued  in  favour  an  entire  change  in  the  rights  enjoyed  kf 
of  this  Bill  have  forgotten  the  extent  of   the  husband.  The  next  clause  enacts  ihtt- 

tho  change  which  it  proposes  to  make  in       ,,-,,  .         ^ 

xi  4  1  ^L^     L         4.\    L  a\         t    I        The    earnings  of  a  marnod    woman  m  aaf 

the  present  law.  It  is  true  that  the  wife  i  t,,,dc  or  other  occupation  carried  onThcr »^ 
gives  up  a  certain  amount  of  interest  in  her  rately  from  the  trade  or  other  occupatioo  of  hf 
property  to  her  husband,  but  what  does  husband  shall  be  deemed  to  be  her  perHvt 
she  get  in  return  ?    Perfect  immunity  from  ;  estate," 

the  debts  contracted  by  herself.  A  wife  !  Then  comes  a  clause  the  extent  and  scopi 
may  order  goods  for  which  her  husband  :  of  which  the  hon.  Member  cannot  bifi 
must  pay.  The  Bill  proposes  to  treat  the  observed.  A  husband  is  not  to  be  liaUi 
married  woman  os  if  she  were  a  feme  sole.  ^  '*  for  the  debts  of  his  wife  contracted  k- 
What  is  the  object  of  so  treating  her?  fore  marriage,  and  shall  not  bo  liaUeii 
That  if  the  husband  falls  sick  or  otherwise  damages  for  any  wrong  committed  by  hw.* 
and  the  wife  can  make  nn  income,  she  is  What  is  the  elfect  of  that  clause  ?  Tfai 
to  be  entitled  to  prevent  the  husband  from  ^  eftect  of  making  the  wife  a  feme  sdt^ 
spending  a  single  shilling  she  gets.  The  be  that  if  the  ludy  drives  out  in  a  carna|i 
next  consequence  is  that  she  must  be  with  the  servants  under  her  own  control  tw 
entitled  to  be  sued  in  her  own  name.  But  |  the  carriage  comes  into  collision  withaij- 
if  you  sue  the  wife  for  the  debts  she  con-  |  thing  or  anybody,  she  commits  a  wrong pt^ 
tracts  are  you  to  sue  the  husband  also  ?  sibly  against  some  one.  But  is  the  wrtt^l 
The  husband  will  still  be  liable  for  the  ;  coinmitted  by  her  or  by  her  husband  ?  T* 
debts  she  contracts,  so  that  you  will  have  <  say  that  tho  wife  acts  as  a  feme  sole,  aH 
Jlr.  Lone 
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whether  she  has  a  Bhilling  of  her  own  or 
not,  jou  are  to  sue  her  and  not  her  husband. 
If  a  husband  supplies  his  wife  with  a  horse 
and  carriage,  and  a  wrong  is  thereby  com- 
mitted, is  not  that  a  wrong  that  ought 
to  be  redressed  by  the  husband  ?  Then 
it  is  said  that  a  great  deal  of  suffering 
exists  among  the  lower  class  of  women 
in  consequence  of  the  present  state  of 
the  law.  But  why  should  you  alter  the 
whole  law  of  England  to  meet  particular 
cases  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
(Mr.  Jacob  Bright)  has  told  ns  of  the 
number  of  persons  who  have  petitioned  in 
favour  of  this  Bill.  No  doubt  the  persons 
who  sign  these  petitions  think  that  the 
wrongs  of  a  certain  class  ought  to  be  re- 
dressed or  remedied  ;  but  they  could  not 
have  known  the  extent  of  the  change  which 
it  proposed  to  make  in  the  law  of  this 
country.  The  20  and  21  YicL  contains 
a  clause  to  the  principle  of  which  I  entirely 
assent,  and  which  protects  women  of  the 
poorer  class  in  the  enjoyment  of  their 
earnings.  I  would  be  the  first  to  assist 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Reading 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  in  extending  the  bene- 
fit of  that  law,  and  in  giving  protection  to 
the  poorer  classes,  but  I  protest  against 
making  a  change  in  the  whole  law  to  effect 
this  object.  The  Bill,  in  fact,  proposes 
guch  an  immense  change  in  the  law  as  to 
make  it  necessary  in  Committee  to  strike 
out  a  great  number  of  the  clauses.  By 
the  Act  to  which  I  have  referred  —  the 
Divorce  Act  —  a  clause  which  has  been 
productive  of  very  beneficial  consequences 
enacts  that  where  the  husband  has  de- 
serted the  wife  she  shall  be  allowed  to  go 
before  a  magistrate  and  obtain  protection 
for  the  enjoyment  of  her  earnings.  It 
may  be  that  this  clause  does  not  go  far 
enouo^h,  and  that  in  cases  of  cruelty  or  ill- 
treatment  arising  from  dissipation  some 
further  protection  may  be  necessary,  but 
the  powers  of  the  Divorce  Act  might  be 
extended  without  altering  the  entire  law 
of  this  country.  I  think  that  this  Bill 
would  create  a  great  social  change,  and 
that  you  are  proposing  by  it  to  put  a 
married  woman  on  the  same  footing  as  a 
man.  If  she  is  to  be  entitled  to  her  sepa- 
rate  earnings  she  ought,  at  least,  to  be 
equally  liable  to  maintain  his  and  her 
family.  If  these  and  other  necessary 
alterations  are  to  be  made  the  Bill  would, 
I  fear,  require  more  consideration  than 
can  be  given  to  it  in  the  present  Session. 
I  have  considered  the  subject  without  party 
feeling,  but  the  Bill  goes  far  beyond  what 


the  hon.  Gentleman  really  wishes  to  effect, 
and  a  much  simpler  measure  would  meet 
the  hardships  which,  no  doubt,  often  occur 
among  the  labouring  classes. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL:  Perhaps,  Sir, 
those  who,  like  myself,  support  the  exten- 
sion of  political  rights  to  women,  should 
desire  the  rejection  of  this  Bill,  because 
it  is  quite  certain  that  its  rejection  would 
give  an  extraordinary  impulse  to  the  move- 
ment for  giving  the  suffrage  to  women  which 
has  already  advanced  with  so  much  vigour. 
But  I  confess  that  I  should  like  my  own 
sex  to  have  the  credit  of  giving  up  unjust 
and  impolitic  privileges  before  they  are 
brought  under  the  influence  of  other  mo- 
tives than  their  own  good  feelings.  The 
debate  has  produced  several  most  gratify- 
ing  expressions  of  feeling,  more  especially 
the  able  and  persuasive  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Jacob  Bright) 
and  the  logical  and  high-principled  address 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Calno  (Mr. 
Lowe).  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Colchester  (Mr.  Karslake)  said  with 
great  truth  that  the  real  authors  of  the 
Bill  are  not  present,  and  he  seemed  to 
think  they  must  be  persons  in  whose  eyes 
any  change  in  existing  institutions  must 
be  an  improvement.  I  am  sorry  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  left  the  House,  as  I  could 
have  informed  him  who  some  of  those  per- 
sons are.  1  do  not  suppose  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  aware  that  amung  the  persons 
whom  he  was  condemning  were  those  emi- 
nent socialists  and  revolutionists  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  War;  the  noble  Lord  having 
been,  along  with  that  distinguished  Judge, 
Sir  Lawrence  Peel,  a  member  of  the  cora« 
mittee  of  the  Social  Science  Association 
by  whom  the  Bill  was  drawn  up  which  was 
introduced  into  the  House  by  Sir  Erskine 
Perry;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  having 
taken  the  chair  at  a  public  meeting  held 
in  support  of  its  principles.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  aware  that  the  right  hon. 
Recorder  of  London  (Mr.  Russell  Gurney) 
is  a  supporter  of  the  Bill,  because  his  namo 
is  on  the  back  of  it ;  but  he  seems  to 
think  that  Gentleman's  absence  inten- 
tional, thoQgh,  lis  a  lawyer,  it  is  strange 
he  should  nut  have  known  that  the  Recor- 
der's absenee  is  caused  by  his  presiding 
in  his  Court.  That  conscientious  and  feel  • 
ing  Judge  was  very  desirous  of  being  pre- 
sent, and  would,  from  his  judicial  expe- 
rience, have  put  the  House  in  posses- 
sion of  the  real  effects  of  the  present 
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law,  and  afforded  to  tlie  Attorney  Gene* 
ral  and  the  lion.  Member  for  Colcliei- 
ter  some  information  as  to  the  true  work- 
ing of  that  power  in  the  Diforee  Act  to 
which  allusion  has  been  made.  It  is  only 
In  cases  of  desertion  that  this  power  comes 
into  exercise,  and  that  the  magistrate  has 
power  to  make  orders  of  protection  ;  but 
oases  are  continually  happening,  some 
within  my  own  knowledge,  in  wliich  the 
husband  just  avoids  the  amount  of  deser- 
tion which  would  enable  the  magistrate  to 
give  protection  to  the  wife.  lie  stays  away 
for  a  BufBoicnt  time  to  enable  her  to  accum- 
ulate a  small  sum,  and  then  lives  with  her 
just  long  enough  to  squander  it.  As,  how- 
ever, the  Attorney  General  has  expressed 
a  willingness  to  extend  and  improve  the 
operation  of  that  Act,  I  trust  that  he 
will  himself  introduce  a  Bill  on  t))e  sub- 
ject. There  has  been,  indeed,  on  the  part 
of  the  Legislature  a  wonderful  overlooking 
of  the  need  of  some  such  protection.  Even 
in  cases  where  the  words  *'  to  her  separate 
use'*  introduced  by  the  Court  of  Chancery  for 
the  wife^s  protection,  have  been  employed, 
the  sole  effect  of  the  words  is  that  the  trus- 
tees cannot  pay  the  income  of  the  settled 
property  except  upon  the  wife's  receipt. 
That  is  a  perfect  protection  if  the  wife  is 
living  avrny  from  her  husband  ;  but  if  she 
is  living  with  him,  the  money  immediately 
becomes  the  huaband^s  income,  and  he 
has  a  right  to  take  it  from  her  the  mo- 
ment she  receives  it.  A  large  portion  of 
the  inhabitants  of  this  country  are  now 
in  the  anomalous  position  of  having  im- 
posed on  them,  without  their  having  done 
anything  to  deserve  it,  what  we  inflict  as 
a  penalty  on  the  worst  criminals.  Like 
felons  they  are  incapable  of  holding  pro- 
perty. And  the  class  of  women  who  are 
in  that  position  are  married  women,  whom 
we  profess  a  desire  to  surround  with  marks 
of  honour  and  dignity.  It  seems  to  be 
the  opinion  of  those  who  oppose  the  mea- 
sure that  it  is  impossible  for  society  to 
exist  on  a  harmonious  footing  between  two 
persons  unless  one  of  them  has  absolute 
power  over  the  other.  This  may  have 
been  the  case  in  savage  times,  but  we 
are  advanced  beyond  the  savage  state  ; 
and  I  believe  it  is  not  foufid  that  civilized 
men  or  women  cannot  live  with  their 
brothers  or  with  their  sisters  except  on 
such  terms,  or  that  business  cannot  be  suc- 
cessfully carried  on  unless  one  partner  has 
the  absolute  mastery  over  the  other.  The 
family  offers  a  type  and  a  school  of  the 
relation  of  superiors  and  inferiors,  exem* 
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plified  in  parents  and  cliildren ;  it  iboil4 
also  offer  a  type  and  a  acliool  of  the  re- 
lation of  equality,  exemplified  in  husbtnd 
and  wife.     I  am  not  inaenaible  to  the  eviU 
which  husbands  suffer  from   bad  and  oa- 
principled  wives.     Happilj  the  anffermp 
of  slavery  extend  to  the  frlare  roaster  ii 
well  as  to  the  slave.      Bat  if  jou  want  to 
give  the  wife  the  atrongeat   possible  mo- 
tive to  strain  to  the  utnioat    her   claioit 
against  the  property  of  her  husband,  whit 
step  more  effectual    for    tliis  object  eoaU 
be  taken   than  to  enact    that  she  shouU 
have  no  rights  of  her  own,  and  should  bs 
entirely    dependent    upon     what  she  can 
extract  from  the  husband  ?      It  is  onlj  by 
doing  justice  to  people  that  wo  can  hope  to 
prevent  their  encroaching  on   the  rights  of 
others.       Would    the    hon.    Memlwr  for 
Colchester    accept    for   himself  exelusioo 
from   all  rights  of  property,   on  confliiioB 
that  some  one  else  shoult]   pay  his  debts, 
and  make  atonement  for  liia  wrongs  ?  The 
Attorney  General  certainly  hit  the  weakest 
part   of    the    Bill    when    he    pointed  oet 
that,   if  the  rights  of   husband    and  wife 
were  to  be  equal,  their  obligations  ought 
also  to  be  equal.  If  the  Bill  gets  into  Con- 
mittee  it  will  be  necessary  to  alter  some  of 
the  clauses  so  as  to  establish  an  obligaiioiQ 
equally  on  both  parties.     The  Bill   will  no 
doubt  require  a  great  deal  of  consideration, 
not  so  much  in  regard  to  the  omission  of  a»j 
of  the  clauses  as  to  the  addition  of  otiiert. 
It  is  very  true  ihnt  if  the  Bill  passes,  ni&iij 
other  alterotions  of  the  law  will  be  neces- 
sary ;  for  when  the  law  is  founded  on  a  bad 
principle  much  readjustment    is   neeessi- 
latcd  by  the  adoption  of  a  good  one.     Bat 
if  it  should  please  the    House  to  refer  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  there  are  hoo. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  on  both  aides  of  the 
House  quite  capable  of  proposing  such  tl- 
terations    as    will   make    the    Bill    work 
smoothly. 

Mr.  DENMAN  said*  ho  could  onlj 
agree  to  support  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill  on  the  understanding  that  the 
whole  subject  was  then  referred  to  the 
consideration  of  a  Select  Committee.  As 
the  Bill  at  present  stood  it  contained  mueh 
that  neither  accorded  with  the  existing 
principles  of  the  law,  nor  the  social  hap- 
piness of  the  community.  Many  changes 
would  be  required  in  the  Bill;  many  clauset 
of  great  importance  were  doubtful  ;  many 
fresh  clauses  would  bo  required,  and  a 
large  amount  of  law  was  involved  in  tbe 
discussion.  The  technicalitiea  with  refer- 
ence to  the  subject,  ho  need  hardly  say, 
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were  but  little  known  to  the  majoritj  of 
tho  Members  of  tbe  House.  He  doubted 
if  ninny  hon.  Members  knew  what  the 
courtesy  of  England  meant,  wbich  was  to 
be  reserved  by  the  Bill.  Kolhing  but  a 
Select  Committee  would  be  a  sufficient  tri- 
bunal for  the  consideration  of  this  Bill  in 
the  iirst  instance ;  and  this  was  so  impor- 
tant a  subject  that  it  also  ou^sht  to  be 
understood  thnt  even  after  the  Bill  came 
back  from  the  Select  Committee  hon. 
Members  reserved  to  themselves  the  right 
to  support  or  oppose  any  portions  of  it. 
Fur  Ills  otrn  part  ho  thought  much  more 
good  would  be  effected  by  altering  the 
20  &  21  Vict,  than  attempting  to  pass  so 
sweeping  nnd  mischievous  a   Bill   as   the 

Sreftcnt  wos  in  tho  shape  in  which  it  had 
een  introduced  to  the  House. 

Viscount   GALWAY  said,  he  thought 

it  a  pity  tho  author  of  the  Bill  had  not 

considered  that  question  in  connection  with 

the  niarriaso  service.     After  the  speech  of 

the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  it  was 

impossible  that  tho  marriage  service  could 

remain  as  it  was.     A  woman  could  hardly 

say  that  she  would  love,  honour,  and  obey 

a   man  when  it  was  distinctly  averred  by 

the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  that  she 

was   to  be  a  fe^ne  iole.      Instead  of  tho 

words  hitherto  used  in  the  marriage  f>er- 

vice,  tho  woman  should  in  future  say  she 

was  to  enter  into  a  partnership  with  the 

man  on  equal  terms. 

Mr.  SHAW.LEFEVRB  pointed  out 
that  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  spoken 
appeared  to  have  forgotten  that  tho  words 
of  the  marrioge  service  were  not  now  in 
harmony  with  the  existing  law,  because  they 
decbred  that  the  husband  endowed  his  wife 
with  all  his  worldly  goods,  whereas,  in  fact, 
everything  which  the  wife  possessed  became 
her  husband's.  The  tendency  of  tho  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  leained  Member  for  Col- 
chester (Mr.  Karslake)  reminded  him  very 
much  of  the  lines  in  **  The  Taming  of  the 
Shrew/'  addressed  by  Petruchio  toEatha- 
rina — 

**  I  will  be  master  of  what  ii  mine  own  : 
She  is  mj  goods,  my  chattels ;  she  is  my  house, 
My  household-stuff,  my  field,  my  bam. 
My  horse,  my  oz,  my  ass,  my  anythiog." 

The  question  before  the  House  was,  after  all, 
one  which  ought  to  be  discussed  upon  social 
grounds.  The  first  point  to  be  considered 
was  whether  the  Common  Law  was  just 
or  not ;  and  the  second  was  whether  the 
Bill  he  proposed  would  remedy  the  evils, 
or  at  least  one  which  would  not  be 
accompanied  by  evils  equal  to  those  be 


soQgbt  to  remove.  If  he  wished  to  condemn 
the  Common  Law  be  had  only  to  go  to  the 
Conrts  of  Equity  for  that  purpose.  If  they 
looked  at  the  decisions  of  the  Judges  of 
those  Courts  they  would  find  them  con- 
stantly speaking  of  the  severity  of  the  Com- 
mon Law,  and  they  had  introduced  a  system 
under  which,  by  means  of  marriage  settle* 
ments,  all  the  wealthy  classes  really  es- 
caped from  its  operation.  The  system, 
however,  of  settlements  and  trusteeships 
was  quite  inapplicable  to  persons  of  small 
means,  on  account  of  the  difficulties  and 
expenses  attending  it.  It  was  particularly, 
however,  with  reference  to  tho  labouring  and 
poorer  classes  that  the  evil  effects  of  the 
Common  Law  were  to  be  perceived.  Since 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  he  had  received 
a  great  number  of  communications  pointing 
out  cases  of  hardship  arising  from  tho  law, 
but  would  not  weary  the  House  by  reading 
more  than  one  or  two  of  them.  In  a  letter 
which  he  had  received  from  tho  Rev. 
Septimus  Hansard,  tho  rector  of  Bethnal 
Green— a  clergyman  of  great  experience 
among  the  labouring  classes — the  writer 
said — 

'*  My  own  experience  leads  me  to  believe  that 
to  raise  tho  social  position  of  women  among  tho 
lower  classes,  by  securing  to  them  their  separate 
property,  would  be  of  great  benefit.  Cases  come 
before  me  constantly  of  idle  and  proflignto  men 
taking  the  earnings  of  the  industrious  wife  for  their 
own  solves.  Not  long  ngo  I  had  to  help  a  poor 
woman  through  her  confinement,  who  had  saved 
from  her  earnings  a  little  money  to  meet  this 
emergency.  Iler  husband  was  a  drunkard,  and 
finding  she  had  a  supply,  ascertained  the  source, 
and  beat  her  in  her  weak  condition  in  the  most 
brutal  manner  until  she  delivered  up  her  money. 
I  do  not  think  he  would  have  done  this  if  he  had 
not  known  that  legally  the  money  was  bis  own." 

Mrs.  Phillips  of  Manchester  wrote  to  him 
that  that  subject  excited  much  interest 
among  the  working  classes,  many  of  whom 
had  signed  petitions  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
remark  that  they  had  near  friends  or  rela- 
tions who  needed  its  protection.  One  mar- 
ried womon  in  signing  the  petition,  said— - 

"  I  have  a  husband  who  is  a  clever  workman, 
and  can  earn  good  wages  when  he  pleases,  but  I 
go  out  as  a  daily  cook  and  make  money.  This  he 
takes  from  me,  leaving  me  penniless  whenever  ho 
chooses.  So  I  have  left  him,  and  for  the  present 
taken  refuge  with  friends  who  would  put  me  into 
some  way  of  earning  money  but  for  fear  of  his 
coming  and  seizing  all." 

Ho  admitted  that  these  were  exceptional 
cases  ;  but  still  they  were  numerous ;  and 
it  should  be  remembered  that  laws  were 
wanted  to  restrain  not  the  good  and  gene- 
rous, but  those  who  were  tho  very  reverse. 
The  remedy  of  protection  orders,  referred 
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to  by  the  Attorney  General,  was  wholly 
inefficient,  many  poor  women  naturally  ob- 
jecting to  apply  to  a  magistrate  against 
their  husbands.  Tho  right  thing  to  do  was 
to  repeal  the  Common  Law,  which  gare 
every  thing  the  wife  had  to  the  husband.  It 
WAS  said  the  measure  would  introduce 
divisions  into  families  ;  but  the  experience 
of  its  working  in  America  refuted  that  as- 
sertion. During  the  last  twenty  years 
almost  all  tho  Northern  States  had  legisla- 
ted in  that  direction,  and  had  now  arrived 
at  the  very  point  at  which  he  wished  to 
place  the  low  of  England.  That  was  the 
case  especially  in  New  England,  where  the 
principle  of  his  Bill  had  been  in  operation 
twelve  years ;  and  in  regard  to  that  ex- 
periment in  New  England,  he  had  received 
a  letter  from  Judge  Washbourne,  once  the 
Governor  of  a  State,  and  now  the  Professor 
of  Law  in  an  American  University,  in  which 
ho  said — 

*'  It  is  now  moro  than  twenty-flvo  years  that 
the  snbjeot  of  the  independent  ownership  by 
married  women  of  their  separate  property  has 
been  a  subject  of  consideration  by  our  Courts  and 
Legislatures,  and  the  course  of  action  has  from 
time  to  time  uniformlj  been  in  the  direction  of  a 
more  rather  than  a  less  independent  right  over 
their  property  by  married  women.  I  believe  any 
attempt  to  go  back  to  the  Common  Law  would  find 
little  favour  at  this  day.  So  far  as  my  own  ob- 
servation extends,  I  hare  seen  no  mischievous 
consequences  growing  out  of  the  change.  It  cer- 
tainly makes  wives  more  independent  in  the  mat- 
ter of  property  than  the  Common  Law  did.  But  I 
have  never  known  it  to  breed  discord  or  discon- 
tent in  families  ;  it  often  saves  a  family  from  the 
consequences  of  the  recklessness  or  misfortunes  of 
tho  husband  or  father  by  saving  from  the  reach 
of  tho  creditors  the  estate  which  belongs  to  the 
wife.  I  am  free  to  say  that  although  I  regarded 
tho  first  inroad  upon  the  Common  Law  as  to  the 
rights  of  husbands  in  their  wives'  estates  with  ap- 
prehension that  it  would  cause  angry  and  unkind 
feelings  in  families,  and  open  the  door  for  fraud, 
so  far  as  his  creditors  were  concerned,  I  am  so  far 
convinced  to  tho  contrary  that  I  would  not  be 
one  to  restore  that  Common  Law  if  I  could." 

Similar  testimony  was  given  by  the  head  of 
one  of  the  largest  manufacturing  firms  in 
New  England,  and  also  from  Mr.  Dudley 
Field,  the  eminent  jurist,  of  New  York. 
The  latter  gentleman  said  that  in  the 
State  of  New  York  the  law  had  been 
changed  twenty  years  ago  as  regards  pro- 
perty, but  had  been  extended  to  earnings 
only  six  years.  Tho  only  part  of  tho  Union 
in  which  the  new  system  had  not  been 
adopted  was  tho  Southern  States,  where, 
since  the  emancipation  of  the  negroes, 
great  dissatisfaction  had  arisen  from  the 
state  of  the  law.  Formerly,  marriage  being 
illegal  between  slaves,  what  property  the 
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i  masters  allowed  the  negreaaea  to  hold  was 
their  own  ;  but  when  the  slaves  were  set 
!  free,  and  got  married  in  great  numben,  it 
I  was  found  that  the  black  men  were  v«rj 
I  willing  to  see  their  wires  ivork  while  tbey 
•  themselves  remained  idle,  because  the  l&v, 
;  like  our  Common  Law,  garo  tbem  pover 
over  the  wives'  earnings.     The  result  vu 
I  that  tho  rage  for  matrimony  abated,  tlis 
I  negresscs  preferring  to  remain  single  asd 
enjoy  their  own  property  as  they  did  before 
I  emancipation.    He  had  heard  it  stated  tbst 
in  some  of  the  manufacturing  towns  of  oor 
I  own  country  where  women  worked  forhigb 
wages  a  similar  phenomenon  presented  ilsclf 
— a  matter  which  those  wiio  felt  strong!/ 
about  the  sanctity  of  marriage  would  ds 
well  to  ponder.     There  were  many  colla- 
teral questions,  such  as  the  extent  to  which 
the  wife  should  contribute  to  the  expenses 
of  tlie  household,  and  others  into  which  ht 
could  not  then  enter,  but  which  had  hen 
carefully  considered,  and  with   which,  wb^ 
ther  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  or 
in  a  Select  Committee  on  tho  Bill,  bewooU 
be  prepared  to  deal.     The  clause  with  r^ 
ference  to  tenants  by  courtesy  he  wasreadj 
to  omit  from  tho  Bill.     In   conclusion,  be- 
lieving that  the  measure    would  confer  t 
great  boon  on   the   labouring  classei,  he 
hoped    the  House  would    not   refuse  it  t 
second  reading. 

Question  put,  "That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  123  ;  Noei 
123. 

AYES. 


Akroyd,  E. 
Allen,  W.  S. 
Araberloy,  Viscount 
Baines,  £. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Bazloy,  T. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Blnkc,  J.  A. 
Bonham-Carter,  J. 
Brady,  J. 

Bright,  J.  ( Birmingham) 
Bright,  J.  (Manchester) 
Browne,  Lord  J.  T. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  II.  A. 
Buxton,  C. 
Cnndlish,  J. 
Cave,  T. 

Cavendish,  Lord  F.  C. 
Cheetharo,  J. 
Childcrs,  11.  C.  E. 
Clay,  J. 

Clinton,  Lord  A.  P. 
Co  won,  J. 
Cowper,  hon.  II.  F. 


Craufurd,  E.  n.J. 
Crosslojr,  Sir  F. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Davey,  R. 
Davie.  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Denman.  hon.  G. 
Devoreux,  R.J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dixon, G. 
Dimsflale,  R. 
Dutt;  M.  E.  G. 
Dutton,  hon.  K.  II. 
Edwards,  H. 
Ewing.  II.  E.  Croffi- 
Fawcett,  11. 
Fildes.J. 
Fordyce,  W.  D. 
Forster,  C. 
Forster,  W.  E. 
Gavin,  Major 
Gibson.  rL  boo.  T.  M. 
Glyn.G.G. 
Gorst,  J.  E. 
Gray,  Sir  J. 
Gronfell,  H.  R. 
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Grovilie-Nagent,  Col. 
Hadfield,  6. 
Hankej,  T. 
HardoaBtle,  J.  A. 
Headlam^rt.hn.  T.  E. 
Henderson,  J. 
Holden,  I. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hurst,  R.  n. 
Hutt,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W. 
Ingham,  R. 
Jervoise,  Sir  J.  C. 
Kavanagh,  A. 
Kinglako,  A.  W. 
Lawson,  rt.  bn.  J.  A. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Leeman,  G. 
Lloyd,  Sir  T.D. 
lA>cke,  J. 
Lowe,  rt.  bon.  R. 
M'Laren,  D. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Melly,  G. 
MUl,  J.  S. 
Moffiitt,  6. 
Moncreiff,  rt.  bon.  J. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Moore,  C. 
Morrison,  W. 
Neate,  C. 
Micol,  J.  D. 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
O'Conor  Don,  The 
O'DonOgbue,  The 
Ogilvy,  Sir  J. 
Padmore,  R. 
Parry,  T. 
Peel,  A.  W. 


Peel,  J. 

Peroy,  Mjr.-GD.LordH. 
Pim,  J. 

PoUard-Urquhart,  W. 
Potter,  E. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Power,  Sir  J. 
Price,  W.  P. 
Piyse,  E.  L. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Robertson,  D. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Russell,  A. 
St.  Aubyn,  J 
Samada,  J.  D'A 
Samaelson,  B. 
Sherriff,  A.  C. 
Smith,  J. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Stacpoole,  W. 
Synan,  E.  J. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Thompson,  M.  W. 
Trevelyan,  G.  O. 
Vernon,  H.  F. 
Villiers,  rt.  bon.  C.  P. 
Vivian,  H.  H. 
Waldegrave-Leslie,  bon, 

G. 
Watkin,  E.W. 
Whitbread,  S. 
White,  J. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Winterbotbam,  U.  S.  P. 

TSLLBIW. 

LefcTre,  G.  J.  S. 
Martin,  P.  W. 


NOES. 


Aotrobns,  E. 
Ayrton,  A.  S. 
Harnett,  H. 
Barrington,  Viscount 
Barttelot,  Colonel 
Bass,  A. 

Beach,  Sir  M.  H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beecroft,  G.  S. 
Bentinck,  G.  0. 


Eckersley,  N. 
Edwards,  Sir  H. 
Egerton,  E.  C. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Feilden,  J. 
Fellowcs,  £. 
Fergusson,  Sir  J. 
Floyer,  J. 
Galway,  Viscount 
Garth,  R. 


Bernard,  hn.  Col.  H.  B.    Goldney,  G. 


Booth,  Sir  R.  G. 
Bruce,  Sir  H.  H. 
Bruen,  H. 
Calcraft,  J.  H.  M. 
Carter,  S. 
Cartwnght,  Colonel 
Cave,  rt.  bon.  S. 
Chambers,  M. 
Clive,  G. 


Goodson,  J. 
Gore,  J.  R.  0. 
Gore,  W.  R.  O. 
Graham,  W. 
Graves,  S.  R. 
Griffith,  C.  D. 
Grove,  T.  F. 
Guinness,  Sir  A.  E. 
Gwyn,  H. 


Cochrane,  A.D.R.W.B.    Hamilton,  Lord  C. 


Cole,  bon.  H. 
Cole,  bon.  J.  L. 
Corry,  rt.  bon.  H.  L. 
Cooper,  E.  H. 
Cox,  W.  T. 
Dalglish,  R. 
De  La  Peer,  E. 
Dodson,  J.  G. 
Dunne,  rt.  bn.  General 
Dyott,  Colonel  R. 


Hamilton,  I.  T. 
Hardy,  rt.  bon.  G. 
Harris,  J.  D. 
Hartley  J. 
Hay,  Sir  J.  0.  D. 
Henley,  rt.  bon.  J.  W. 
Herbert,  rt.bn.  gen.  P. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Holmesdale,  Viscount 


Honiall,  T.  B. 
Hotbam,  Lord 
Howes,  E. 
Huddleston,  J.  W. 
Hunt,  rt.  bon.  G.  W. 
Karslake,  Sir  J.  B. 
Kekewich,  S.  T. 
Kelk,  J. 
Kendall,  N. 
Keown,  W. 


Paget,  T.T. 
Patten,  rt.  bon.  Col.  W. 
Pease,  J.  W. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Fritobard,  J« 
Read,  C.  S. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Sclater-Booth,  G, 
Scourfleld,  J.  H. 
Seymour,  G.  H. 


Knatchbull-Huges8en,E    Simonds,  W.  B. 


Knight,  F.  W. 
Lacon,  Sir  E. 
Laird,  J. 
Lament,  J. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Liddell,  bon.  H.  G. 
Lindsay,  bon.  Col.  C. 
Lindsay,  Col.  R.  L. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lusk,  A. 
M'Lagan,  P. 


Speirs,  A.  A. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stronge,  Sir  J.  M. 
Sykes,  Colonel  W.  H. 
Taylor,  Colonel 
Thorold,  Sir  J.  H. 
Tottenham,   Lieut.-Col. 

C.  G. 
Turner,  C. 
Tumor,  E. 
Vance,  J. 

Vandeleur,  Colonel 
Walpole,  rt.  bon.  S.  H. 


Mahon,  Viscount 

Manners,  rt.  bn.  Lord  J.    Waterbouse,  S. 

Mayo,  Earl  of  Welby ,  W.  E . 

Montagu,rt.bn.Lord  R.    Whitmore,  U. 

Montgomery,  Sir  G.  Williams,  F.  M. 

Morgan,  O. 

Morris,  G. 

Neville-Grenville,  R. 

Noel,  bon.  G.  J. 

Paget,  R.  H. 


Wise,  H.  C. 


TELLIBfl. 

Lopes,  H.  C. 

Hogg,  Lieut-Col.  J.  M. 


YOL.  CXCII.     [thHO)  8XBIES.] 


And  the  numbers  being  equal,  Mr. 
Speaker  stated  that  he  should  follow  the 
wise  rule  usually  adopted  in  similar  cases, 
by  ginng  the  House  a  farther  opportunity 
of  considering  the  merits  of  the  Bill  at  a 
future  stage,  and  accordingly  declared 
himself  with  the  Ayes. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 

to  a  Select  Committee. 

And,  on  June  23,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows :  Mr.  Shaw  LBrxYBi,  Mr.  Souoitob  Gens- 
RAi.,  Mr.  LowB,  Mr.  Rossill  Gurnbt,  Mr. 
Headulm,  Mr.  Baooalult,  Sir  John  Simeon,  Mr. 
Beach,  Sir  Colmah  O'Loohlbit,  Mr.  Atbtox,  Mr. 
GoLUNET,  Mr.  Baihes,  Mr.  Bentinok,  Mr.  Jacob 
Bbioht,  and  Mr.  Powell  :— Power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records ;  Five  to  be  tbe 
quorum. 

BURIALS  (IRELAND)  BILL-[Bill  5.] 
(Mr,  Montellt  Mr,  Sullivan,) 
COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  Monsell) 

The  Earl  of  MATO  said,  he  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  under 
existing  circumstances,  it  was  advantageous 
to  proceed  further  with  this  Bill  this  Ses- 
sion ?  When  it  was  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  laat  year,  he  (the  Earl 
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of  Mayo)  stated  that  he  was  favorable  to 
its  principle.  Since  then  a  considerable 
and  influential  deputation  from  the  North 
of  Ireland  had  waited  upon  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  himself,  and  expressed 
themseWes  strongly  in  support  of  this 
measure.  He  (the  Earl  of  Mnjo)  in- 
formed them  that  though  he  had  de- 
clared liimself  in  favour  of  the  general 
principle  of  the  Bill,  ho  nevertheless 
thought  that  many  alterations  ought  to  be 
made  in  it  before  it  became  law.  The 
question  had,  however,  now  assumed  a 
different  form.  It  was  most  probable  that 
in  the  next  Session  a  discussion  would 
arise  involving  the  very  existence  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland.  Seeing,  then  that  such 
a  measure  was  likely  to  bo  so  soon  dis- 
cussed, ho  submitted  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Monsoll)  that  it  would  be 
more  desirable  to  let  the  matter  rest  until 
the  new  Parliament  had  decided  upon 
the  great  constitutional  question,  which 
would  no  doubt  bo  shortly  submitted  to  it. 
The  grievance  complained  of  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill  was  really,  after  all,  not  a  very 
serious  one.  By  the  Act  known  as 
Lord  Plunket*s  Act  permission  was  given 
to  persons  of  all  creeds  to  bury,  with- 
out asking  leavo  of  the  incumbent,  their 
dead  in  the  burial-grounds  to  which  tho 
Bill  related.  Conditions  were,  however, 
imposed  with  regard  to  the  burial  service. 
In  respect  to  tho  reading  of  any  other 
burial  service  than  that  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  it  was  required  that  a  for- 
mal application  should  be  made  to  the 
minister  of  the  parish  for  leavo  to  read 
such  service.  But  it  was  further  provided 
that  in  case  any  incumbent  should  refuse 
to  allow  such  interments,  he  should  be 
obliged  to  state  in  writing  to  those  who 
made  application  for  permission  his  reasous 
for  that  refusal  as  well  as  to  transmit  a 
copy  of  those  reasons  to  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese,  so  that  the  refusal  could  not  be  a 
matter  of  course,  but  must  be  based  on 
sufficient  grounds.  Some  hardships  hnd, 
no  doubt,  arisen  under  the  operation  of  the 
present  law,  and  he  by  no  means  wished 
to  defend  tho  conduct  of  the  incumbents 
in  some  of  those  oases  ;  but,  on  the  whole, 
the  causes  of  complaint  wero  very  few,  and 
under  tho  circumstances  to  which  he  had 
referred  he  trusted  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  see  the  expediency  of  acceding  to 
the  appeal  which  he  made  to  him  for 
tho  postponement  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  ho  had  no  wish  to 
re-open  the  discussion  on  tho  principle  of 

The  Earl  of  Mayo 


the  Bill,  which  tbe  Honta  alBmied  on  tkt 
second  reading  ;  bnt  if  the  noble  Lord  W 
been  present  od  tbat  oeeaaioo  he  wooU 
have  been  aware  that  great  hardship  bil 
been  ioflieted  by  the  existing  law,  espensHj 
on  the  Presbyteriani.  It  wonld  be  a  greit 
disappointment  to  the  people  of  Ireliutd  if 
immediate  steps  vrere  not  taken  to  provide 
against  the  continuance  of  the  grievssce 
of  which  they  com  plained.  In  whsteter 
way  the  question  of  the  Eatablished  Chonh 
should  ultimately  he  aettled,  he  saw  m 
reason  for  not  proceeding  with  the  Bill  a 
the  present  occasion. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  denied  that  then 
was  any  case  of  hardship  proved  to  juitiff 
the  present  Bill,  except  it  was  considered  a 
hardship  that  the  Roman  Catholic  prien 
— the  arrogance  of  whose  disposition  *ti 
well-known — should  be  compelled  to  iik 
permission  of  the  clergyman  of  the  psriikti 
read  their  burial  service  over  their  dead  ii 
the  Protestant  burial-groundt  which  wii 
the  property  of  the  Church.  He  did  biC 
think  that  the  project  of  the  right  hoi. 
Gontleman  opposite  and  hia  party  for  tkt 
disestablishment  and  disendownientoftke 
Episcopal  Church  in  Ireland  weald  crff 
become  law.  But  even  supposing  thst  it 
should  become  law,  this  property— like  il 
tho  other  property  of  the  Church — mfA 
fall  into  the  hands  of  the  Executive,  tsbi 
disposed  of  at  the  pleasure  of  PariisoMsL 
It  appeared  to  him  that  tbe  appeal  of  tha 
noble  Earl  to  the  right  bon.  GentloBii 
opposite  was  reasonable.  The  right  hea 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends  either  bcliefd 
or  did  not  believe  that  tbe  propertj  d 
the  Irish  Church  would  fall  into  the  bssdi 
of  the  Executive,  and  if  their  antieipstioi 
was  well-founded.  Parliament  would  shh 
mately  have  the  disposal  of  it  in  any  vij 
it  deemed  fitting.  Then  there  wu  M 
reason  for  proceeding  further  with  ibii 
measure.  If  they  did  not  believe  it  thar 
grievance  amounted  to  this  —  that  it «« 
a  degradation  to  the  Roman  Catholic  prion 
to  have  to  write  a  letter  to  the  owner  of* 
graveyard  for  leave  to  read  the  bml 
service  over  the  remains  buried  in  it.  B> 
looked  upon  this  Bill  aa  a  part  of  the 
system  of  aggression  to  which  the  Chorel 
of  England  was  now  exposed.  Thepsoflf 
of  this  country  were  gradoallj  conscMMAif 
the  fact  that,  under  the  plea  of  grteviafli^ 
aggression  upon  the  rights  and  propertj 
of  the  Church  was  constantly  perpelratidl 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  that  tbe  instasMi  rf 
hardships  drawn  from  tbe  North  of  Ir^ 
land  alone  had  induced  tbe  HooM^  OB  th* 
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second  reading,  to  aflSrm  the  principle  of 
tho  Bill.  It  was  not  bo  much  the  Roman 
Catholics  as  the  Diseentera  in  Ireland  who 
demanded  thin  measure. 

Sir  QE0R6E  BOWYER  said,  he  could 
not  see  why  the  progress  of  the  Bill  should 
he  at  all  affected  hy  the  question  whether 
tlie  Irish  Church  was  or  was  not  to  be 
disestablished.  In  the  former  event  the 
churches  would,  in  accordance  with  the 
plan  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Lancashire,  still  remain  in  the  hands  of 
the  Protestant  clergy,  and  there  would  in 
that  case  be  the  same  need  for  such  legis- 
lation as  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Limerick  proposed  as  now. 

Motion,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
lea?e  the  Chair,"  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Where  Burials  of  Persons  not 
belonging  to  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland  take  place  in  Burial  Grounds 
of  such  Church,  Priest,  &c.,  of  other  de- 
nomination may  perform  Service). 

Mr.  LEFROY  moved  the  following 
Amendment  in  line  22,  after  "  chapel,"  to 
insert — 

"  Nor  within  one  hour  before  the  oommenoe- 
ment  or  after  the  conclusion  of  euch  celebration, 
nor  daring  the  time  at  which  the  incumbent  or 
minister  of  such  church  or  chapel,  or  any  other 
minister  or  other  ecclesiastical  person,  shall  be 
performing  the  burial  service  in  such  churchyard 
or  graveyard :  Provided  also,  That  nothing  herein 
contained  sbidl  be  deemed  to  authorize  the  burial 
of  any  dead  body  within  the  walls  of  any  church 
or  obapel,  or  within  twelve  feet  of  the  outside  of 
wall  thereof." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  MONSELL  moved  to  insert,  in  line 
23,  after  tho  word  "  chapel,"  the  words — 

"  Nor  during  the  performance  of  any  other  burial 
service  in  the  said  churchyard  or  graveyard." 

LoKD  JOHN  BROWNE  moved  to  add 
at  the  end  of  the  clause  tho  words — 

"  Provided  always.  That  nothing  in  this  Act 
shall  confer  any  right  of  burial  where  no  such 
right  already  exists." 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VANCE  moved  an  Amendment 
that  a  day's  notice,  in  writing,  of  burial, 
should  be  given  to  the  officiating  minister 
of  any  such  church  or  chapel. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 
Clause,  to  add  the  words- 
Provided  always,  That  notice  in  writing  of  the 
day  and  hour  at  which  such  burial  is  intended  to 
take  plaoo  shall  have  been  given  by  soch  priMt  or 
clergyman  of  such  religious  denomination  one  day 


at  least  before  such  burial  to  the  oflloiating  minister 
of  such  church  or  chapel,  or  shall  have  been  left 
at  his  place  of  abode.  — {Mr.  Vance.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  MONSELL  objected  to  the  Amend- 
ment as  unnecessary. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  that  when  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  under  dis- 
cussion lie  pointed  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  necessity  there  was  for 
providing  some  means  to  preserve  order 
and  prevent  collision  between  parties  of 
different  religions.  He  thought  the  most 
ordinary  feelings  of  decency  would  re- 
commend such  a  course.  Whether  the 
present  provision  was  the  best  adapted  for 
that  purpose  he  did  not  know;  but  he 
thought  some  provision  ought  to  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  was  afraid  that  in 
certain  circumstances  the  notice  would  be 
more  likely  to  cause  disorder  than  to  pre- 
vent it,  as  in  the  ease  of  the  funeral  being, 
however  unavoidably,  behind  the  time 
fixed. 

Mb.  VANCE  said,  he  would  alter  the 
word  '*  burial  "  in  his  Amendment  to  **  re- 
ligious service." 

Question  put,  '*  That  the  words,  as 
amended,  be  added  to  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  91  ; 
Noes  122:  Majority  31. 

Mr.  ORMSBY  GORE  said,  it  would 
certainly  be  necessary  that  some  notice 
should  be  given,  and  he  would  propose  the 
addition  of  the  following  words  : — 

"  Provided  always  that  notice  in  writing  of  the 
day  and  hour  on  which  such  burial  is  intended  to 
take  place  shall  be  given  to  the  police  by  such 
priest  or  clergyman  at  least  twelve  hours  before 
such  burial." 

Mb.  LAWSON  said,  that  the  adoption 
of  the  Amendment  would  invite  collision 
between  contending  parties. 

Mb.  ORMSBY  GOKE  intimated  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  effect  tho 
object  he  desired  to  accomplish  in  pro- 
posing the  Amendment  by  the  insertion 
of  different  words  he  would  be  perfectly 
satisfied. 

Sib  HENRY  WINSTON  -  BARRON 
asked  what  was  to  be  done  in  the  case  of  a 
parish  where  there  was  no  Protestant 
clergyman  and  no  Protestant  Charch. 
That  was  the  case  of  a  pariah  in  tho 
county  of  Waterford. 

Mb.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  aiOd,  iiuU 
I  the  Bill  was  oblj  iDtenM  fp  gjgfij 
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Protestanl  churchyards,  and  not  to  the 
case  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet  referred. 
Matters  of  this  sort  should  not  be  hurried 
on  for  an  ulterior  purpose. 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  it  should  be  the 
object  of  all  classes  to  prevent  collision  in 
the  churchyards :  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Monsell),  as  he  had  re- 
jected the  Amendment  proposed,  should 
bring  up  a  clause  of  his  own  on  the  subject. 
A  groat  deal  of  ill-feeling  would  be  created, 
and  a  great  deal  of  outrage  would  occur, 
should  this  Bill  bo  passed  in  its  present 
shape. 

Mr.  MONSEIiL  said,  that  he  had 
already  brought  up  a  clause  founded  upon 
a  suggestion  made  on  the  second  reading 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire (Mr.  Henley)  to  prevent  two  funeral 
services  going  on  at  the  same  time.  He 
felt  the  same  interest  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  preservation  of  law  and  order, 
and  he  thought  that  the  means  he  had 
adopted  for  that  purpose  were  sufficient. 
Was  it  to  be  supposed  that  any  ministers 
of  religion  would  take  a  course  that  would 
cause  disturbance?  There  had  not  been 
any  disturbance  under  the  existing  law, 
and  he  thought  the  danger  of  disturbance 
was  not  increased,  but  rather  diminished, 
by  this  Bill. 

Mr.  VANCE  remarked  that  contending 
parties  might  unwittingly  and  without 
knowledge  meet  in  the  churchyards,  and 
.under  such  circumstances  a  collision  would 
■be  inevitable. 

Amendment  negatived* 

Clause  (igreed  to. 

Clauses  2  and  3  agreed  to, 

Mr.  LEFROr  proposed  to  insert  the 
following  clauses  after  Clause  1 : — 

**  It  shftU  not  be  lawfiil  for  any  person  to  enter 
the  churchyard  or  graveyard  attached  or  belong- 
ing to  any  rectory,  yicarage,  church,  or  chapel  of 
such  church,  for  the  purpose  of  opening  or  making 
any  grave  in  such  churchyard  or  graveyard,  or  to 
open  or  make  any  such  grave,  unless  such  person 
shall  be  the  sexton  of  such  church  or  chapel,  or 
shall  be  duly  authorized  thereto  by  the  incumbent 
or  minister  of  such  church  or  chapel. 

(Penalty  for  offences  against  this  Act). 

**  Every  person  who  shall  offend  against  this 
Act  shall  be  liable,  upon  a  summary  conviction 
for  the  same  before  any  justice  of  the  peace  for 
the  county,  riding,  division,  liberty,  city,  borough, 
police  district,  or  place  where  the  offence  shall  be 
committed,  to  a  penalty  not  exceeding  ten  pounds 
lor  every  such  offence." 

^  Clause  brought  up  and  read  the   first 
time. 

Mr.  Darhy  Qriffith 


Mb.  monsell  opposed  the  clause. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Clanie  be  reil 
a  second  time." 

The  Committee   ditnded :  —  Ayes  73; 
Noes  123  :  Majority  50. 

Mr.  J.  COLE  moved  the  iDBertion  of  the 
following  clause : — 

"  Nothing  herein  contained  shall  antborinthe 
burial  of  any  person  not  belonging  to  the  United 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland  in  any  ohnrebyaid 
or  graveyard  where  heretofore  no  such  borial  bi 
ever  taken  place,  and  when  there  exists  vithk 
the  parish  another  charobyard,  graveyard,  «r 
burial  ground  in  which  persona  not  belongis;  to 
the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireh^  cu 
be  buried  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act." 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  the  clause. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill 

Sir  HERYET  BRUCE  moved  thefal- 
lowing  clause : — 

(Form  of  burial  service).  * 

<<  That  it  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  prie^  or 
minister  authorized  by  this  Act  to  perform  t]» 
burial  servicCi  to  use  any  ceremonies,  or  p«^ 
form  any  acts  other  than  read,  or  say  the  burial 
service  which  it  would  not  be  lawful  Ik  i 
minister  of  the  Established  Church  to  use  ff 
perform." 

He  should  have  no  objection  to  the  sddi- 
tion  of  the  words  after  **  service  "  of  "ap- 
pertaining to  the  Church  to  which  he  be- 
longed;" but  he  was  anxious  that  it  shooU 
not  be  able  to  be  said  that  Members  d 
the  Established  Church  would  allow  the 
ministers  of  any  religion,  Hindoo,  Ms- 
homedan,  or  any  other,  to  go  to  toj 
churchyard  and  perform  their  objeetioD- 
able  rites  there  without  the  permissioo  of 
the  parish  minister. 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  he  concurred  is 
the  object  the  hon.  Member  had  in  Tiev, 
but  did  not  think  the  propoaed  cltoss 
would  accomplish  it.  He  hoped  the  elaoss 
would  be  withdrawn,  and  he  would  promiss 
that  a  clause  should  be  introduced  to  pre- 
vent the  performance  of  anything  beyond 
a  regular  burial  service. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  agaia 
To-morrow, 

INCL08URB   TnO.  2)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Jaioes  FsBemMov,  BOI  to 
authorize  the  Inolosure  of  certain  Lands,  in  psr> 
soanoe  of  a  Special  Report  of  the  Inelotnie  Cen- 
missioners  for  England  and  Wales,  ordered  to  bs 
brought  in  by  Sir  James   Paaocssov  and  3lr. 

SCLATBR-BOOTH. 

BW\  pr€i€nted,9sxd  read  the  first  time.  [BiD  Ittt] 
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poob  law  akd  medical  insp£cx0b8 
(ibelai^d)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Mato,  Bill  to  extend 
the  powers  of  Poor  Law  Inspeotors  and  Medical 
Inspectors  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  The  Earl  of  Mato  and  Mr.  Attobnit  Gbkbiul 
for  Irbland. 

INYESTMBNT  OF  TEUST   FUITBS  SUPFLBIIEMTAL 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hbnrt  B.  Sbbbidah,  Bill  to 

supplement  the  Investment  of  Trust  Funds  Act, 

ordered  to  be  brought  in    by  Mr.   Hbkbt    B. 

Shbbidan  and  Mr.  Atbtoit. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  164.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


^^^^MMAAMM^^ 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
\^Thur8dai/,  June  11, 1868. 

MINUTES.]— PuBuo  Bills— /Yri<  Reading— 
Pier  and  Uarbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)* 
(189);  I.ee  River  Consenrancy* (140);  Fairs* 
(141);  Salmon  Fisheries  (ScotUnd)*  (142). 

Third  Reading-^ Sea  Fisheries*  (125),  and 
passed, 

ARMY  CHAPLAINS  BILL.— (No.  116.) 
(  The  Earl  of  Longford.) 

OOKMITTEE.      ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  a  Committee." — (The  Earl 
of  Longford.) 

The  Aechbishop  op  CANTERBUEY 
eaid,  he  wished  to  make  a  few  remarks, 
as,  owing  to  a  mistake,  he  had  not  been 
present  on  the  occasion  of  the  Bill  being 
read  a  second  time.  The  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Longford)  then  stated  that  the  Bill 
had  been  submitted  to  him,  and  that  he 
had  intimated  his  general  approval  of  it. 
Kow,  the  main  object  of  the  measure  un- 
doubtedly had  his  entire  approval ;  for  it 
was  highly  inexpedient  that  the  army 
chaplains  iJiould  be  subject  to  the  control 
of  the  parochial  clergy,  and  it  was  desir- 
able that  the  army  chaplains  should  be 
subject  to  some  Bishop.  Those  two  points 
were  aimed  at  by  the  Bill,  which,  however, 
contained  some  provisions  that  called  for 
yery  serious  and  carelul  consideration.  One 
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alteration  which  he  had  suggested  in  the 
4th  clause  had  not  been  introduced.  That 
clause  enacted  that  after  any  scheme  for 
constituting  a  precinct  or  disbict  had  been 
laid  before  the  Queen  in  Council,  and  there 
ratified — 

**  Such  precinct  or  district  shall  thereafter  he 
and  be  adjudged  and  taken  to  be,  a  Royal  Pecu- 
liar, and  shall  be  for  all  ecclesiastical  purposes 
under  the  immediate  and  exdusiye  jurisdiction  of 
the  Crown." 

What  he  (the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury) 
had  suggested  was  the  insertion  after 
"jurisdiction  "  of  the  words  **  of  an  eccle- 
siastical authority  appointed  by  the  Crown.'' 
This  would  make  a  great  difference,  as  it 
would  place  the  jurisdiction  in  proper 
hands.  As  regards  Boyal  peculiars,  it  was 
very  doubtful  what  authority  was  to  be 
exercised.  These  matters  were  of  no 
slight  importance,  and  he  trusted,  there- 
fore, that  they  would  be  carefully  consi- 
dered in  Committee. 

The  Bishop  op  GLOUCESTER  and 
BEISTOL  thought  very  great  inconveni- 
ence would  arise  from  the  establishment 
of  Eoyal  peculiars — indeed,  all  recent  le- 
gislation, as  far  as  he  had  observed,  had 
been  to  diminish  these  exemptions  from 
regular  ecclesiastical  jurisdiction.  It  was 
very  difficult  even  for  ecclesiastical  lawyers 
to  define  exactly  what  they  were,  and  cer- 
tainly the  establishment  of  Royal  peculiars 
in  the  way  apparently  contemplated  by 
some  of  the  clauses  of  the  present  mea- 
sure was  wholly  unprecedented.  Ho 
trusted  therefore  their  Lordships  would 
give  their  serious  consideration  to  thoso 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  He  was  still  un- 
convinced that  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese 
in  which  these  districts  were  situate  was 
not  the  authority  with  whom  the  Crown 
ought  to  communicate  when  necessary. 
In  his  opinion,  there  was  no  need  to  go 
further  in  order  to  carry  out  the  general 
principles  of  this  Bill  than  to  make  the 
districts  within  which  it  was  desired  the 
chaplains  should  officiate  extra-parochial, 
and  to  leave  them  subject  to  the  general 
authority  of  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese. 
The  6th  and  7th  clauses  provided  for 
the  appointment  of  army  chaplains  by 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  defined  the 
limits  within  which  they  were  to  officiate. 
Thus  far  no  one  could  object ;  but  there 
was  no  reason  why  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese  should  not,  in  case  of  any  offence 
being  committed  against  the  laws  ecclesi- 
astical, be  invited  by  the  authorities  of  the 
Crown  to  exercise  the  powers  with  whioh 
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he  was  legally  invested.  Nay,  more,  the 
general  authority  of  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese,  especially  in  spiritual  matters, 
ought  clearly  to  be  considered.  In  such 
a  practical  matter  as  confirmation,  for 
example,  it  was  surely  desirable  that  the 
Bishop  of  the  diocese,  and  not  a  Bishop 
coming  from  without  should  administer 
the  rite  to  the  persons  wlio  needed  it  in 
these  districts.  Thus,  then,  he  caw  no  rea- 
son whatever  why  their  Lordships  should 
not  be  content  to  establish  extra-paroohial 
districts,  reserving  to  the  Crown  the  power 
of  appointment  under  the  6th  and  7th 
clauses,  and  leaving  the  Bishop  of  tlie  dio- 
cese with  his  general  episcopal  powers  to 
be  called  in  when  needful. 

Eabl  obey  was  understood  to  express 
a  doubt  that  the  position  of  the  Presby- 
terian military  chaplains  might  be  un- 
favourably affected  by  the  Bill. 

The  Archbisoop  of  YORK    said,  the 
Bill   applied  only  to  consecrated  not  to 
unconsocrated  buildings.      The  Bill  was 
not  intended  to  exempt  military  chaplains 
from  episcopal  jurisdiction ;   but  on  the 
contrary  to  provide  for  them  more  effectual 
superintendence.     It  was  the  privilege  of 
every  incumbent  to  have  his  own  Bishop 
and  his  own  diocese.     But  the  case  of  the 
army  chaplains  was  an  exception ;  they  | 
were  a  moveable  body,  and   they  com-  j 
plained  —  as    they  had   complained   for  > 
years — that  they  were  in  the  special  care 
of   no   one  ;    that   there  was   no  Bishop 
to  whom  they  could  look   up   for  advice 
and  guidance.     He  did  not  think  that  that 
would  be  remedied  by  placing  them  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  several  Bishops  in 
whose    diocese   the   stations   might  hap- 
pen to  be  placed.    His  own  suggestion  had 
been   that    all  the  camps   and  barracks, 
should  be  made  peculiars  under  the  charge 
of  one  Bishop — of  the  Bishop  of  London,  ! 
for  instance.      But  a  Bishop  of  London  , 
might   find    that  a  jurisdiction  over   so . 
widely  scattered  a  body  might  be  too  much  j 
in  addition  to  his  ordinary  diocesan  duties.  \ 
He  had,  therefore,  come  to  the  conclusion  ! 
that  the  plan  proposed  by  the  Bill  was  the  I 
best--namely,  to  make  each  district  or  i 
precinct  a  Iloyal  peculiar,  leaving  it  to 
the  Crown  to  appoint  any  Archbishop  or  i 
Bishop  to  be  dean  of  the  peculiar  to  whom  , 
the  Secretary  of  State  might  refer  any  ' 
matter  that  might  arise  touching  the  mi- ' 
nistrations  of  the  army  chaplain  within  it. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  desired, 
to  remind  their  Lordships  that  until  re- ' 
cently  we  had  not  had  in  this  country  exten- , 
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sive  military  stations  or  oampfl.  Bntinevery 
other  country,  where  there  was  a  oonnee- 
tion  between  the  Charoh  and  State,  la 
encampment  in  the  field  was  exempted 
from  the  ordinary  territorial  jnrisdictioi 
of  the  episcopacy.  Under  the  jariidictiQii 
of  the  Crown,  some  Bishop,  generally  t 
suffragan,  was  appointed  to  perform  epis- 
copal duties  in  respect  of  the  encampmoit 
There  were  three  sorts  of  *'  peculiars"— i 
Royal  peculiar,  an  Archbishop's  pecoliar, 
and  a  Bishop's  pecoliar.  The  result  d 
making  the  English  encampments  Bojal 
peculiars  would  be  that  the  pecaHar  jaiii- 
diction  would  be  exercised  by  a  Buhof), 
whom  the  Crown  would  appoint  dean  of 
the  Royal  peculiar.  Having  a  Bishop  n 
appointed  by  the  Crown  would  eeean 
uniformity  in  the  exercise  of  episcoptl 
jurisdiction  over  the  army  chaplains.  Be- 
sides, there  would  be  the  difficulty  in  veit- 
ing  the  jurisdiction  in  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese  that  an  encampment,  if  extensire, 
might  be  in  two  dioceses.  The  Amend- 
ment on  the  4th  clause,  suggested  by  the 
most  rev.  Primate,  could  be  considered  in 
Committee. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  he  ¥tf 
of  opinion  that  the  object  of  the  meaioR 
was  a  good  one ;  but,  after  listening  to  the 
explanation  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack,  it  appeared  to  him  tint 
the  fundamental  conception  of  the  Bill  wu 
at  variance  with  the  whole  of  the  Church 
system  in  this  country.  He  could  not  nn- 
derstand  what  were  the  difficulties  thii 
Bill  was  framed  to  meet,  nor  could  he  see 
what  injury  would  be  inflicted  by  having 
the  army  chaplains  placed  under  the  con* 
trol  of  the  Bishop  in  whose  diocese  ther 
might  happen  to  be  stationed.  It  was 
said  that  thoy  were  liable  to  be  removed 
from  one  diocese  to  another.  The  stme 
might  be  said  of  all  curates.  It  was  sug- 
gested that  great  inconvenience  would  arise 
from  the  introduction  of  different  rules. 
If,  indeed,  there  was  room  for  individotl 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Bishops  he  could 
see  that  inconvenience  might  arise  from 
different  rules  existing  together.  But  this 
was  not  so.  The  only  subject  of  appeal 
to  the  Bishop  as  against  Uie  clergyman 
would  be  some  breach  of  ecclesiastical  dis- 
cipline ;  but  the  determination  of  such  a 
question  would  be  governed  by  ecclesiai- 
tical  law,  and  would  not  depend  upon 
rules  made  by  any  particular  Bishop. 
There  was,  therefore,  no  gain  in  creating 
for  this  purpose  a  wholly  new  machineiy* 
The  [object  of  the  Bill  iras  not  that  the 
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obaplains  sbonld  be  removed  from  tbe 
power  of  tbe  OrdiDary,  but  tbat  tbey 
ebould  be  removed  from  tbe  power  of  the 
common  Ordinary,  and  pnt  under  tbe 
jurisdiction  of  anotber.  Tbe  By  stem  of 
peculiars  was  one  wbicb  we  bad  inherited 
from  tbe  days  of  the  Papacy.  The  Pope 
claimed  tbe  right  to  remove  tbe  power  of 
tbe  Ordinary  from  tbe  Bishop  in  whom  it 
had  been  vested  and  to  confer  it  on  anotber 
authority— on  religious  bouses  in  some  in- 
stances ;  but  it  would  be  a  new  thing  for 
Parliament  to  step  in  and  exercise  the  semi- 
spiritual  power  of  removing  army  chaplains 
from  the  power  of  their  proper  Bishop  and 
putting  them  under  tbe  control  of  anotber 
—we  should  then  have  tbe  spectacle  of  one 
of  our  Bishops  exercising  episcopal  power 
in  tbe  diocese  of  anotber  prelate.  Let 
them  take  the  case  of  tbe  great  camp  at 
Aldersbot.  It  was  in  tbe  diocese  of  Win- 
chester, and  tbe  Bishop  of  tbat  diocese 
looked  upon  himself  as  tbe  Bishop  of  the 
camp,  coufirmed  the  soldiers'  children,  and 
performed  other  episcopal  functions  there ; 
and  anotber  Bishop  could  not  be  introduced 
without  a  grievous  ioterruption  to  the 
whole  system  of  the  Church.  And  tbe 
only  reason  assigned  for  this  interference 
was  that  given  by  bis  most  rev.  Friend 
(the  Archbishop  of  York)  tbat  the  army 
chaplains  were  not  now  in  a  position  where 
they  could  look  for  tbe  same  amount  of 
episcopal  patronage  as  other  curates.  [Tbe 
Archbishop  of  Yobk  :  Ko,  no  !  I  said  "  ad- 
vice and  guidance."  J  As  to  the  argument 
drawn  from  the  fact  that  tbe  chaplains 
were  liable  to  be  moved  about  from  one 
Btation  to  anotber,  that  was  no  more  than 
happened  to  the  other  curates  of  the 
Church.  It  was  no  uncommon  thing  for 
a  curote  to  be  in  his  diocese  one  week  and 
in  that  of  London  on  tbe  week  following. 
That  being  the  case,  he  could  not  see  that 
the  fact  that,  like  all  curates,  tbey  were 
liable  to  removal  should  prevent  the  army 
chaplains  from  being  placed  under  the 
spiritual  jurisdiction  of  tbe  Bishop  of  tbe 
diocese,  to  whom  tbey  might  apply  for  ad- 
vice and  guidance.  But  it  was  said  that 
the  War  Office  would  be  put  to  great 
difficulty  in  having  to  communicate  with 
BO  many  different  persons.  He  did  not  seo 
what  it  would  have  to  communicate  with 
them  for.  The  War  Office  appointed  the 
army  chaplains,  moved  them  from  one  en- 
campment to  anotber,  and  removed  them 
from  their  appointments  if  necessary. 
These  things  were  not  in  the  bands  of  any 
Bishop;  they  were  in  the  hands  of  the 


War  Office,  and  the  exigency  of  tbe  case 
required  that  they  should  be  bo.  Except 
the  War  Office  meant  to  transfer  its  autho- 
rity in  these  matters  to  tbe  Bishop  of  tbe 
diocese,  he  did  not  see  tbat  there  would 
be  any  communication  between  that  De- 
partment and  the  Bishops  unless  in  the 
rare  case  of  a  breach  of  ecclesiastical  dis- 
cipline being  alleged,  when  tbe  decision 
would  be  in  accordance  with  settled  ec« 
clesiastical  law.  He  knew  that  tbe  Bishop 
of  Winchester  appreciated  most  highly  the 
opportunity  which  the  episcopal  functions 
exercised  by  him  in  the  camp  at  Alder- 
sbot gave  him  of  doing  good  among  Her 
Majesty's  troops,  and  would  be  most  sorry 
to  be  deprived  of  it.  He  repeated  tbat 
be  did  not  see  why  tbe  army  chaplains 
should  not  be  placed  under  the  spiritual 
jurisdiction  of  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  ; 
but,  at  tbe  same  time,  he  thought  they 
ought  to  be  extra-parochial :  tbe  clergyman 
of  the  parish  should  have  no  power  to  in- 
terfere with  them  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duty  as  chaplains  to  the  army.  He  was 
satisfied  tbat  tbe  Bill  ought  to  be  confined 
to  tbat  point  alone — all  tbe  rest  might 
more  conveniently  be  done  by  the  Bishop 
of  tbe  diocese  than  by  any  other  autho- 
rity. 

The  Bishop  ov  LONDON  said,  be  was 
glad  this  discussion  bad  taken  place,  for 
tbe  subject  was  an  extremely  difficult  one; 
but  be  could  not  help  thinking  tbat  there 
was  another  view  of  the  matter  than  tbat 
which  his  right  rev.  Brother  (the  Bishop 
of  Oxford)  had  just  put  forward;  and  that 
if  some  of  the  parochial  clergy  could  be  pre- 
sent to  look  after  their  interests,  tbey  would 
be  able  to  show  as  conclusively  that  it  was 
improper  for  a  place  to  be  taken  out  of  a 
parish  as  tbe  Bishops  bad  shown  that  it 
should  not  be  taken  out  of  a  diocese.  As  to 
the  evil  of  peculiars,  in  tbe  system  of  the 
Church  of  England  there  were  peculiars 
at  tbe  present  moment.  There  was  one 
very  notable  instance  just  over  tbe  way. 
Westminster  Abbey  was  a  peculiar,  and  a 
peculiar  it  was  likely  to  remain  to  the  end. 
His  right  rev.  Friend  would  no  doubt  re- 
member tbat  there  was  a  time  when  tbe 
Bishop  of  the  diocese  proposed  to  reduce  it 
within  his  jurisdiction ;  but  be  was  met  by 
a  certain  formidable  Deaa  of  Westminster, 
who  came  forward  and  successfully  defended 
the  rights  of  his  Chapter,  and  a  peculiar  it 
was  allowed  to  remain.  And  that  was 
not  tbe  only  instance  of  a  peculiar ;  for  if 
be  rightly  read  tbe  law,  every  Bishop's 
house  in  which  he  resided  as  his  Bee^ 
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house  outside  of  his  diocese  was  his  pecu- 
liar, and  was  not  under  the  control  of  the 
Bishop  of  the  diocese ;  so  that  the  Bishop 
of  Winchester,  who  had  a  house  opposite 
his  in  St.  James's  Square,  lived  in  his 
own    peculiar,  and  not   under  his   (the 
Bishop  of  London's)  jurisdiction.     Then 
there  were  seyeral  Boyal  peculiars  in  Lon- 
don.    His  venerahle  predecessor  when  he 
resigned  the  see,  still  continued,  hy  Her 
Majesty's  request,  to  hold  the  office  of  Dean 
of  the  Chapels  Royal,  and  continued  to  exer- 
cise his  authority  with  great  henefit  to  all 
connected  with  the  Chapels  Royal ;  and  he 
had  never  heard  any  doubt  expressed  as 
to  the  legality  of  that  course.     No  doubt, 
the   tendency   of   recent  legislation   had 
been  to  diminish  these  peculiars,  but  that 
was  only  on  the  ground  of  their  incon- 
venience;   and  if  their  Lordships  found 
that,  in  the  present  instance,  it  would 
be    a    convenience    to    create    peculiars, 
the  same  reason  that  was  good  for  abo- 
lishing them    would  bo  good   for   sanc- 
tioning them.     The  question  was— whe- 
ther there  was  any  other  equally  efficient 
way  of  attaining   the  proposed  object  ? 
It  might  be  said  that  the  chaplains   of 
prisons  and  workhouses  were  in  the  same 
position  as  army  chaplains.    But  the  cases 
were  not  parallel.     From  correspondence 
which  ho  had  held  with  army  chaplains, 
he  knew  that  they  felt  a  great  want  of 
episcopal  authority  to  whom   they  could 
refer ;  they  considered  themselves  treated 
to  some  extent  as  civilians  and  wished  to 
be  recognized  in  their  ecclesiastical  status. 
Correspondence  from  one  of  these  gentle- 
men reached  Lira  one  day  from  Woolwicli 
and  another  day  from  Hounslow ;  the  very 
nature  of  their  office  rendering  them  liable 
to  be  moved  continually  from  diocese  to 
diocese.      It  was    true  that   the   clause 
did   not  in    terms   refer   to   consultation 
with  a  Bishop  ;  but  the  reference  to  the 
jurisdiction  in  case  of  offences  carried  with 
it  the  meaning  that  the  dean  of  the  pecu- 
liar was  to  be  the  Biihop  to  whom  army 
chaplains  were  to  have  access  upon  all  ques- 
tions of  difficulty.    What  they  wanted  was 
some  one  Bishop  whom  they  could  consult 
on  all  emergencies,  and  they  would  not 
have  the  same  feelings  if  they  were  to  be 
brought  into  relations  with  every  Bishop 
in  England.     Neither  did  he  see  how  the 
business  of  the  War  Office  was  to  be  con- 
ducted if  a  correspondence  were  to  be  car- 
ried on  with  the  Bishops  of  all  the  dio- 
ceses in   which    army    chaplains    might 
happen  to  be  placed  for  a  few  days. 

The  Buhop  of  Lmdim 


The  Eabl  of  CARNAKYON,  sedsg 
that  every  speaker  had  differed  from  tbe 
other  as  to  the  precise  maxmer  in  whidi 
an  object  upon  which  they  were  all  agreed 
should  be  carried  out.  suggested  that  tb 
Bill  should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  t 
Select  Committee,  who  would  soon  agm 
as  to  the  best  mode  of  rendering  the  d^ 
tails  of  a  valuable  measure  generally  a^ 
ceptable. 

Tns  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  Ix 
could  not  agree  with  his  noble  Friead. 
The  differences  of  opinion  to  which  ex- 
pression had  been  giren  were  confined  to 
a  single   point,  which  he  thought  thev 
Lordships  could  decide  quite  as  well  ii 
the  House  as  in  a  room  up-stoirs.    Tk 
sole  point  was  whether  jurisdiction  ors 
these  army  chaplains  should  be  reposed  d 
necessity  in   the  Bishop   of   the  dioeess 
where  the  camp  was    situated,   or  in  t 
Bishop  to  be  assigned  hj  the  Crown.  Wttk 
reference  to  the  argument  of  liis  right  ler. 
Friend   (the  Bishop    of  London),  it  lud 
always  seemed  to  him  that  a  very  stnnf 
case  was  capable  of  heing  made  for  tk 
minister  of  the  pariah  in  which  the  eaap 
was  established,  the  army  chaplain  beiflt 
well  paid  for  his  services  among  the  nd- 
litary,  while  the  parish  clergyman,  wb 
received  no  extra  pay,  had  throwi^  npn 
his  hands  the  foUowers  and  off-sconrii||i 
of  the  camp.    But  if  the  necessity  of  tbe 
case  compelled  them   to   disregard  striet 
rights,   and  even   inconvenience  to  tbe 
minister  of  the  parish,  the  argument  as  to 
interference  with  the  diocese  could  hardlj 
be  insisted  upon.     As  to  episcopal  8upe^ 
intendence  over  a  number    of  peculisn^ 
that  difficulty  had  to  be   met  and  8ii> 
mounted  already.     He  understood  that  in 
the  province  of  Canterbury  there  were  « 
many  as  100  peculiars.     [The  Archbidwp 
of  Cantebburt  was  understood  to  dissent) 
Well,  at  all  events,  a  considerable  num- 
ber.    After  all,  the  whole  question  ^^ 
solved  itself  into  one  of  work,  and  Irll^ 
ther  it  was  not  better  to  subject  all  ancy 
chaplains  to  a  common  head. 

Eabl  STANHOPE  said,  he  though!  tbe 
matter  was  one  which  might  be  very  con- 
veniently considered  in  a  Select  Commit- 
tee. 

The  Abchbishop  of  YORK  thought  it 
was  quite  unnecessary  to  refer  the  Bill  to 
a  Select  Committee ;  the  point  in  dispats 
was  fundamental  and  very  narrow ;  their 
Lordships  could  express  an  opinion  on  it 
at  a  moment's  notice  without  any  inqaiiy 
whatever. 


1393 


Army — Militia 


(JumB  11,  1868) 


QuarUrmatUrs. 


1394 


Eabl  nelson  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  any  one  of  the  episcopal  Bench  could 
possibly  find  time  to  sapervise  the  military 
chaplains  over  the  whole  country.  It 
would  be  quite  a  different  thing  if  it  were 
proposed  to  make  the  Chaplain  General 
a  Bishop,  and  give  him  episcopal  jurisdic- 
tion over  these  chaplains. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  urged  that 
the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

The  Duke  of  BUCKINGHAM  sug- 
gested that  the  debate  be  adjourned.  The 
ITnder  Secretary  for  War  (t^e  Earl  of 
LoDgford)  had  been  compelled  to  be  ab- 
sent from  sudden  severe  indisposition, 
and  had  asked  him  to  take  charge  of  the 
Bill ;  but  it  was  evident  his  noble  Friend 
was  at  the  time  unaware  of  the  views  of 
the  Bishops  on  some  portions  of  the  mea- 
sure. The  points  raised  were  very  im- 
portant, and  as  he  had  not  ascertained  the 
opinion  of  the  War  Department  on  them, 
he  thought  it  best  to  suggest  the  post- 
ponement of  the  Order  until  to-morrow, 
when  he  hoped  to  be  better  furnished 
with  the  views  of  his  noble  Friend.  Con- 
siderations of  a  legal  nature,  he  believed, 
made  it  unndvisable  to  put  off  the  Bill 
until  Monday.  He  moved  that  the  debate 
be  adjourned. 

LoBD  BEDESDALE  suggested  that  all 
proposed  Amendments  be  printed,  that 
their  Lordships  might  better  understand 
the  rather  complex  issues  raised. 

Further  debate  adjourned  until  To- mor- 
row. 

SALMON  FISHEBIES   (sCOTLAin))   BILL    [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Salmon 
Fisheries  in  Scotland  —  Was  presented  by  The 
Duke  of  Richmond  ;  read  l\    (No.  142.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Six 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  June  11,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— PuBUC  Bills— 0«fer«rf— Regis- 
tration (1868)  ;  Ecclesiastical  Ck>mmi8> 
sioners  *  ;  Drainage  Provisional  Order  Confir- 
mation.* 

First  /Z^odtn^— Registration  (1868)»  [167]; 
Ecclesiastical  Conmiissioners  *  [168]  ;  Drainago 
Frofisional  Order  Confirmation*  [169]. 


Second  Reading^  JjOokI  GoTemmsni  Supple- 
mental (No.  8)»  [121];  Local  Goveniment 
Supplemental  (No.  4)*  [159]  ;  Local  Govern- 
ment Supplemental  (No.  5)*  [160]. 

Referred  to  Select  CammUlee — Local  Goyemment 
Supplemental  (No.  3)*  [121]. 

Committee — Boundary  [78]  ;  Court  of  Chancorj 
and  Exchequer  (Ireland)  Fee  Funds*  [146] ; 
R.p. ;  Thames  Embankment  and  Metropolis  Im- 
proyement  (Loans)  Act  Amendment  *  [133] ; 
Duchy  of  Cornwall  Amendment  (onre'C(nnm,)  * 
[136].  ' 

Report^hound&rj  [78-165];  Thames  Embank- 
ment and  Metropolis  Improvement  (Loans) 
Act  Amendment*  [133]  ;  Duchy  of  Cornwall 
Amendment  (on  re-comm,)  •  [136], 

Considered  as  am^iu^i^t^— Representation  of  the 
People  (Scotland)  [166] ;  Consecration  of 
Churchyards  Act  (1867)  Amendment*  [152]  ; 
Voters  in  Disfranchised  Boroughs  *  [128J. 

EGYPT— THE   VICEROY  AND  THE 

SOCIETE  lyAGRICOLE. 

QUESTION. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  statement  made  in  the 
City  Article  of  The  Times  of  June  6, 
relative  to  the  conduct  of  the  Viceroy  of 
^^JPt  towards  the  shareholders  of  the 
Sooi^te  Agricole  et  Industrielle  d'Egypte, 
if  that  statement  be  correct;  and,  inas- 
much as  the  Government  of  the  Viceroy  is 
now  trying  to  raise  a  loan  in  this  Country, 
whether  fier  Majesty's  Government  have 
any  objection  to  state  the  steps  they  have 
taken  on  behalf  of  British  subjects  who 
have  been  thus  treated  ? 

Lord  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said,  hia  at- 
tention had  been  called  to  the  statement  in 
the  City  Article  of  The  Times  o(  June  6,  al- 
luded to  hy  the  hpn.  and  learned  Member, 
and  he  (Lord  Stanley)  had  received  repre- 
sentations on  the  same  subject  from  a  com- 
pany calling  itself  the  Egyptian  Commercial 
and  Trading  Company  of  London,  and  also 
from  other  parties.  In  consequence  of 
those  representations,  Colonel  Stanton  had 
been  instructed  to  bring  the  matter  under 
the  attention  of  the  Egyptian  Government. 
Ail  the  papers  connected  with  the  subject 
were  in  the  hands  of  the  Law  OflScers  of 
the  Crown,  and  at  present  he  could  not 
answer  more  in  detail. 

ARMY— MILITIA  QUARTERMASTERS. 

QUESTION. 

Colonel  STUART  KNOX  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Stato 
for  War,  Whether  he  has  had  under  his 
consideration  the  grievance  under  which 
Quartermasters  of  Militia  suffer  by  not 
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being  allowed  any  retiring  allowance  or 
pension,  some  of  them  having  serTed  their 
Country  for  upwards  of  fifty  years  ;  and 
whether  he  will  remedy  this  by  a  Clause 
in  the  Militia  Pay  and  Clothing  Act  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in 
reply,  that  the  case  of  the  quartermasters 
of  Militia  had  been  Tory  frequently  brought 
under  his  notice ;  and  there  were  sereral 
instances,  undoubtedly,  in  which  not  only 
hardship  to  individuals,  but  considerable 
inconvenience  to  regiments,  arose  from 
the  great  age  at  which  some  of  those 
gentlemen  arrived  in  consequence  of  not 
having  the  power  to  retire  on  a  pension  or 
retiring  allowance.  He  therefore  quite 
admitted  that  the  case  required  some  con- 
sideration; but  he  could  not  consent  to 
remedy  the  grievance  in  the  way  suggested 
by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  It  would  be 
a  very  irregular  mode  of  proceeding  if  he 
were  to  attempt  to  increase  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  country  by  introducing  such  a 
clause  into  an  annual  Act  of  the  kind. 

THE  FOREIGN  CATTLE  MARKET. 
QUESnON. 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, Whether  the  five  Foreign  Cattle 
Market  Commissioners  who  may  be  ap- 
pointed under  the  provisions  of  the  Metro- 
politan Foreign  Cattle  Market  Bill  are  to 
be  paid  out  of  monies  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament  ;  and  whether,  in  case  the 
Commissioners  should  be  tlie  market  au- 
thority, and  the  market  should  not  pay  its 
expenses,  it  is  intended  that  the  deficiency 
shall  be  charged  upon  the  public  Revenues; 
and,  whether  he  proposes  to  introduce  a 
Money  Clause  in  the  Metropolitan  Foreign 
Cattle  Market  Bill  to  provide  for  the 
above  charges  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tub  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  in  reply,  that  he  understood 
from  tho  Privy  Council  that  they  supposed 
the  Foreign  Cattle  Market  would  be  self- 
supporting.  At  all  events,  he  did  not 
propose  to  place  any  sum  on  the  public 
expenditure,  either  for  the  payment  of  the 
Commissioners  or  tho  expenses  of  the 
market. 

EGYPT— QUARANTINE.— QUESTION. 

Sir  J.  CLARKE  JERVOISE  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Aflfairs,  seeing  that  the  Egyp- 
tian authorities  have  removed  the  quaran- 
tine restrictions   on    arrivals  from  Abys- 

Colonel  Stuart  Knox 


sinia.  Whether  the  impedimeDta  to  the 
navigation  between  the  Blaek  Sea  and  the 
Mediterranean  haye  been  removed ;  and 
whether  the  Correapondenee  on  the  subject 
with  the  Turkish  Government  will  be  dis- 
tributed, and  when  ? 

Lord  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said,  he  did 
not  see  any  close  afBnitj  between  the  two 
Questions  put  by  the  hon.  Baronet;  bat 
he  might  observe  that  those  restrictioDii 
although  they  had  been  modiBed,  in  h- 
vour  of  our  troops  returning  from  Abjs- 
sinia  had  not  been  removed  altogether. 
With  regard  to  the  impediments  to  tbi 
navigation  between  the  Black  Sea  and  tlie 
Mediterranean,  he  had  stated  some  weda 
ago  that  representations  upon  the  sabjeet 
had  been  addressed  to  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment, but  he  had  as  yet  receired  uoaaivef 
to  those  representations.  When  the  Cor- 
respondence was  concluded,  he  would  U 
prepared  to  lay  it  before  the  House. 

DUNSTABLE  ROAD.— QUESTION. 

CoLOKEL  W.  STUART  said,  he  wooU 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tbt 
Home  Department,  If  tho  Proviiioul 
Order,  in  the  case  of  the  Dunatable  Road, 
referred  to  in  page  thirteen  of  the  Seveo- 
teenth  General  Report  on  Turnpike  Tnuti, 
fixes  a  day  for  the  expiry  of  the  Local  Act 
of  1821  ;  and,  if  not,  if  he  will  inclode 
such  Local  Act  in  the  Fourth  Schedule  of 
the  Continuance  Act,  so  that  the  paritbei 
and  parties  at  the  cost  of  maintaining  tki 
road  may  have  the  opportunity  of  statia; 
their  grievance  to  the  Select  Committee  oa 
the  Continuance  Act  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  bs 
must  complain  of  the  inconvenience  of 
putting  Questions  with  respect  to  Cob* 
mittees  on  Bills  which  stood  for  Commit- 
tee a  week  hence.  With  respect  to  the 
Dunstable  Road  case,  that,  inasmuch  as 
the  debts  wero  between  jC3,000  and 
£4,000,  the  local  Act  could  not  be  ii- 
eluded  in  the  Fourth  Schedule  of  the  Con- 
tinuance Act. 

COURTS  OF  JUSTICE— NATIONAL  CAL- 
LER Y.—QU  E  S  TION. 

Mr.  GOLDSMID  said,  he  wished  toask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it 
is  true  that  Mr.  Street  has  been  appointed 
architect  of  the  Law  Courts,  and  Mr.  Ed- 
ward Barry  of  the  National  Gallery ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  those  gentlemen  have  beea 
informed  of  their  appointment ;  and  whe- 
ther it  is  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
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vernment  to  Bik  the  Home  for  Yotea  on 
ftccouDt  towards  the  ereotion  of  thoie 
buildings  ? 

Mr.  SCLATBR  .  BOOTH  :  Sir,  it  is 
not  only  true  that  Mr.  Street  has  been 
eppointed  srchit«ct  to  the  Courts  of 
Justice,  but  ho  has  receiTed  official  Dodoe 
of  his  appointment.  Hr.  Edward  .Barrj 
liBH  nUo  been  appointed  architect  for  the 
Nstiousl  Gallery,  and  has  reoeiTsd  prirate 
notice  of  I  lis  appointment,  but  I  belicTe 
the  official  letter  has  not  jet  reached 
Iiim.  A  Vote  has  been  taken  for  acquir- 
ing the  tile  of  the  National  Gallery,  and 
no  other  Vote  will  be  taken  this  jcar, 
I  also  laid  on  the  Table  an  Estimate,  and 
afterwards  took  a  Vote  on  account  of  the 
■ite  for  the  Courta  of  J  ustiee  ;  and  I  bolisTe 
no  farther  Vote  will  be  required  within  the 
present  Session,  but  it  it  possible  sotne 
small  mm  ma;  be  required  at  a  future 
period. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  lajr 
the  Papers  connected  with  the  aubjeot  on 
the  Table  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  replied  that 
they  had  been  already  moTod  for  by  the 
bon.  Member  for  WbitebaTon  (Mr.  Ben- 
tinok). 

AGRICULTURAL  LABOUR,  *o. 
HUSSTIOV. 

Mb.  FAWCBTT  taid,  he  would  beg  to 
atk  the  Secretary  of  State  For  the  Home 
Department,  When  the  Reports  of  the 
Commiiiionera  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  condition  of  Persons  employed  in  Agri-  , 
culture  will  be  ready  fur  publicab'ou  ;  and 
also  to  ask  a  similar  Qustiou  in  reference 
to  the  Report  of  the  Commitaioner  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the 
Print  Works  and  Blench  Works  Act  I 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  ha  had  been  inrormed  that  both 
those  Reports  would  in  all  probability  be 
laid  on  the  table  before  the  end  of  the 
Sestion, 

SIR  CHARLES  DARLING.-QUESTION. 
Sib  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  he 
wished  to  atk  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Stftta  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  there  is 
any  truih  la  the  Reports  which  have  ap- 
peared in  the  publio  journals  that  Sir 
Charles  Darling  hat  withdrawn  his  letti 


Mk.  ADDERLBT  :  It  it  (rne.  Sir,  and 
will  appear  in  the  promised  additional 
Victoria  Papers,  that  Sir  Charlea  Darling 
haa  written  to  expreia  hit  wish  to  retract 
his  relinquishment  of  the  Queen's  serTiee, 
which,  he  had  been  told,  must  be  the  in- 
evitable ooneomitant  of  his  aceepting  any 
grant  from  the  Colony. 

REGISTRATION  BILL.— LEAVE. 
FIBST  BBADINO. 

Mr.  OATIIORNB  HARDT:  In  diot- 
ing  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  facilitate 
the  registration  for  the  present  year,  I  will 
endeaTour  to  notice  as  briefly  as  posaible 
the  detniU  which  it  will  be  necessary  to 
lay  before  the  House.  Hon,  Members  are 
aware  there  are  a  great  many  ateps  which 
haTB  to  be  taken  with  n  view  to  the  regis- 
tration of  Totert,  both  in  coontiei  and  bo< 
rooghs,  beginning  with  the  step  which  waa 
taken  yesterday— namely,  the  issuing  of 
precepts  to  oreraeers,  giving  them  instroo' 
tions  how  to  proceed.  From  that  time 
various  steps  have  to  be  taken  by  over- 
seers and  other  public  officers  until  the 
publication  of  the  list  upon  the  lit  of 
August.  Pirst  there  are  notices  issued 
on  the  10th  of  June  persons  are  to 
send  in  claims  ;  these  claims  have,  in  tha 
ordinary  course,  to  be  sent  in  on  before  the 
20th  of  July,  and  by  the  last  day  of  July 
ovorseera  have  to  revise  the  register  and 
prepare  the  liat  of  claima,  in  order  to  pub- 
lish  such  list  on  or  before  the  1st  of  Au- 
gust. I  am  speaking  now  of  counties  j 
but  the  preliminaries  in  boroughs  are  in 
many  respects  the  same,  though  more  steps 
have  to  bo  taken.  After  that  there  is  the 
publioation  of  the  list  for  a  fortnight,  in- 
oloding  two  Sundays,  to  allow  persons  to 
inspect  it,  and  then  como  the  objections. 
Practically,  therefore,  we  may  aay  that  the 
time  is  fully  occupied  until  the  end  of  Au- 
gust or  the  beginning  of  September.  At 
present  the  revision  commences  in  boroughs 
on  the  15th,  and  in  coumies  on  the  20th  of 
September,  and  it  is  necessary  that  some 
time  should  elapse  between  the  publication 
of  the  lists  and  the  commencement  of  the 
revision,  in  order  to  allow  of  oommunica* 
tioni  between  Revising  Barristers  and  the 
clerks  of  the  peace,  and  olhors,  as  to  the 
lime  which  will  be  occupied  in  particular 
places.  The  revision,  therefore,  cannot 
Iwgin   immediately  after  the   publication. 


announcing  hit  retirement  from  the  public  In  considering  the  queatioR  how  for  it  ia 
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cesses  are  fixed,  I  confess  that  I  Lave  felt 
there  is  Tcrj  little  opportunity  of  shorten- 
ing  those    occupied    in   the    prcliniinarj 
making  out  of  the  lists.     So  many  persons 
are  affected  hy  them  ;  and  the  Uouse  must 
remember  that  we  haTO  disfranchised  seven 
boroughs,  which  cannot  be  put  into  the 
counties  until  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  has 
received  the   Royal  Assent,  because  the 
disfranchisement  will  not   till   then   have 
been  completed,  and  therefore  time  mast 
be  given  to  send  in  claims  in  those  cases. 
Moreover,  until  the  Boundary  Bill  is  passed, 
it  is   not  certain   with   respect  to  many 
voters  whether  they  will  be  within  counties 
or  boroughs.     In  those  cases,  again,  time 
must  be  allowed,  and  under  these  circum- 
stances it  appears  to  me — the  question  will 
bo  for  the  consideration  of  the  House  in 
Committee ^that  there  is  no  possibility  of 
shortening  with  advantage  that  which  is 
preliminary  to   everything,  the   thorough 
making  out  of  the  lists,  so  that  everybody 
who  is  entitled  may  have  an  opportunity  of 
making  their  claims,  and  everybody  also 
may  have  opportunities  of  objection  equal 
to  those  which  are  given  under  present  cir- 
cumstances.     Probably,     with    increased 
numbers,  at  least  as  much  time  will  be  re- 
quired as  at  present,  and  I  have  not  at- 
tempted to  shorten  it.     I  propose,  there- 
fore, that  the  revision  shall  commence  both 
in  counties  and  boroughs  on  the  14th  of 
September.     I  have  taken  that  day,  be- 
cause at  least  one  Sunday  must  intervene 
for  the  purpose  of  publishing  the  lists,  and 
though  it  might  possibly  be  done  by  the 
7th  or  8th,  it  is  more  advisable  to  compress 
the  revision  ;  for  you  can  multiply  the  Re- 
vising Barristers  more  easily  than  you  can 
interfere  with  the  voters,  who  are  not  so 
capable  of  taking  care  of  themselves,  and 
might  fall  into  mistakes.     It  seems  to  me, 
therefore,  most  advisable  to  compress  the 
revision,  and  I  think  that  with  an  increased 
number    of    Revising    Barristers,    three 
weeks  will  be  sufficient.     I  have  proposed 
in  the  Bill  an  addition  of  one-third  to  the 
number  ;  but  that  will   be  for   the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  and  possibly  the 
best  plan  will  be  to  enable  the  Judge  who 
remains    in    town   to  appoint    additional 
barristers  where  they  are  wanted,  for  the 
Judges  on  circuit  go  abroad  or  to  differ- 
ent parts  of  the  country  as  soon  as  their 
labours  are  finished.     It  seems  advisable, 
therefore,  to   place  in  the  hands  of  the 
Judge  who  remains  in  town  the  power  of 
sending  additional    Barristers,   upon   the 
application  of  other  Revising  Barristers, 

Mr,  Oathorm  Hardy 


where  there  \a  a  preuoie  of  bnnaesi,  u 

at  to  complete  the  reviaioo  within  tbe  time 

I  have  stated.   One  of  the  great  diflBeoltici 

hitherto  in  coDDection  with  the  compklioi 

of  the  lists  has  been  that,  in  conseqnesct 

of  the  necessitj  of  nambering  thelistsfrw 

the  beginning   to    the   end,    the  priatii^ 

could  not  be  begon  until  the  whcie  leii- 

sion  was  complete.      If.  however,  Rtvinf 

Barristers  are  allowed   either  to  noober 

by  parishes  and  aend   in   parishes  to  tk 

clerk  of  the  peace  as  they  are  com|dettl 

or  to  number  by  polling  diatriots  and  mi 

them    in    as    they     are    completed,  fk 

printing  might  be  begun   almost  witkn  i 

day  or  two  of  the  eommencement  of  tke 

revision,  so  that  both   might  proceed  ts* 

gether  ;  and  though  so  long  a  time  u  tk 

present  could  not  oe  allowed  for  priotiBg, 

it  might  be  completed  bj  the  last  dija 

October,  thus   allowing  from  the  I4tk  if 

September  to   the    last   day   of  Oetokft 

Having  got  so  far,   and    the   lists  bof 

completed,  the  next  step  will  be  to  Itf 

them  get  into  the  hands  of  thepobfieltf 

the  necessary  purposes  of  the  elcctioai.  I 

think  it  would  not  be  proper  to  Ihm  tk 

writs  immediately  on  the  publication  of  tk 

lists.     It  seems  to  me  that  at  least  leia 

or  eight  days  should  elapae  ;  that  iDteml 

however,  I  think,  would  be  sufficient,  bi- 

cause  we  all  know  that  registration  igcBti 

more  or  less  supply  themselves  with  tk 

lists   beforehand,  and  that  they  kaon 

good  deal  about  the  results  of  theregirin' 

tion  before  the  lists  are  actually  pabliihci 

I    should  also   propose    that,    instesd  if 

thirty-five  days   being    required  betvaa 

the  proclamation  and  the  meeting  of  tk 

new  Parliament,  that  period  should  be  I^ 

duced  to  twenty-eight  days.     In  that  v»Ji 

it  seems  to  me,  the  new  Parliament  oigM 

assemble  by  the  8th  or  9  th  of  Deeenkc. 

There   would   then  be    sufficient  tine  tft 

swear  in  the  Members  in  the  course  of  tkk 

week,  so  that  on  the  14th  of  Deeeate 

we  might  proceed  with  whatever  baiiic* 

the  Uouse  might   think    proper  to  tsbi. 

For  my  own  part,  I  wish  the  meeting' 

Parliament  could  ho  still  more  expedind: 

but  I  do  not  believe  that,  with  jotdce  I* 

the  voters,  it  is   possible    further  to  &* 

cilitate  matters.     It  would  not  bejnitto 

shorten  the  time  in  which  the  voters  trs  M 

send  in  their  claims,  especially  when  itii 

considered  that  we  have  not  settled  bvAct 

of  Parliament  who  are  to   be  the  votenis 

the  counties  in  which  wo  have  disfrandiiied 

the  seven  boroughs,  and  who  cannot  c«is* 

into  the  list  as  county  voters  until  tU 
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Scotch  Bill  18  completed.    Also  the  claimB 

of  lodgers  must  be  coDsidered.     The  coo- 

sideration  of  these  will  DOt  begin  UDtil 

late,  and  they  will  take  more  time  than 

18  usually  occupied.     I  have  not  felt  that 

I  could  recommend  the  House  to  cot  off 

any  period  of  the  time  allowed  for  claims; 

[      but  with  respect  to  the  revision,  printing, 

E      and  proclamation,  I  really  belieye  that  in 

I      the  way  I  have  suggested  matters  may  be 

D      expedited.     What,  after  all,  is  it  that  the 

{      House  requires  ?     The  House  wishes  that 

:      a  decision  should  be  come  to  as  early  as 

I      possible  as  to  whether  or  not  certain  prin- 

I     ciples  are  to  prcTail  in  the  ensuing  Par- 

,     liament.     Well,  wo  wish  also  for  as  early 

a  decision  as   possible,   and  I  belicTe  it 

might  be  arrived  at  in  time  to  allow  hon. 

Members   to   get  to  their  homes  again 

before  Christmas.     This  would  also  allow 

—what  I  think  would  be  only  justice  to 

any  Ministry,  whichever  side  might  be  in 

power — six  or  seven  weeks  to  prepare  for 

the  meeting  of  Parliament  in  February, 

and  to  decide  on  the  measures  they  might 

think  proper  to  propose  in  the  course  of 

the  Session.    I  can  assure  the  House  that 

I  really  believe  this  can  be  done,  and  I 

have  brought  forward  what  I  believe  are 

the  most  feasible  means  for  bringing  it 

about.     There  may,  I  am  aware,  he  an 

objection  that  there  will  be  no  appeal  from 

the  Revising  Barristers   to  the  Court  of 

Common  Pleas.     It  must  be  remembered, 

however,  that  an  appeal  can  only  he  al- 

lowed  by  the  Eevising  Barrister ;  and  I 

believe  that  in  such  eases  the  names  are 

almost  always  inserted  on  the  list,  and 

that  if  an  election  comes  on  those  persons 

may  vote,  the  subsequent  decision  of  the 

Common   Pleas   in   no  way  affecting  the 

validity  of  such  votes.     Nothing  material, 

therefore,   depends  upon   the   hearing  of 

appeals.     If  the  House  wishes  for  more 

ioformation  as  to  the  details,  I  am  prepared 

to  give  it.     With  regard  to  the  Bill,  I 

propose  to  fix  the  second  reading  for  as 

oarly  a  day  as  the  House  will  permit,  and 

immediately  afterwards  to  refer  the  Bill 

to  a  Select  Committee  to  examine  the  de- 

;     tails.     That    examination  would    not,   I 

i    believe,  occupy  more  then   a  few  hours, 

i^    and  thus  we  might  arrive  as  rapidly  as 

i     possible  at  the  object  which  we  all  have  in 

f     view.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 

(Mr.   Gladstone)    proposed  a  preliminary 

I     inquiry ;   but  by  referring    the  Bill  to  a 

Select   Committee  I  think  there  will  he 

more  prospect  of  coming  to  a  definite  and 

reasonable  conclusion  than   io  any  other 


way.  There  are  some  small  Amendments 
in  the  Bill  which  I  need  not  enter  into 
until  the  second  reading.  The  object  of 
them  is  to  effect  certain  improvements  in 
matters  connected  with  registration,  and 
to  get  rid  of  certain  doubts  which  have 
been  raised.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  moving  for  leave  to  bring  in 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  The  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  although  very 
brief,  has  been  perfectly  clear  and  in* 
telligible;  and  we  have  likewise  come  to 
the  subject  with  very  great  advantage  on 
account  of  some  previous  discussions  which 
have  brought  all  the  points  of  it  with  con- 
siderable clearness  to  the  minds  of  hon. 
Members.  As  far  as  I  am  able  to  judge, 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  conceived  with  an  earnest  desire 
to  meet  the  two  great  objects  that  are  in 
view.  In  the  first  place  it  gives  full  and 
ample  time  for  the  registration  of  voters, 
and  to  make  an  arrangement  that  would 
run  no  serious  risk  of  interfering  with  the 
legal  and  formal  exercise  of  those  electoral 
rights  which  have  been  conceded  by  statute 
to  the  people  of  this  country  to  take  part 
in  the  election  of  representatives.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  entertains  a  doubt— 
and  I  think  there  is  great  ground  for  doubt 
— whether  the  previous  stages  down  to  the 
commencement  of  the  revision  can  be 
shortened,  he  has  certainly  erred  on  the 
safe  side — if  I  may  so  speak — in  leaving 
perfectly  intact  all  the  time  now  allowed 
for  the  completion  of  those  lists.  Diligence 
will  be  required,  and  in  a  degree  even 
greater  than  usual,  on  the  port  of  the 
officers  concerned,  on  account  of  the  aug- 
mented number  of  electors  ;  but  we  hare 
no  reason  to  doubt  that  that  diligence  will 
be  shown.  With  regard  to  the  subsequent 
stages,  I  think  the  plan  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  a  good  one,  and  that  by  an 
inquiry  before  a  Select  Committee  the 
expenditure  of  considerable  time  will  pro- 
bably be  saved  in  the  House  itself.  If 
that  were  done,  it  would  enable  the  House 
to  carry  this  bill  through  its  various  stages 
without  any  lengthened  discussion.  It  is 
plain  that  we  are  all  agreed  upon  its  ob- 
jects— first,  the  facilitation  of  the  registra- 
tion, and,  secondly,  a  dissolution  of  Parlia- 
ment at  as  early  a  period  as  possible. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  himself 
given  what  is  really  the  most  conclusive 
practical  reason  for  desiring  an  early  dis- 
solution. We  are  going  to  submit  a  very 
great  issue  to  the  country.    We  have  been 
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compelled,  in  consequence  of  the  necessity 
for  submitting  that  issue,  to  maim  Terj 
considerably  the  objects  of  the  present 
Session.  The  Government  hare,  with  very 
great  propriety,  withdrawn  important  mea- 
sures which  they  had  prepared  for  the  con- 
sideration of  Parliament;  and  it  is  possible 
that  they  may  likewise  ha?e  to  withdraw 
other  important  measures.  Now,  if  this 
heavy  arrear  of  business  is  to  pass  over 
until  1869,  and  if  that  year  is  to  bring — 
as  every  year  does  bring — its  own  great 
and  proper  subjects  for  discussion,  it  is 
most  important  that  the  Administration 
which  is  to  be  responsible  for  the  general 
conduct  of  the  business  of  the  country 
should  have  some  time  for  the  preparation 
of  the  measures  to  bo  submitted.  And 
that  observation  applies  quite  as  much  to 
the  present  Administration  —  supposing 
that  the  verdict  of  the  country  should  be 
favourable  to  them — as  to  any  other  Ad- 
ministration which  may  take  their  places. 
I  am  quite  sure,  from  old  experience,  that 
it  will  not  be  practicable  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  much  progress  either  in  the 
preparation  of  the  Estimates  or  their  mea- 
sures until  they  know  whether  they  are  to 
be  the  parties  responsible  for  carrying  them 
through.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned — and 
I  venture  to  say  it  is  an  opinion  generally 
shared  on  this  side  of  the  House  and  in 
other  places — I  think  it  will  be  for  the 
general  convenience  to  fix  on  the  earliest 
possible  day  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  after  we  have  seen  the  Bill  and  have 
had  one  or  two  days  to  consider  its  details; 
so  that  it  may  pass  through  tho  ordeal  of  a 
Select  Committee.  When  it  has  assumed 
the  best  form  of  which  it  is  capable,  we 
can  then  enter  upon  a  discussion  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  For  my  own  part  I 
shall  be  ready  to  use  every  effort  to  for- 
ward the  progress  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  BOUVERIB  :  I  think  I  am  en- 
titled to  say  that  the  remarks  I  made  a  few 
weeks  ago  as  to  the  possible  date  at  which 
the  new  Parliament  might  assemble  were 
not  conceived  altogether  in  that  unjust 
spirit  towards  the  Government  which  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  bend  of 
the  Government  on  a  subsequent  occasion 
chose  to  assert.  He  said  that  my  sug- 
gestions were  conceived  in  a  sceptical 
spirit,  and  that  my  conclusions  were  not 
to  be  depended  upon.  But  the  Home 
Secretary  has  now  come  just  to  tho  same 
conclusion  as  myself,  within  a  day  or  two, 
as  to  the  date  at  which  it  will  be  possible 
to  take  a  dissolution  of  Parliament.  There 
Mr,  Ghdstone 


is  one  point  mentioned  by  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  as  to  which  I  am  atill  sceptiesl 
— as  to  shortening  the  dates  for  the  retam 
of  the  writs.  There  will  be  no  diflBeohyin 
carrying  out  this  suggestion  in  regard  to 
the  whole  of  England  and  the  bulk  of  the 
Irish  and  Scotch  seats.  The  real  di£Bcoltj 
in  shortening  the  thirty-five  days  would  be 
in  respect  to  Shetland  and  the  Orknej 
Islands.  I  have  not  been  there  myself; 
but  I  know  those  who  have,  and  I  under- 
stand there  is  a  stormy  sea  to  be  crossed, 
which  is  at  times  so  rough  in  the  winter 
that  no  steamboat  can  go,  and  it  sooie- 
times  takes  a  week  or  ten  days  at  thtt 
season  of  the  year  to  cross  betwesn 
Orkney  and  Shetland.  The  Scotch  Re- 
form Act  fixes  by  a  special  clause  no  lesss 
period  than  thirty-five  days  as  the  maxi- 
mum. The  sheriff  is  to  have  the  eleetisa 
proclaimed,  and  the  poll  taken  within  thirty 
diys  from  the  time  at  which  he  receivci 
the  writ.  If  that  period  has  been  fixid 
after  due  consideration,  the  period  of 
twenty-eight  days  for  taking  the  eleetios 
in  the  Orkneys  will  not  be  sufficient  in  com 
of  bad  weather. 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE: 
I  wish  to  know  whether  the  right  bos. 
Gentleman  proposes  in  the  Bill  to  desl 
with  Ireland.  If  not.  I  hope  the  Cbief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  will  be  prepared  with 
clauses  to  be  introduced  into  tho  Irish  BiU 
for  the  purpose  of  shortening  tho  regis- 
tration. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  :  I  have  made  ds- 
liberate  inquiries  on  this  subject.  It  will 
be  necessary  to  introduce  a  separate  B31 
for  Ireland,  and  I  apprehend  there  will  bi 
no  difficulty  in  arranging  so  that  the  Irish 
elections  shall  bo  fixed  for  about  the  samt 
time  as  the  English  elections. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

\     Dill  to  amend  the  Law  of  Registration  so  &r  tf 

I  relates  to  tho  year  one  thousand  eight  hoDditd 

I  and  sixtjr-eigbt ;  and  for  other  purposes  relatiif 

thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  SccrauiJ 

Gathornb  Hardt  and  Sir  James  Feboussoit. 

Bill  pretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  1«7.] 

BOUNDARY  BILL— [Bill  78.] 
I  {Mr,  Secretary  Gaihorne  Hardy,  Mr.  Ckane§llm 
of  the  Exchequer,  Sir  Jame*  FeryuMWtL) 

COMMITTEE.     {Frogress,  June  28.] 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  tbs 
Chair." 
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Bill  eansidend  in  Committee* 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clauses  1  to  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Alteration  of  Boundaries  of 
old  Boroughs). 

Mr.  HIBBERT,  in  rising  to  more  an 
Amendment  to  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Select  Committee,  said,  that 
when  the  Boundary  Bill   was  preyiously 
before  the  House  he  had  moved  the  omis- 
sion altogether  of  the  4th  clause.     He  had 
regarded  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee as  a  kind  of  compromise.     He  had 
thought  that  that  Committee  had  been  ap- 
pointed with  the  full  consent  of  the  Goyern- 
ment,  and  that  whate?er  conclusions  they 
might  arri?e  at  would  he  accepted  by  the 
Ministry.     Ho  regretted  to  find  that  this 
was  not  the  case.     The  Committee  had 
acted  with  diligence  and  impartiality,  and 
the  Government  would  be  justified  in  at 
once  accepting  their  Report  in  the  place  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commissioners. 
What  the  Gorernment  had  to  do  was  to 
expedite  the  remaining  business  of  the 
Session  as  much  as  possible ;  and   that 
would  best  be  done  by  accepting  the  recom- 
mendations of    the  Committee ;   because 
otherwise  there  must  be  considerable  dis- 
cussion and  a  great  deal  of  time  must  be 
lost.     The  object  of  his  Amendment  was 
to  carry  out  entirely  the  recommendations 
of  the  Select   Committee  so  far  as  the 
towns  named  in  it  were  concerned.     With 
regard  to  these  fifteen  boroughs,  the  Com- 
mittee recommended  that  the  boundaries 
should  not  be  altered.    The  Commissioners 
had  certain  Instructions  given  to  them  by 
the  House,  but  they  were  very  vague  and 
indefinite,  and  were  certainly  such  as  to 
allow    the    Commissioners   to  make    the 
recommendations  they    had   done.      The 
House,  however,  when  they  came  to  legis« 
late  on  matters  of  a  permanent  character, 
were  justified  in  not  laying  down  boun* 
daries  that  would  not  give  satisfaction.    In 
the  ease  of  Oldham,  which  was  something 
like  eighteen  square  miles  in  extent,  the 
Commissioners  recommended  that  the  bo- 
rough should  include  an  adjoining  district 
with   about  6,000   inhabitants  ;   but   the 
Assistant  Commissioner   recommended    a 
atill  further  extension— namely,  the  addi- 
tion to  Oldham  of  a  considerable  portion 
of  agricultural   Yorkshire,   because  some 
houses  lay  on  the  other  side  of  the  border 
of  the  county.     The  Assistant  Conmia- 
sioner  had  an  opportunity  of  stating  his 
Tiewa  before  the  Seleot  Committee  ;   and, 


as  Member  for  Oldham,  he  had  himself  also 
appeared  before  them,  and  the  Committee 
had  recommended  an    alteration  of   the 
boundary  of  Oldham  that  had  been  pro- 
posed by  the  Commissioners,  and  that  was 
satisfactory  to  most  of  the  parties  con- 
cerned.    There  were  fifteen  large  towns  in 
regard   to   which  the  Committee  recom- 
mended no  alteration  of  boundaries,  among 
which  were  Birmingham,  Manchester,  Wi- 
gan,  Nottingham,  and  others.     The  Com- 
mittee had  the   Assistant  Commissioners 
before  it,  and  also  the  Members  for  those 
places,  together  with  the  memorials  from 
the  inhabitants;  and  the  conclusion  to  which 
it  came — at  which  he  was  not  surprised — 
was  that,  so  great  was   the  difficulty  of 
making  extensions  of  those  large   towns 
that  it  would  bo  better  their  boundaries 
should  not  at  present  be  dealt  with,  but  be 
left  over  till  some  future  time.     When  the 
House  considered  what  a  borough  was,  it 
would  see  that  the  Committee  was  perfectly 
justified  in  its  conclusion.     Some  persons 
thought  a  borough  represented  trading  and 
commercial  interests,  and  a  county  agri- 
cultural  interests  ;    hut    if    they    looked 
into  the  facts    they   would  find    that    to 
be   far    from   the  truth.     Our  whole  bo- 
rough  system  was  a  complicated   system 
of  anomalies.      The  boroughs  of  largest 
area  were  agricultural,   and  the  smallest 
were  mercantile  and  manufacturing.  That 
made  it  very  difficult   to   deal   with   the 
boundaries.     Of    the    English   boroughs, 
there  were  eighty   in   which   there  were 
more  acres  than    houses,    and    it   could 
not  be  said  that  they  represented  trading 
and  commercial  interests.     For  exomple, 
Cricklade  comprised  fifty  parishes,  and  had 
an  average  of  twenty  acres  to  each  house. 
New    Shoreham,    Wenlook,    and    Wilton 
presented  illustrations  of  the  same  charac- 
ter. It  was  not  easy  to  say  what  a  borough 
really  was ;  and  when  they  came  to  deal 
with   places  like   Liverpool,   Manchester, 
and    Marylebono  a  Tery  great    difficulty 
must  arise  in  extending  their  boundaries. 
The  Commissioners  had  proposed  to  add 
to  constituencies  already  overgrown  popu- 
lations of  20,000  and  30,000,  which,  if 
they  had  a  claim  to  be  represented,  were 
entitled  to  have  a  separate  Member  for 
themselves.     If   the   recommendations  of 
the  Commissioners  were  adopted  in  their 
entirety  they  would  land  us  before  long  in 
electoral   districts.      The   Report  of   tho 
Commissioners  carried  us  a  step  further  to 
electoral  districts,  but  to  electoral  districts 
that  were  decidedly  unequal.    He  would 
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take  tbe  case  of  Liyerpool,  which  bj  the 
last  CcnBUS  had  443,000  inhabitants,  and 
was  supposed  now  to  contain  500,000.  Its 
present  number  of  electors  was  20,618,  and 
by  tlio  Reform  Act  of  1867,  20,000  addi- 
tional persons  would  be  eligible  to  get 
upon  the  register,  which  would  give  a  total 
of  something  like  40,000  voters.  Well, 
the  Boundary  Commissioners  recommended 
that  West  Derby  and  several  other  adja- 
cent districts,  having  together  a  population 
of  43,233,  should  be  added  to  the  already 
overgrown  borough  of  Liverpool.  If  that 
outlying  population  was  to  have  justice 
done  it,  it  wanted  an  additional  Member. 
Again,  the  borough  of  Birmingham  con- 
tained 350,000  inhabitants ;  it  had  15,000 
electors,  and  it  was  supposed  that  under 
the  Bill  of  last  year  35,000  more  persons 
would  be  eligible  to  be  put  upon  the  regis- 
ter. The  Commissioners  proposed  to  add 
to  the  existing  boroughs,  Aston  with 
20,000  inhabitants,  and  Balsall  Heath 
with  another  10,500.  The  people  of  As- 
ton had  memorialized  the  House  against 
the  annexation,  4,500  of  its  male  inhabi- 
tants having  signed  the  memorial ;  and  the 
people  of  Balsall  Heath  had  also  petitioned 
very  numerously  against  it.  The  inhabi- 
tants of  those  districts  admitted  that  they 
were  engaged  in  trade,  and  formed  part 
of  the  town  of  Birmingham  ;  but  they 
claimed,  if  they  were  to  be  represented, 
to  have  a  Member  of  their  own.  Then, 
Manchester  had  383,000  inhabitants  with 
21,000  electors  already,  and  upwards  of 
35,000  more  persons  eligible  to  become 
electors  under  the  new  Reform  Bill,  thus 
giving  a  total  constituency  of  some  57,000 
voters.  At  present  Manchester  had  boun- 
daries which  wore  well-known  and  properly 
defined ;  but  the  Commissioners  proposed 
to  add  to  it  portions  of  seven  townships 
with  37,000  inhabitants — a  very  objection- 
able proceeding.  Indeed,  the  Commission- 
ers admitted  that  to  draw  tho  boundary  in 
the  case  of  Manchester,  so  as  to  include 
all  the  outlying  places  which  ought  to  be 
included,  was  a  matter  which  presented 
very  considerable  diflScultics.  It  could  not 
be  otherwise,  because  it  was  impossiblo  to 
say  where  one  town  ended  and  another 
began.  There  were,  he  might  add,  other 
instances  not  connected  with  such  large 
towns  as  he  had  mentioned,  which  ho  might 
lay  before  the  Committee  in  support  of  the 
view  which  he  took,  but  which  he  would 
not  trespass  upon  their  time  by  mention- 
ing. He  would,  instead,  briefly  advert  to 
the  difference  of  population  which  would, 
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if  the  scheme  of  the  CommiiaioDen  wen 

carried  into  effect,  exist  between  eouotiei 
and  boroughs.  Middlesex  had  now  a  popu- 
lation of  only  368,424  persons,  bat  the 
new  borough  of  Chelsea  and  Kenebgton 
would  take  from  it  a  considerable  number 
of  that  population ;  and,  as  if  that  were 
not  BuflScicnt,  it  was  proposed  to  abstrtet 
from  it  28,000  more,  and  add  them  to 
Marylebono.  Again,  in  the  cose  of  South- 
West  Lancashire,  which  had  now  a  pops* 
lation  of  only  263,000»  it  was  proposed  to 
take  out  of  that  number  20»000  and  sdd 
them  to  Liverpool,  which  had  alreadj  s 
population  of  500, 000,  and  which  woold 
then  have  520,000  inhabitants,  while  West 
Lancashire  would  have  only  243,000.  It 
ought,  he  thought,  to  be  left  to  a  fotnra 
Parliament  to  say  how  the  case  of  those 
larger  towns  should  be  dealt  with  ;  and  to 
determine  whether  the  plan  of  dividiog 
them  would  not  meet  tho  diflicuhies  whiek 
besot  the  question  better  than  adding  grctt 
numbers  to  places  which  were  alreadj 
overgrown.  Instead  of  finding  fault  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee,  kt 
thought  the  House  ought  to  express  ill 
thanks  to  them  for  getting  it  out  of  a  dif- 
ficulty, lie  hoped,  therefore,  his  presest 
proposal  would  receive  the  assent  of  tbi 
Committee. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  3,  line  10,  to  leave  out  the  words  "oU 
Boroughs  specified  in  the  First  Schedule  to  tik 
Act  annexed  shall  he  altered  in  manner  tberea 
mentioned/'  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "m 
Abingdon,  Ashton  under  Lyno,  AylesbniT,  Bsn- 
staple,  Bath,  Bcwdley,  Blackburn,  Boltoa  k 
Moors,  Bridgwater,  Brighton,  Cambridge,  CbatbsB, 
Cheltenham,  Chester,  Chichcater,  GlreneertWi 
Coventry,  Derby,  Droit wich,  Dudley,  Dorlm^ 
Exeter,  Finsbury,  Gloucester,  Greenwich,  Gdl^ 
ford,  Halifax,  Hastings,  llcrtford,  IIuddenficUL 
Kidderminster,  King's  Lynn,  Kingston  upon  Hill, 
Lewes,  Mncclcsfiold,  Monmouth  District,  Biorpetk, 
Newport  (Isle  of  Wight),  Northampton,  OldkBd 
Oxford,  Penryn  and  Falmouth,  Petorbonoffci 
Plymouth,  Preston,  Richmond,  Koehdale,  Ssfii- 
bury,  Stafford,  Stamford,  Stoke  upon  Tm^ 
Stroud,  Sunderland,  Taunton,  Wakefield.  WabiD» 
Wilton,  New  Windsor,  Worcester,  Beaiuisri 
District,  Cardiff  District,  Cardigan  District,  Cs^ 
marthen  District,  Carnarvon  District,  DenVijh 
District,  Flint  District,  Merthyr  Tydvil,  Pembraki 
District,  Swansea  District,  shall  bo  alteivd  is 
manner  specified  in  the  First  Schedule  to  ibis  Acl 
annexed." — (i/r.  Hibbert.) 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  said,  he  thoaght  i 
considcrablo  amount  of  time  might  be  sarc^ 
ill  discussing  the  comparatiyo  merits  of^^ 
Reports  of  the  Committee  and  the  Con- 
mission  if  tbe  decision  ae  to  which  of  thea 
should  in  the  main  bo  adopted  were  ttk« 
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upon  Ihe  Amendment  which  had  JQit  heen 
moved.  The  hon.  Gentleman  in  moving 
that  Amendment  advocated  the  adoption  of 
a  principle  totally  different  from  that  pro- 
posed by  the  CommiBsion  in  dealing  with 
the  large  boroughe,  and  he  ehould  briefly 
Btate  why  he  differed  from  the  views  which 
he  had  advanced.  In  doing  so  he  would 
take  the  case  of  Birmingham,  with  which 
he  was  best  acquainted,  and  which  he  re- 
garded as  affording  a  good  illustration  of 
the  question  at  issue,  premising  that  he 
believed  the  hon.  Member  for  that  town 
was  very  much  the  originator  of  the  appeal 
which  was  made  from  a  Parliamentary 
Commission  to  a  Select  Committee,  and 
that  he  had  managed  to  indoctrinate  that 
Committee  with  the  principle  which  he  ad- 
vocated. [*'  No,  no!  *']  That  was  his  opi- 
nion, and  it  was  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  the  Committee  should  be  clearly  aware 
of  the  issue  before  it,  which  was  whether 
those  large  towns  throughout  the  country 
which  had  greatly  increased  since  they  had 
been  enfranchised  should  be  treated  as  in- 
tegral towns,  or  whether,  to  follow  out  the 
hon.  Member's  own  view,  a  new  system  of 
representation  should  be  commenced  in  this 
eountry,  tending  to  the  creation  of  electoral 
districts,  and  having  for  its  basis  the  repre- 
sentation of  numbers.  [Mr.  Bright  :  That 
is  not  my  principle  at  all.]  Birmingham, 
as  the  Committee  knew,  had  very  largely 
increased  in  size  and  population  since  it 
was  enfranchised,  and  there  was  the  singu- 
larity about  its  case,  that  none  of  the 
reasons  applied  to  its  disintegration  which 
bad  been  so  clearly  stated  a  few  nights 
ago  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee as  having  induced  him  and  his 
Colleagues  to  arrive  in  particular  instances 
at  the  new  id^a  of  ignoring  the  growth 
of  towns.  It  was,  in  the  first  place, 
alleged  that  a  borough  should  have  some 
property  in  that  portion  of  tho  town  which 
it  was  proposed  to  identify  with  it.  Now, 
the  borough  of  Birmingham  had  property 
in  Aston  to  a  very  considerable  extent.  It 
had  bought  its  principal  park  there,  and  its 
rates  and  jurisdiction  exteuded  over  it.  It 
was,  in  the  next  place,  contended  that 
there  should  be  identity  of  interest  and 
eharacter  between  the  old  borough  and  the 
part  of  the  town  proposed  to  be  amalga- 
mated with  it.  In  the  case  of  Birmingham 
there  was  the  most  perfect  identity  in  every 
respect,  so  that  no  distinction  could  be 
drawn  between  the  one  and  the  other.  In 
fact,  it  was  impossible  to  draw  any  line 
between  that  part  of  the  town  which  it  was 
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proposed  to  iaclade  and  tho  old  borough. 
It  was  farther  contended  that  it  was  im- 
portant that  the  political  and  municipal 
boundaries  of  a  borough  should  coincide  ; 
but  surely  a  very  easy  way  of  doing  that 
was  after  rectifying  the  one  to  bring  the 
other  up  to  it.  But  how,  he  would  ask, 
did  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
wish  the  Committee  to  deal  with  the  town 
which  he  represented  ?  In  the  first  place, 
by  means  of  the  influence  which  he  most 
deservedly  possessed  in  that  House,  he  had 
last  year  succeeded  in  procuring  for  Bir- 
mingham an  additional  representativo  on 
the  ground  of  the  increase  of  its  popula* 
tion.  Now,  he  should  not  waste  the  time 
of  the  Committee  by  protesting  incidentally 
against  the  principle  which,  under  the  in- 
fluence of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  had  been, 
he  thought,  too  much  adopted  by  the  House, 
that  representation  should  simply  be  mea- 
sured by  the  number  of  a  population,  who 
should  be  indicated  by  Members  per  so 
many  thousands  to  act  as  mere  counters 
in  a  division,  and  not,  as  heretofore,  givo  a 
voice  to  every  locality  to  take  part  in  a 
consultative  council.  But,  be  that  as  it 
might,  it  required  the  audacity  of  a  party 
who  consider  themselves  possessed  of  a 
dictatorial  majority  to  make  the  monstrous 
proposition  that  the  representation  of  a 
town  should  first  be  increased  on  the 
ground  of  its  increased  numbers,  and  in  the 
same  breath  to  contend  that  the  numbers 
in  the  represented  area  should  not  bo  in- 
creased at  all.  ["No,  no!"]  Hon. 
Members  might  cry  out  '*No!*'  but  that 
was  the  fact.  Birmingham  had  had  a  third 
Member  heaped  on  it  upon  the  numerical 
principle  and  now  its  increased  numbers 
were  refused  to  be  included  in  the  repre« 
sonted  borough.  He  must  also  call  atten- 
tion to  the  point  upon  which  great  stress 
was  laid  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Lancashire — that  the  investigations  before 
the  Select  Committee  was  not  an  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  the  Commissioners, 
because  the  Select  Committee  had  fresh 
ground  on  which  to  form  their  judgment. 
It  was  true,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  Com- 
mittee were  not  so  well-informed  as  the 
Commissioners,  and  had  not  the  same 
grounds  to  form  their  judgment  on.  But 
what  constituted  the  fresh  ground  ?  Why, 
the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants  of  districts 
proposed  to  be  added  to  boroughs ;  but  the 
wishes  of  the  inhabitants  had  never  before 
been  considered  as  an  element  of  considera- 
tion in  deciding  the  question  of  enfranchise- 
ment or  disfranchisement,  which  question 
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bad  alwATs  been  goTorned  by  irreat  rcasonfi 
of  Stato.  It  seemed  to  Ite  absurd  to  appeal 
to  the  wisbes  of  tbe  inbabitants  of  suburbs ; 
for  tbcir  wisbes,  no  doubt,  trero  tbat  tbey 
niigbt  enjoy  tbe  advantages  of  nn  adjoining 
borouf^b  witbout  being  subject  to  increased 
taxation.  lie  was  present  during  tbe  in- 
quiry before  tbe  Assistant  Commissioners 
at  Birmingbam,  and  be  could  state  tbat 
tliat  was  the  solo  objection  wbicb  any  por- 
tion of  tbe  contiguous  community  bad  to  be 
identified  witb  tbe  rest  of  tbcir  town.  It 
appeared  indeed  from  tbis  tbat  tbe  value 
attacbcd  to  tbe  francbiso  was  not  con- 
sidered equivalent  to  tbo  burden  it  en- 
tailed ;  but  sucb  calculatiuns  wore  out  of 
place  in  deciding  tbo  representation  of  a 
town.  But  wbat  bo  cbiefly  wisiied  to  ez- 
poso  was  tbe  contrast  between  tlio  grand  | 
principles  of  extension  of  tbo  francbisc 
enunciated  by  jirofessed  Reformers,  and 
tbcir  resistance  to  any  sucb  extension  wben 
it  comes  in  tbeir  way.  Tbe  bon.  Member 
for  Birmingbam  bad  placed  bimself  before 
tbe  ilouscfand  tbe  country  at  largo  as  the 
advocate  of  tbe  greatest  possible  extension 
of  tlie  suffrage.  The  bon.  Member  bad 
taken  to  bimself  tbe  credit  of  tbo  Reform 
Act  of  last  year,  and,  in  blowing  bis  own 
trumpet  as  the  champion  of  Parliamentary 
Reform,  be  bad  insisted  tbat  the  essential 
principle  was  tbat  in  a  free  country  tbe 
greatest  possible  number  should  have  tbe 
rights  of  citizenship.  He  enunciated  that 
principle  in  tbo  Liverpool  Theatre  only  a 
fortnight  ago.  But  applying  that  principle 
to  the  present  question  as  relating  to  Bir- 
mingham ;  if  Birmingbam  were  treated  as 
an  entire  locality  a  great  accession  of  num- 
bers would  be  tbe  result  of  the  Bill  of  last 
yeor  :  6,200  inbabitants  would  have  the 
franchise  given  to  them,  if  the  town  bad 
been  treated  as  tbe  Commissioners  pro- 
posed to  treat  it.  But  tbe  bon.  Member 
for  Birmingham's  grand  principle  was 
abandoned  by  him  as  soon  as  bo  found 
tbat  it  would  operate  against  his  object ! 
to  keep  lialf  tbo  town  of  Birmingbam  for  | 
leavening  tbe  county  with.  He  prefers, 
witb  two  Colleagues,  representing  only 
balf  tbe  town,  that  tbo  other  half  may 
get  two  more  Members  by  swamping  the 
county.  Town  and  county  arc  so  far 
different  interests,  that  tbo  one  has  al- 
ways been  considered  tbe  movement,  tbe 
otber  tbo  conservative  interest  ;  and  to 
crush  the  latter  tbo  franchise  of  6,200 
citizens  is  sacrificed  though  tbey  were  con- 
aidered  the  more  intelligent  of  tbe  two. 
Ue  bofed  tbat   tbo  bon.  Member  would 
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never  enunciate    thoee    grand 
again,  now  that  we   knew   the  differraee 
between  bis  principles    and    hia  practice; 
and  tbat  when   he    found  an  extensioa  rf 
tbe  suffrage  inimical  to  hia  interesla  be  b^ 
came  as  active  a  disfranchiaer  aa  lit  hd 
ever  depicted  the  eztremeat  Tory  to  W. 
The  bon.  Member  was  arguing  the  other 
day  in  tbe  spirit  of  Pericles  '*  that  it  vu 
essential  for  the  eucccsa  of  a  free  coDBtiv 
that  in    every   part    the    greatest  nunba 
possible  should  take   an  interest  in  pibGe 
affairs."     But  acroaa  this  noble  sentineit 
now  intervened  the  object  of  the  hon.  Me» 
her  to  Rwamp  the  influence  of  the  conntiT. 
The  bon.  Member  felt,  no   doubt,  tliattli 
present  limits  of  the  borough  of  Birmipf- 
ham  was  quite  auflSoient  to  carry  three  d 
his  senatorial  indexes  of  population,  sod  bi 
wished    to   reserve   one-half  of  the  eoe- 
m unity  which  could    not   be  dietingoislid 
from  the   otber   balf,   in    order  that  fnr 
more  counters  on  his  side  of  the  HoD*eif 
Commons  might  bo  got  out  of  Bimibgluii 
in  tbe  name  of  the  county  constitueada 
of   Warwickshire  and    Worcestershire,  m 
that,    in    fact,    Birmingham    would  bin 
seven  representatives  —  three   elected  k 
half  the  town  and  two  for  each  of  theii- 
joining    county   divisions.       For  his  (Vr. 
Addcrley's)  part   he  preferred    to  soitiis 
tbe  recommendation  of  the  ComroisMonoi^ 
and  be  maintained  that  thoae  who  did  » 
were  the  real  Reformera.      On  the  bra' 
principle  of  extending  the  franchise  to  ifc< 
greatest  possible  number,  the  Ministeriiliiti 
were  now  proved  to  be  the  Reformers,  id 
the  Opposition  tbe  disfranchibers.    If  tk 
principle  of  tbe  Committee  were  adopted 
enormous  numbers  in  the  aggregate  of  tbi 
borou<j;bs  now  under  discussion  wobM  b 
excluded  from  tbo  franchrf&e  ;  while  lup 
numbers  would  bo  admitted  if  these  nrisi 
areas   were  included    in    the  boroogbi  tM 
which  tbey  belonged,   and   were  prvpedf 
recognized,  as  in  fact  they  are,  accoraiaf 
to  tbe  Report  of  tbe  Commissioners.    Tki 
unwieldy  size  to  which    some  of  these  br 
roughs  bad  grown  was   no  argomeot  frr 
using  parts  of  them  to  swamp  the  coDOtiHi 
though  it  might  be  an  argument  fur  divi^ 
ing  the  largest  towns,  such  as  Maocfaeittf 
and  Glasgow,  into  two  urban  constitueocici. 
He  bad  treated  Birmingham  as  a  uopli 
of  tbe  other  boroughs,  and  as  a  sample bt 
considered   tbat  it  afforded  a  stroo;  ^ 
unanswerable  argument   in  favour  of  ^ 
recommendations    of    the    CoiDmiisieM« 
and  against  the  proposal  of  the  CommltlM 
to  upset  them,  and  in  the  difisioa  aboitti 
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ensue  the  issae  might  fairly  be  taken  on 
the  general  principle. 

Mr.  bright  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  (Mr.    Adderley)  has  undertaken,   I 
presume,    to    answer    some    observations 
which  I  made  in  the  House  on  this  subject 
a  few  nights  ago.     I  wish  he  had  been  a 
little  more  accurate.     He  has  said  many 
things  which  I  will  not  contend  against  by 
argument ;  I  shall  simply  contradict  them. 
For  instance,  he  said  that  I  was  the  author 
of   the  Select  Committee.     I  understood 
that  the  Committee  was  proposed  from  his 
own  Benches — and  I  supported  the  propo- 
sition for  it,  as  I   do  frequently  support 
propositions    from   those    Benches,    when 
they  seem  to  me  judicious  for  the  purposes 
of  the  House.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  further — I.  do  not  give  his  exact  Ian- 
guago,  but  he  intimated  that  I  had  forced 
my  views  regarding  this  matter  upon  the 
Committee — that  I  indoctrinated  them,  I 
am  told,  was   liis  expression.      I  do  not 
know  whether  he   means   that  I  entered 
into  any  conspiracy  with  the  right   hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Walpole)  on  this  ques- 
tion.    What  I  did  was  just  what  the  hon. 
Member    for    North    Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  did.      I  appeared  before  the 
Committee,  at  their  request  and  by  their 
permission,  to  state  what  I  thought  on  this 
matter.     All   I  have  done  is  before  the 
House  and  before  the  Committee.     I  will 
not  s&y  my  arguments  had  no  effect ;    but 
at  least  the  facts  of  the  case  were  sufficient 
to  justify  the  conclusion  at  which  the  Com- 
mittee arrived.     He  said,  further,  that  I 
had  been  in  favour  of  driving  towards  elec- 
toral  districts.      The   general   impression 
out-of-doors  is  that  the  riglit  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  Colleagues  are  driving  in  that 
direction  ;  but  I  have  never  advocated  elec- 
toral ilistricts,  nor  a  representation  exactly 
in  proportion  to  numbers.     All  I  have  said 
Is  that  numbers  must  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration in  agitating  the  question  of  the 
distribution    of   seats  ;   and  if  on  such  a 
point  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  have 
no  regard  whatever  to  numbers,  there  will 
come  a  day  when  numbers  will  speak  to 
liim  in  a  voice  which  he  will  be  just  as 
little  able  to  resist  as  he  and  his  Colleagues 
were  able  to  resist  a  certain  voice  that  made 
itself  heard  last   year.      Well,   then,  he 
further  stated  that,  seeing  I  was  an  advo- 
cate for  the  widest  extension  of  the  fran- 
chise, it  would  be  most  inconsistent  in  me 
to    oppose  an   extension  of  the  borough 
boundaries,  as  this  would  eitend  the  fran- 


chise to  a  maoh  larger  number  of  persons 
than  would  reeeive  it  if  the  disputed  dis- 
tricts were  still  to  be  assigned  to  counties. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  never  heard 
me  advocato  the  widest  extension  of  tho 
franchise.     The  extension  which   I  have 
advocated  ever  since  I  have  been  in  Parlia- 
ment is  precisely  that  extension  which  he 
and  his  Colleagues  adopted  in  the  Bill  of 
last  year.      Therefore  these  aro  charges 
which,  to  those  who  know  me  are,  on  the 
face  of  them,  absurd ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment, ought  really  to  be  more  careful 
when  he  makes  them.      Throughout  tho 
whole  of  his  speech  he  has  been  imputing 
motives  to  me  which  I  am  not  conscious 
of  having  incurred  the  blame  of.     It  can 
be  no  disadvantage  to  me  to  see  the  popu- 
lation of  Birmingham  doubled;  it  does  not 
cost  me  anything  for  my  seat;  but  it  costs 
much  to  those  who  return   me  hero,  and 
therefore  I  am  anxious  that  their  Expenses 
should  not   be   increased.      It  would  not 
make  me  sit  any  more  or  less  certainly  for 
Birmingham    whether  you   added   to   its 
numbers  or  not ;  but  I  presume  it  will  be 
admitted    that    if   the  population  of  Bir- 
mingham be  increased  by  one-half,  or  be 
doubled,  to  a  certain  extent  the  represen- 
tatives of   so   great   a  population    would 
have,   I   will  not  say  a  corresponding  in- 
crease of  weight,  but  in  some  degree  an 
increased  influence  in  this  House.     There- 
fore  I  have  no  object  whatever,  but  that 
we  should  do  that  which  is  just  towards 
the  population  of  Birmiuj^ham,  and  I  shall 
argue  the  question  exactly  the  same  as  if 
it  referred  to  the  population  of  Manchester. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  motives 
are  obvious.     He  has  no  influence  what- 
ever  in   Birmingham,   nor  has   the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire,  though 
he  says  ho  rejoices  that  he  is  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  county,  and  that  he  has 
many  frionds  in  Birmingham ;  but  he  has 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  borough 
in  matters  of  representation.    What  he  has 
to  do,  however,  is  this.      Ho  knows,   or 
believes,  that  the  question  now  before  the 
House    will    affect  in   some    degree    the 
balance   of  power  in   the   two   counties  ; 
(hat  the  manor  of  Aston,  being  in  North 
Warwickshire,  gives  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  votes  to  that  county,  and  no  doubt, 
with  the  increase  of  votes  under  the  Act 
of  last  year,  will  greatly  strengthen  the 
hands  of  the  Liberal  party;  while  the  same 
process  will  occur  in  the  division  of  East 
Worcestershire,  where  I  believe  the  dis- 
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— made  an  obserTation  upon  a  point  which 


right  hen.  Gentleman  was  verj  free  in  im-  I  have  once  or  twice  mentioned,  and  tpokt 
putations  of  motives  to  me,  every  one  of ,  of  the  importance  of  haTiog  the  boundaria 
which  was  eontrorj  to  the  fact ;  hut  he  j  of  boroughs  well-defined,  withoot  at  the 
will  not  deny  that  his  motive  is  to  weaken  same  time  drawing  too  sharp  a  line  be- 
the  porty  to  which  he  is  opposed  in  the  tween  them  and  the  neighbouring  eountj, 
counties  of  North  Warwickshire  and  East ;  so  as  to  make  the  borough  Membera  le* 
Worcestershire ;  that  is  the  whole  object  i  present  one  great  interest  in  the  couotnr, 
of  the  fight  he  is  making.  Now,  I  have '  and  the  county  Members  another  great  in- 
stated the  figures  before,  but  1  can  repeat  terest.  I  have  said  before,  and  I  repeit 
them  in  a  sentence.  The  right  hon.  Gen-  ,  it  now,  that  whenever  this  House  eomei 
tleman,  in  his  multifarious  knowledge  of '  to  bo  so  divided,  it  will  be  one  of  the  moit 
this*matter,  did  not  give  the  House  any  i  calamitous  things  that  OTer  happened  for 
one  of  the  figures  important  to  its  decision.  I  our  Parliamentary  system,  and  those  vbs 
He  should  have  told  us  that  North  War- ,  will  suffer  the  most  from  it  are  the  rigkt 
wickshire  had  a  population  of  only  120,000  I  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  now  striving  is 
with  two  Members,  and  that  Birmingham  !  that  direction.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
had  a  population  of  350,000,  and  if  this  the  First  Minister  reminds  me  of  a  pasiags 
plan  were  carried  out  would  have  more  ;  in  the  life  of  a  celebrated  statesraao,  of 
than  380.000,  and  was  rapidly  increasing.  '  whom  some  have  said  —  1  know  not  with 
With  three  Members  still  given  to  them,  .  what  authority — that  he  made  his  profit 
in  that  division  at  the  beginning  of  De-  {  by  varying  his  course  according  to  the 
cembcr,  to  which,  no  doubt,  the  right  hon.  \  vicissitudes  of  the  times  in  which  he 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  is  anxiously  look-  lived.  After  the  death  of  Queen  Aooe, 
inji;  forward,  Manchester  or  Birmingham  ,  when  Bolingbroke  was  deprived  of  power, 
will  count  for  but  one  vote,  and  will  be  j  he  denied  many  of  the  charges  mida 
equal  in  influence  to  the  most  wretched  |  against  him  ;  but  he  ncknowledged  thtt 
borough  still  retained  in  the  ropresenta-  |  ho  had  intended  to  make  a  Tery  impor- 
tion.  North  Warwickshire  has  two  Mem- '  tant  change  in  the  representation,  sad 
hers,  and  the  proposition  is  to  take  25,000  I  that  he^ 

from  North  Warwicksliire,  with  its  popu-  «  wished  torestrain  the  influence  of  themoniid 
lation  of  116.000,  and  add  them  to  Bir-  interest  in  the  Legislature  and  matters  of  Statt. 
mingham,  with  its  population  of  350,000.  i  because  the  countrjr  gentlemen  were  vexed,  pit 
If  tho  Government  advocates  in  the  House  I  ^o  g"^*^  expense,  and  were  baffled  by  the  tmkn 
of  Commons   measures  that  will  increase    '"^  '****''  «l«»'»on"- 

these  gross  inequalities,  I  want  to  ask  '  Fortunately,  political  calamity  overtook  tkf 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  my-  !  author  of  this  scheme,  and  he  had  do 
self  is  the  greatest  promoter  of  that  change  <  opportunity  of  carrying  out  its  principle; 
which  he  has  described  by  the  term  "  elec-  \  but  that  is  the  principle  of  the  right  hot. 
toral  districts."  You  may  bo  quite  sure  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  GovernmeDt 
that  if  this  policy  is  pursued,  the  very  next  |  He  has  over  and  over  again  stated  it  to  tbe 
time  it  is  my  privilege  to  stand  before  my  House  in  different  words,  hut  coming  to  tba 
constituents  in  the  Town  Hall  of  Birming-  same  meaning  ;  that  is,  bj  altering  tin 
ham  I  shall  have  to  point  out  to  them  '  boundaries  of  boroughs  he  wishes  to  givs 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  his  Col-  the  country  gentlemen  and  the  landed  inte- . 
leagues,  and  his  party  have  forced  a  vast  >  rest  a  more  exactly  defined  and  infloeotitl 
increase  of  population  upon  them,  with  a  power  in  Parliament  than  they  had  hitherto 
corresponding  decrease  in  the  population  \  possessed.  He  would  be  the  worst  eoesiy 
of  the  surrounding  districts,  but  without  |  of  the  country  gentlemen  and  the  landed 
giving  to  Birmingham  any  corresponding  j  interest  if  he  could  by  possibility  carry 
increase  of  power  in  this  House.     1  say    out  that  principle.     But  fortunately  there 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  pursuing 
a  wise  course  in  advocating  the  views  he 
has  taken  in  this  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tho  Member  for  Cambridge 
University  (Mr.  Walpole),  at  the  conclu- 
siun  of  the  admirable  speech  he  addressed 
to  the  House  the  other  night— I  call  it  so 
not  because  it  agreed  with  my  views;  but 
because  it  was  admirable  in  every  respect 

Mr.  Bright 


is  a  power  in  the  House  and  in  the  coontiy 
which  will  prevent  him.  There  is  bo 
Select  Committee,  no  ingenious  Minister, 
no  ready  tools,  no  Spofforth,  who  can  so 
manipulate  the  boundaries  of  boroughs  it 
this  country  as  to  bring  about  a  change  is 
the  preponderance  of  political  power,  h 
the  case  of  Birmingham  there  is  no  proof 
that  tho  change  proposed  will  lead  to  uf 
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party  advantage;  but  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  it  would  be  a  great  inconvenience  as 
far  as  Birmingham  is  concerned;  and 
therefore  I  oppose  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Adderlej)  said,  "You  are 
not  Reformers;  we  are  the  real  Reform- 
ers." Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Friends  take  so  manj  new  faces 
that  one  hardly  knows  where  to  fix  them. 
Does  he  know  that  in  one  of  these  outlying 
districts  in  Birmingham,  out  of  6,000  oc- 
cupiers 4,600  have  petitioned  not  to  have 
the  franchise  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  wishes  to  thrust  upon  them  ?  There 
is  only  one  other  point  I  need  mention.  I 
have  heard  it  said  that  if  we  would  only 
consent  to  allow  the  sacrifice  of  Birming- 
ham, hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  com- 
promise with  us  and  allow  the  decision  of 
the  Committee  to  be  taken  in  block. 
['*  No  !"]  I  do  not  know  whether  that  is 
true  or  not ;  but  if  it  be  true,  I  appeal  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  whether  that  is  a  very 
honourable  and  very  noble  sentiment.  It 
cannot  be  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
have  such  an  interest  in  North  Warwick- 
shire, East  Worcestershire,  or  Birming- 
ham, as  to  make  that  an  exception  to  the 
policy  they  would  adopt  in  the  rest  of  the 
Doroughs.  I  trust  that  in  this  House — dis- 
cussing the  question  with  fairness  but  with 
earnestness^I  have  not  made  myself  liable 
in  any  degree  to  such  personal  feelings 
that  hon.  Members  opposite  wish  through 
me  to  injure  and  stab  the  constituency  I 
represent.  I  am  satisfied  tiiat  the  House 
will  do  itself  credit  by  accepting  the  de- 
cision of  the  Committee  to  which  this 
question  was  referred,  and — I  speak  with- 
out hesitation,  though  I  do  not  pretend,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  to  repre- 
sent the  great  body  of  the  people — that  if 
the  decision  of  the  Committee  be  adopted 
as  it  stands,  the  House  will  act  in  accord- 
ance with  the  views  of  the  vast  majority  of 
all  the  population  of  the  districts  which  are 
concerned  in  this  question  of  boundaries. 
I  say  no  more  ;  but  I  hope  that  the  Com- 
mittee will  accept  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr. 
Hibbert),  for  which  I  shall  vote  with  the 
greatest  pleasure. 

Mb.RUSSELLGURNEY:  I  shall  not, 
in  the  few  observations  which  I  have  to 
make  upon  this  question,  impute  any  mo- 
tives to  any  Gentlemen  on  either  side  of  the 
House  in  the  views  which  they  have  ex- 
pressed. I  should  have  been  glad,  indeed, 
if  I  could  have  avoided  taking  any  part  in 
this  discussion.    It  is  not  pleasant  to  find 


one's  work  in  the  Boundary  Commission 
pitted  against  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  presided  over  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Walpole) ;  and  what  makes 
it  especially  unpleasant  is  that,  while  in  a 
matter  in  which  I  have  been  engaged 
during  many  months  with  men  of  wholly 
different  politics,  and  have  not  heard 
during  that  time  a  single  party  observa- 
tion, the  discussion  has  now,  in  a  very 
great  degree,  assumed  a  party  character, 
and  the  question  is  to  be  decided  apparently 
according  to  the  strength  of  parties,  without 
reference  to  the  particular  merits  of  the 
question  at  issue.  Having  been  responsible 
for  the  Report  of  the  Commission  that  is 
laid  on  the  table,  I  think  it  due  to  my- 
self, to  my  brother  Commissioners,  and  also 
to  those  by  whom  we  were  appointed,  to 
state  the  grounds  upon  which  we  proceeded 
in  the  consideration  of  the  matters  referred 
to  us,  and  to  show  what  appear  to  me  suf- 
ficient reasons  why  this  wholesale  disagree- 
ment with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commission  should  not  be  at  once  adopted 
by  the  House.  It  has  been  stated  during 
the  discussion  that  the  Instructions  we  re- 
ceived were  imperfect,  and  that  conse- 
quently our  Report  could  not  be  adopted. 
I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  that  question  ; 
but  it  will  be  remembered  that  those  In- 
structions, whatever  they  may  have  been, 
were  not  given  merely  by  this  House,  but 
by  Parliament,  and  that  it  was  on  the  faith 
of  those  Instructions  being  followed  out 
that  the  Reform  Bill  of  last  year  was  passed. 
But  I  contend  that  the  principle  upon 
which  we  acted  was  not  only  sanctioned  by 
Parliament,  but  it  was  the  right  principle. 
As  I  understand  it,  it  was  that  in  future 
those  who  were  to  sit  here,  with  all  the 
weight  and  importance  to  bo  given  to 
them  as  appearing  for  great  towns,  should 
be  in  fact  the  Members  for  those  towns. 
I  do  not  mean  to  make  any  personal  allu* 
sion — I  should  be  sorry  to  say  anything 
which  might  appear  to  bo  of  a  personal 
character  —  but  I  must  repeat  that  the 
principle,  as  we  understood  it,  was  this — 
that  the  Members  for  Birmingham  and 
Manchester  should  be  elected  by  the  towns 
of  Birmingham  and  Manchester,  and  that 
while  they  had  all  the  weight  and  im- 
portance given  to  them  as  the  representa- 
tives of  those  great  towns,  they  should 
not  be  elected  merely  by  a  portion  of  the 
towns,  and  represent  in  fact  only  a  portion 
of  them.  I  think  that  is  a  right  principle 
on  which  to  proceed.  Well,  what  are  the 
objections  to  such  a  course  ?    The  mwi 


:>  1 


■id 
■J 


ji 
I 

' ,  J' 


Ml 

:  ■ 


■4v«iuwt      vr      tsiutiiviifai      bivo*         a      uviiaciv     %imk 

was  tho  principle  in  force  previously  to  the 
passing  of  the  Reform  Act  of  1832,  but  no 
such  principle  was  acted  upon  by  the 
framers  of  that  Act,  nor  has  any  such 
principle  been  recognized  since  that  time. 
When  we  entered  upon  the  inquiry  we 
found  no  less  than  fifty  borouglis  in  which 
the  boundaries,  municipal  and  Parliament- 
Ar}%  were  different.  Since  the  time  of  the 
Keform  Act  wo  have  had  various  great 
towns  incorporated  by  the  Crown,  and  in 
those  cases  it  has  not  been  thought  neces- 
sary that  tho  Parliamentary  boundary 
should  be  followed.  Tho  groat  town  of 
Manchester,  which  has  been  referred  to, 
was  incorporated  some  years  after  the 
passing  of  tho  Reform  Act.  The  Parlia- 
mentary area  included  between  6,000  and 
7,000  acres,  but  the  district  incorporated 
consisted  of  only  4,000.  The  same  thing 
has  been  done  with  other  towns.  The 
Parliamentary  borough  of  Brighton  was 
created  by  the  Reform  Act,  and  included  a 
largo  and  populous  district  called  Hove  ; 
but  when,  some  years  afterwards,  Brighton 
was  incorporated  Hove  was  excluded.  The 
same  thing  happened  with  the  town  of  War- 
rington. These  are  three  cases  that  I  hap- 
pen to  remember;  and  in  none  of  them  was 
the  Parliamentary  boundary  taken  as  the 
boundary  of  the  municipality.  Therefore 
I  say  it  is  idle  to  contend  that  we  are  to  be 
bound  by  the  municipal  limits ;  we  have 
not  been  bound  in  that  way  hitherto  ;  Par- 
liament has  not  considered  itself  so  bound, 
nor   has   tho   Crown  considered   itself  so 
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the  municipal  rates."  The 
sively  the  representations  th 
and  I  put  it  to  the  House 
"wishes  of  the  inhabitants" 
been  allowed  to  influence  us 
wrong,  indeed,  in  the  idea  thi 
because  the  cases  of  Brighto 
and  Warrington,  which  I 
cited,  show  that  it  was  n< 
consequence  that,  if  taken  ? 
liameutary  boundary,  they  v 
become  subject  to  the  munic 
there  was  a  great  dread  thi 
j  be  the  case.  In  many  inal 
had  gone  just  outside  the  m 
dary  in  order  to  avoid  th 
rates,  while  they  had  theniac 
benefit  of  the  town's  expendi 
cases  they  would  no  doubt  I 
rightly  taken,  within  the  m 
dary.  But  in  tho  one  e 
other  tho  fear  was  either  | 
unreasonable.  It  was  groun 
where  the  outlying  district  < 
form  part  of  the  town  ;  it  ' 
oblc  where  it  did,  because  it 
that  in  the  latter  case  the 
exempt  should  share  the  burd 
who  had  now  to  pay  all 
rates.  Another  objection  w1 
urged  with  great  force  bj  th 
bor  for  Binningham  was  fo 
comparative  populations  of 
from  which  the  district  was  p 
taken,  and  of  the  borough  to 
proposed   to  be  added.        T 
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the  electors  were  taken  from  that  par- 
ticular portion  of  Birmiogham  already 
included  in  the  Parliamentary  horough. 
The  number  in  the  other  districts  was  also 
very  considerable,  and  would  be  immensely 
increased  by  the  reduction  made  in  the 
qunliHcation  for  the  franchise  last  year.  In 
that  particular  division  we  were  informed 
by  a  gcntlemon  of  great  knowledge  and  ex- 
perience that  the  county  constituency  from 
the  qualiBciitions  for  the  town  of  Birming- 
ham would  be  nearly  doubled  in  consequence 
of  the  change  made  lost  year.  The  county 
&I embers  represent  not  only  the  constitu- 
ency derived  from  the  population  of  116,000 
in  North  Warwickshire,  but  also  the  con- 
stituency which  exists  within  the  borough, 
and  by  which  the  election  is  very  materi- 
ally iufluenced.  Nor  was  the  case  of  North 
Warwickshire  a  singular  one.  In  many 
of  the  counties  affected  by  our  recom- 
mendations the  proportion  of  town  to 
county  voters  on  the  County  Register  will 
be  found  to  bo  much  larger.  In  South 
Lancashire,  out  of  21,555  voters  on  the 
Register,  8,783  derive  their  qualifications 
from  represented  towns  ;  in  Middlesex, 
6.137  out  of  14,847;  in  South  Hants,  2,858 
out  of  5,677;  in  North  Durham,  3,180 
out  of  6.043.  1  hardly  know  what  other 
points  thete  wore  to  which  1  need  refer  ; 
but  there  was  one  thing  which  was  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  on 
a  former  occasion,-  and  on  that  1  would 
wiah  to  make  a  remark.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman spoke  of  the  great  interest  which 
•emed  to  have  been  taken  in  his  town  ; 
and  ho  referred  especially  to  a  visit  paid 
to  Birmingham  by  one  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, Mr.  Walter,  and  seemed  rather 
to  throw  a  slur  upon  that  gentleman, 
as  if  there  had  been  some  kind  of  undue 
feeling  in  the  matter.  The  fact  was  that 
there  was  a  certain  degree  of  fear  enter- 
tained of  the  opposition  which  we  antici- 
pated from  the  lion.  Member,  and  there 
was  a  considerable  anxiety  on  the  part  of 
the  Commission  that  no  part  of  the  town 
population  should  bo  included  in  the  limits 
of  the  Parliamentary  borough  which  did 
not,  beyond  all  question,  belong  to  it. 
AVhen,  therefore,  an  enlargement  of  the 
boundary  was  suggested,  and  before  it 
was  adopted,  ono  of  tbe  Commissioners 
kindly  went  down  with  the  Assistant 
Commissioner  in  order  to  look  over  the 
ground  before  we  came  to  a  final  de- 
cision ;  and  the  result  was  to  make  out 
a  clear  distinction  between  one  of  the 
4i8tricts  proposed  to  be  added  and  the 


two  others  which  we  finally  recommended. 
I  think,  therefore,  the  hon.  Member  had 
no  reason  to  complain  of  anyone,  or  to 
suggest  that  the  visit  was  made  with 
any  other  view  than  what  was  perfectly 
fair  towards  the  town  of  Birmingham. 
Then  it  was  said  it  was  exceedingly  unde- 
sirable to  draw  a  strict  line  between  tho 
urban  and  rural  population.  I  fully  admit 
it,  and  I  may  refer  to  one  part  of  our 
labours  to  show  that  that  feeling  was  enter- 
tained generally  by  the  Commission.  When 
counties  were  to  be  divided,  as  it  would  bo 
easy  to  see.  one  of  the  points  kept  in  view 
was  not  to  draw  a  too  hard  and  fast  lino 
between  the  urban  and  the  rural  popula- 
tion, but  to  have  nn  admixture  of  both  in 
each  division.  We  felt  at  the  same  time 
that  practically  the  principle  of  county  and 
borough  representation  proceeded  upon  tho 
fact  of  there  being  some  distinction  be- 
tween the  population  of  the  county  and  the 
borough.  What  we  felt  throughout  tho 
whole  matter  was  this  »-  that  we  had  to 
consider  what  really  did  form  a  part  of  tho 
town,  in  order  that  for  the  future  tho  Mem« 
ber  for  Manchester  should  represent  tho 
whole  importance  of  Manchester.  Thcro 
was  another  point  to  which  we  felt  bound  to 
attach  importance.  We  felt  bound  to  look 
to  what  districts  there  were  the  inhabitants 
of  which  ought  for  the  purposes  of  elections 
to  be  included.  In  that  matter  it  seemed 
to  us  that  the  course  we  were  to  pursue 
wQS  one  of  enfranchisement.  What  would 
bo  the  eCTect  of  adopting  tho  Amendment 
of  tho  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr. 
Hibbert)  ?  Why,  between  30.000  and 
40,000  persons  would  bo  excluded  from 
the  Parliamentary  franchise,  and  thereby 
kept,  as  we  used  to  be  told  last  year,  out- 
side the  pale  of  the  Constitution.  Now, 
is  it  desirable  that  such  a  thing  as  that 
should  be  done  merely  that  there  might 
not  be  an  increasing  inconvenience  at  elec- 
tions in  consequence  of  the  largo  consti- 
tuencies which  would  be  created.  Bir- 
mingham, with  all  these  additions,  will  not 
be  so  largo  as  several  other  boroughs  ; 
and,  therefore,  I  do  not  think  that  the  sizo 
is  suflBcient  reason  for  depriving  that  large 
number  of  people  of  the  franchise.  I  do 
not  wish  to  go  particularly  through  the 
different  boroughs  ;  but  1  will  take  one 
instance,  just  to  show  how  undesirable  it 
would  be  to  adopt  the  Amendment  proposed. 
1  will  take  the  town  of  Nottingham,  and  I 
will  refer  to  perfectly  independent  testi- 
mony on  the  subject — namely,  tho  Report 
of  the  Municipal  CommissionorSi  who  worQ 
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for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright)  proposed  that 
the  Parliamentarj  and  manieipal  homd- 
aries  should  he  contemiinoaSi  and  the  hos. 
Memher  for  Oldham  said — 

"lie  oould  not  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  tht 
room  within  the  limits  of  the  town,  has  resorted  Member  for  BirmiDgham  thmt  ife  wm  desinUe 
to  the  neighbouring  parishes  of  Radford,  Linton,    that  the  boundaries  of  the  Parliamentary  borooghi 


appointed  so  far  hack  as  1837,  to  inquire 
into  tho  different  municipal  boundaries. 
What  was  their  Report  as  to  Nottingham  ? 
It  siiid — 

Tho  increasing   population,  unable  to   find 


and  Sneinton.and  in  these  three  parishes  upwards 


should  alwajrs  be  conterminooa  with  those  of  tke 


of  20,000  people,  closely  connected  in  every  way  i  municipal  boroughs.      There    were   many  bx^ 


with  the  town  of  Nottingham,  are  now  congre- 
gated. New  Sneinton  forms  actually  a  portion  of 
tho  town  of  Nottingham.    New  Radford  may  also 


and  growing  towns  situated  outside  of  the  inui< 
cipal  boroughs  to  which  tho  franchise  ought,  is  ^ 
opinion,  to  be  extended,  though  the  iohabitua 


bo  said  to  form  a  portion  of  the  town,  though  the  |  would  not  desire  to   be    incorporated  with  th« 

connection  is  not  quite  so  close  as  is  the  case  at ;  municipalities.     .     .     .      The   borough  which  bi 

Sneinton.   The  remaining  population  of  the  three  '  represented  (Oldham)  was   an   instance  ofthi^ 

parishes  occupy  blocks  of  buildings  lying  detached  |  and  he  thought  it  was  a  fortunate  thing  tbst'ie 

at  small  distances  from  each  other.     Their  pro-    Parliamentary  area  was  made  so  wide  in  183Si 

posal,  therefore,  was  to  add  Sneinton  and  parts  of   for   otherwise   those   townships    would  riruulif 

Linton  and  Radford  to  the  town  of  Nottingham.*'  i  have  no  representation." — [3  IlansartL  dzurai. 

277-8  1 
These  are  tho  very  districts  which  we  pro- 1  '*' 

posed  to  add.  Will  it  he  contended  that,  1  now  appeal  to  the  hon.  Memher  for  Old- 
thirty  years  afterwards  they  cease  to  form  !  ham,  and  I  appeal  to  this  Hoase,  im4 
part  of  tho  town  of  Nottingham  ?  It  was  !  to  inflict  upon  the  inliabitanta  of  the  dii- 
then  recommended  that  they  should  he  tricts  forming  parta  of  the  towns  of  Bih 
hrought  within  the  municipal  boundary,  mingham,  of  Mancliester,  of  Bristol^  vA 
hecause  they  essentially  formed  part  of  the ;  of  Nottingham,  what  he  considered  to  be 
town,  and  it  is  now  proposed  to  exclude  virtual  disfranchisement,  but  to  extend  U 
them  from  the  Parliamentary  boundary,  them  the  same  protection  which  he  liit 
though  every  year  that  has  passed  has  <  year  rejoiced  had,  in  1832.  been  extended 
tended  to  unite  them  more  closely  to  the '  to  the  people  of  Oldham, 
town  of  Nottingham.  The  only  reason  for  ;  SmllKDWORTH  WILLIAMSON  ex- 
this  that  I  havo  heard  urged  is  that  Not- 1  pressed  regret  that  a  Member  of  the  6s- 
tingham  is  a  county  of  itself,  and  that  the  '  vernment,  the  Under  Secretary  for  tks 
freeholders  in  Nottingham  havo  a  vote  for  Colonics  (Mr.  Adderley),  had  spoken  in  i 
tho  borough  instead  of  the  county.  By  |  manner  calculated  to  excite  party  disaeo- 
the  Reform  Act  it  was  provided  that  the  i  sion  on  a  subject  which  ought  to  he  treated 
freeholders  in  districts  added  to  such  towns  '  with  judicial  calmness  and  fairness.  Tbc 
ahould  in  the  same  way  vote  for  the  county,  j  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  bad 
ivhile  no  such  provision  is  contained  in  the  \  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Russell  Gumey)  lud 
present  Bill ;  and  for  no  better  reason  than  j  that  in  doubtful  cases  the  Commissioners 
this  thousands  of  working  men  are  to  be    had  yielded  to   the  wishes  of  the  inhtbi- 


deprived   of  the   franchise.      Tho  recom 
mendation  of  the  Commissioners  in  1837 
was    not    carried   out,    because    at    that 


touts  ;  but  in  the  case  of  South  Sbie}4t, 
and  other  places  in  which  he  (Sir  Hedwortfa 
Williamson)  was  most  interested,  he  wu 


time  the  Government  was  very  weak  ;  for :  afraid  that  had  not  been  the  case.  The 
then  it  was  felt,  as  wo  havo  since  learnt,  i  right  hon.  and  learned  Gcnilemao  omit- 
what  a  misfortune  it  is  to  have  a  weak  |  ted  a  very  material  point — namely,  tbtt 
Government.  Lord  Melbourne,  indeed,  if  these  places  were  annexed  to  the  horoogiH 
was  reported  to  have  said  that,  however  ■  they  would  be  deborred  of  their  privilegeel 
opinions  might  differ  as  to  whether  a  Whig  :  being  able  to  collect  their  rates  on  thecoo- 
or  a  Tory  Government  was  the  best,  cer- 1  pounding  system.  Much  stress  had  been 
tainly  the  worst  of  all  Governments  was  a  !  laid  upon  the  fact  that  the  Commissionen 
weak  Government.  The  Bill  then  drawn  |  had  been  very  careful  not  to  recommend 
was  abandoned  because  the  Government,  annexation  of  any  place  to  a  borough  whea 
from  their  state  of  weakness,  could  not  it  was  not  closely  allied  to  it ;  but  this  hai 
carry  out  the  views  they  entertained,  op-  been  done  at  Gate&hend.  In  this  instanet 
posed,  as  they  were,  by  some  of  their  ordi- ;  a  place  had  been  tacked  on  to  a  borooglt 
nary  supporters.  1  will  only  add  a  word  which  did  not  wish  to  receive  it.  The 
or  two  to  remind  the  House  what  were  i  interests  of  the  two  places  wero  opposed ; 
the  views  entertained  on  this  subject  by  the  j  the  outlying  districts  had  their  own  Board 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert) ,  of  Health;  they  had  borrowed  money  for 
last  year.  At  that  time  the  hon.  Member !  their  own  improvements,  and  the  borough 
J/r.  JRuisell  Gnrnay  ' 


1425  Boundary  Bitl--  [Jvvk  U,  1868| 


Commities. 


t426 


also  had  borrowed  considerablo  sums  of 
money  from  which  the  outlying  districts 
could  receive  no  benefit.  He  hoped  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Hibbert)  would  be  accepted,  which 
would  render  it  unnecessary  to  bring  for- 
ward the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice,  for  the  omission  of  South  Shields 
and  Gatcshend  from  Schedule  A. 

Mr. BROMLEY  DAVENPORTsaid.he 
was  one  of  those  who  really  thought  it  a  great 
mistake  to  refer  this  matter  from  the  Com- 
mission who  had  bestowed  on  it  seven 
months  of  great  labour  to  a  Committee 
which  disposed  of  the  whole  question  in 
eleven  days.  He  could  only  say,  for  him- 
self, that  the  notice  ho  received  to  appear 
before  the  Committee  did  not  reach  him 
till  the  evening  of  the  day  on  which  he  was 
to  go  before  them.  He  wished  to  recall  to 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright)  the  words  he  had 
used  in  thanking  the  electors  for  his  unop- 
posed return  at  the  last  election.  The  hon. 
Member  then  said — **  We  have  had  a  very 
quiet  time  here ;  dont  let  it  bo  quite  so 
quiet  next  Thursday" — the  day  of  the 
election  for  North  Warwickshire.  The  hon. 
Member  added,  "  Tou  are  non- electors  ; 
it  is  true  you  have  got  no  votes,  but  you 
hav£  got  influence ;  let  it  be  felt."  He  was 
happy  to  say,  however,  that  although  at 
the  election  for  North  Warwickshire  there 
was  a  considerable  amount  of  animation, 
yet  it  passed  off  without  any  very  serious 
consequences.  Under  these  circumstances 
lie  was  glad  to  hear  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  no  intention  that  the  changes  proposed 
should  have  the  effect  of  interfering  with 
the  election  for  North  Warwickshire.  His 
party  were  in  a  minority  in  Birmingham, 
and  he  thought  that  if  the  recommendation^ 
of  the  Commissioners  were  carried  into 
effect  that  minority  would  become  larger. 
[Mr.  Bright  :  Smaller.]  He  hoped  that, 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  did  not 

?iropose  to  interfere  with  the  election  for 
^orth  Warwickshire,  ho  should  again  be 
returned  as  the  representative  of  that  con- 
stituency. 

Mr.  BRUCE  :  I  am  not  at  all  disposed 
to  undervalue  the  differences  that  have 
arisen  between  the  Committee  and  the 
Commissioners  ;  but  I  think  there  is  a 
tendency  greatly  to  over-rate  the  im- 
portance of  the  changes  that  have  been 
proposed.  Those  who  have  listened  to  the 
speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
North  Staffordshire  (Mr.  Adderley)  and  of 
the    right  hon.   and  learned    Oentleman 


(Mr.  Russell  Gumey)  would  almost  be  of 
opinion  that  the  present  Members  for  Bir- 
mingham, Manchester,  and  Liverpool  are 
not  really  the  representatives  of  those  great 
populations,  but  are  simply  the  representa- 
tives of  the  nucleus  of  great  modern  towns. 
[••  Oh,  oh  !"]  What  are  the  facts?  Bir- 
mingham has  a  population  of  350,000,  and 
the  increase  of  population  within  its  Par- 
liamentary limits  in  thirty  years  has  been 
from  152,000  to  294,000.  Within  these 
limits  there  is  an  unoccupied  area,  pointing 
to  the  possibility  and  probability  of  a  fur- 
ther increase  of  200,0()0 ;  so  that  there  is 
no  reason  why  the  future  Members  for 
Birmingham  should  not  be  the  representa- 
tives of  550,000  people  within  the  limits  of 
the  existing  town.  The  evidence  taken 
before  the  Assistant  Commissioners  proved 
that  fact.  What  did  the  Commissioners 
propose  to  do,  in  order  to  render  the 
Members  for  Birmingham  the  real  repre- 
sentatives of  that  borough?  Why,  they 
proposed  to  add  to  the  existing  population 
an  additional  population  of  35,000,  They 
also  proposed  to  add  35,000  to  the  400,000 
forming  the  the  present  population  of  Man- 
chester, and  25,000  to  the  500,000  form- 
ing the  present  population  of  Liverpool. 
In  these  cases  it  may  be  assumed  that  the 
Commissioners  had  followed  the  overflow 
of  the  population  of  the  boroughs,  and 
these  proposed  additions  might  have  been 
fairly  made  upon  that  ground,  had  it  not 
appeared  to  the  Committee  that  there  were 
weighty  counterbalancing  reasons  why  the 
recommendations  of  the  Commissioners 
should  not  be  followed.  The  case  is  still 
stronger  with  regard  to  the  metropolitan 
boroughs  of  Marylebone  and  Lambeth. 
The  Commissioners  proposed  to  add  Hamp- 
stead,  with  its  28,000  inhabitants  to  Mary- 
lebone, which  already  contained  436,000 
persons.  But  can  Hampstead  be  regarded 
as  the  overflow  of  Marylebone  ?  The  popu- 
lation of  Middlesex  has  been  reduced  to 
179,000  by  the  recommendation  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  it  would  be  further  re- 
duced to  151,000  if  the  population  of 
Hampstead  were  to  be  also  subtracted 
from  it.  But  even  this  case  is  weak  when 
compared  with  that  of  Lambeth.  This 
borough  has  a  population  of  319,000,  and 
it  is  proposed  to  take  Clapham  and  several 
other  distant  suburbs  of  London  out  of  the 
small  divisions  of  East  and  Mid  Surrey  for 
the  purpose  of  adding  an  additional  popu- 
lation of  57,000  to  that  borough.  But  this 
it  the  least  objectionable  part  of  the  pro- 
posal.   East  Surrey  was  divided  by  the 


.1* 


.  r« 


1 


)i 


iUVlUHiiJ        ilJttll      X       Ulll      VfUII^CU      ill      VliCSU      Hi' 

stances  to  disagree  with  the  Commissioners. 
I  cannot  shelter  myself  under  the  statement 
that  the  Committee  disagreed  with  the 
Commissioners  simply  and  solely  on  matters 
of  detail  —  they  differed  on  matters  of 
principle,  because  they  believed  that  the 
addition  of  Clapham  and  Ilampstead  to 
the  boroughs  I  have  mentioned  were  not 
tho  additions  contemplated  by  the  House. 
With  respect  to  the  boroughs  of  Gates- 
)iead»  South  Shields,  Tynemouth,  Ports- 
mouth, and  Warwick,  in  every  case  the 
evidence  showed  that  tho  population  pro- 
posed to  be  added  to  the  existing  boroughs 
was  not  the  overflow  of  the  old  boroughs, 
but  were  independent  populations  which 
would  have  existed  whether  the  old  bo- 
roughs existed  or  not.  The  case  of  Notting- 
ham stands  on  peculiar  grounds.  North 
Nottinghamshire,  is  one  of  tho  niost  re- 
markable counties  in  England.  The  bo- 
rough of  East  Retford  has  a  larger  popu- 
lation than  the  whole  of  North  Nottingham- 
shire, which  has  a  population  of  9o,U00, 
from  which  it  it  now  proposed  to  take  a 
population  of  20,000  in  order  to  add  it  to 
Nottingham,  which  has  already  a  popula- 
tion of  80,000.  I  believe,  Sir,  that  I  have 
said  BuflScicnt  to  show  that  there  were  valid 
reasons  for  what  the  Committee  did,  and 
inasmuch  as  our  decisions  were  unanimously 
arrived  at,  and  were  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  the  result  of  party  feeling,  1  trust 
that  they  will  bo  confirmed  by  tho  House. 
Mr.  NE WDEG ate  said,  that  tho  right 
hon.  Member   for   Merthyr  Tydvil  (Mr. 


of  Birmingham,  crowded  be 
spectfully  asked  Her  Majc 
few  words  to  them,  and  L< 
this  request  was  granted, 
houses  of  this  Biroiingliani 
risen  rapidly  around  the  Pi 
House  of  Aston.  The  peoj 
ham  felt  that  tliis  Park  and 
these  means  of  recreation  a 
had  been  made  their  own. 
tioa  had  bought  the  Pari 
House,  and  it  wus  as  much 
as  tho  Town  Hall  of  Birni 
The  practical  incorporation 
the  town  of  Birmingham  h; 
on  for  years.  lie  held  in 
extract  from  the  I^ost  Offic 
Birmingham  and  the  Mid 
for  18C4,  when  this  questi 
arisen.     Speaking  of  Aston, 

''  Aston  is  a  village  adjoining 
the  North.  .  .  .  The  Tillage  \ 
its  oDce  retired  and  rural  aspect ; 
sorted  by  the  extccsive  improve 
tional  streets  added  to  BirmiDghi 
at  no  remote  period  to  form  pa 
Tho  Hall,  built  by  Sir  Thomas  Si 
the  grounds  attached,  arc  in  tho  ] 
Aston  Tark  Company,  and  are 
Ac." 

Since  that  date,  the  Corpoi 
mingham  had  bought  the  ] 
made  it  their  own.  The  C 
for  1841  showed  that  tho  po( 
parish  of  Aston,  the  most  po] 
of  which  was  the  Manor,  amo 
to  45.718,  that  in  1851  it  ha 
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was  furnished  by  these  Census  KetuniB. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  seemed 
to  think  that  there  was  something  illiberal 
in  the  course  which  he  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
had  adopted.    He  might,  however,  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  had  supported 
the  Motion  for  giving  four  Members  to 
Birmingham.      Previous  to  that  he  had 
advocated  the  addition  of  another  Member 
to  the  representation  of  North  Warwick- 
shire ;  but  then  it  should  be  remembered 
that  North   Warwickshire  included    the 
representation  of  the  freeholders  and  lease- 
holders  of    Birmingham,   Coventry,   and 
Tamworth,  while  it  contained  Bugby  with 
more    than    7,000    of  town   population, 
,    Joleshill    with    8.000,    Bedworth    with 
r    7,000,   and    Nuneaton  with    more  than 
;    7,000    inhabitants  :    these    were    places 
;  having  large  town  populations  of  their 
^    own.     Indeed,  the  constituency  of  North 
j;  Warwickshire  was   to   a  great  extent  a 
.   town  constituency.     He  felt  bound  to  say 
.    that  after  the  speech  which  the  House  had 
\  heard  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Com- 
^1  missioner  (Mr.  Hussell  Gumey)  that  even> 
^  lag,  tliat  however  great  might  be  his  respect 
.  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
\  fer  Cambridge  (Mr.  Walpole),  he,  for  one, 
eoald  not  accept  the  authority  of  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  when  it  was  opposed  to 
that  of  Lord  Eversley,  who  for  sixteen 
years  had  been  the  respected  Speaker  of 
^at  House  —  the  less,  when  he  remem- 
bered  that  the    Select    Committee    over 
"which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  presided 
liad  sat  for  eleven  days,  while  the  Commis- 
Bion  at  the  head  of  which  Lord  Eversley 
Jiad  presided  and  pursued  their  inquiries 
^OT  seven  months,  whatever  might  be  the 
dsion  of  Parliament  on  this  subject.  As 
as  he  himself  was  concerned,  he,  in 
flbrmer  days,  had  polled  a  majority  in  the 
Sinniiigham  district,  and  he  believed  he 
should    be    again    returned.      Strangely 
niough,  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
^aamcd  to  accuse  him  (Mr.  Newdegate)  of 
being  in  favour  of  laying  the  foundation 
Kbr  an  arbitrary  separation    between   the 
borough   and  the  county  constituencies, 
mud   the  establishment  of  equal  electoral 
fliatriots.     The  hon.  Member  seemed  to 
l^ave    forgotten    that  in   1859    he    (Mr. 
feTewdegate)  had  opposed  the  Reform  Bill 
l»f    Xiord  Derby's  Government  because  it 
Vrould  have  had  that  effect.     Such  would 

Brobably,  however,  be  the  ultimate  result, 
r  the  House  did  not  regard  and  rightly 
a  portion  the  constituencies  according  to 
e  overflow  of  the   populations  of  the 


large  boronghs.  He  belieyed  that  the  best 
course  the  House  could  now  pursue  was 
to  adopt  the  suggestion  which  had  been 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  to  con* 
sider  each  case  upon  its  own  merits ;  be- 
cause, in  most  instances,  there  were  dif- 
ferences between  these  caees,  the  existence 
of  which  it  was  essential  to  remember  if 
they  desired  to  arrive  at  a  satisfactory 
decision. 

Mr.  OSBORNE :  I  think  it  important 
that  the  Committees  should  recollect  one 
thing — that  however  great,  populous,  and 
distinguished  the  borough  of  Birmingham 
and  the  county  of  North  Warwickshire 
may  be,  that  is  not  the  only  point  we  have 
to  consider.  Hitherto,  indeed,  in  this  de- 
bate we  have  heard  nothing  but  ''  Bir- 
mingham"  and  "North  Warwickshire,** 
which  have  been  perpetually  dinned  into 
our  ears.  I  must  say  that  I,  for  one, 
should  be  very  sorry  if,  by  any  vote  of 
mine,  I  imperilled  the  return  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  War- 
wicksliire  (Mr.  Newdegate),  whom  every- 
one respects,  and  whom  I  look  upon,  in 
his  way,  as  a  representative  man  of  the 
bigotry  of  the  country.  The  class  ought 
to  be  represented,  and  if  I  thought  so  un- 
desirable an  end  were  likely  to  be  attained, 
I  should  hesitate  before  I  voted  on  this 
question ;  and  for  one  reason  —  that  I 
always  like  to  see  him  in  his  place.  But 
there  are  other  interests  involved  besides 
those  of  Birmingham  and  North  Warwick- 
shire; and  when  the  hon.  Member  said 
that  after  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Southampton  (Mr.  Russell  Gurney),  there 
could  be  no  doubt  on  the  subject,  and 
when  the  hon.  Member  appealed  to  the 
authority  of  Lord  Eversley,  because  the 
Commission  of  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
been  the  Chairman  had  sat  for  seven 
months,  he  forgot  to  tell  the  House  that  a 
Special  Commission  which  had  to  deal 
with  considerations  affecting  ISO  boroughs 
must  necessarily  take  longer  than  a  Com* 
mittee  which  had  the  benefit  of  their 
labours,  and  had  only  to  deal  with  and  de- 
termine questions  affecting  twenty-nine 
boroughs.  And  when  he  alludes  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Southampton,  who 
was  one  of  those  Special  Commissioners, 
and  who  I  believe  is  the  real  presiding 
genius  of  that  Commission,  I  must  say  I 
think  that  that  speech  was  a  most  extra- 
ordinary one  as  coming  from  a  Judge.  It 
appeared  to  me  as  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  at  tho  head  of  the  Government,  enact- 
ing the  part  of  Hamlet,  had  exclaimed — 
"  Come,  the  Rcoordtft !" 

"Now,  who  was  the  author  of  the  Select 
Committee  ?    Why,  it  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  who  suggested  the  ap- 
pointment of  tho  Select  Committee.     And 
what  was  the  course  suggested    hy  the 
right  hon.   and   learned   Gentleman   the 
Eccorder  on  that  occasion.     Did  he  make 
any  objection  to  the  proposal  ?      No.     He 
rose  in  his  place,  and  although  he  no  doubt 
felt  soro  at   the  suggestion,  he  gave  it 
his  assent,   an   assent  in  which   he  was 
backed  up  by  his  shadow — a  rather  sub- 
Btantial  shadow  —  the  hon.   Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  West  Hiding  (Sir  Francis 
Crosslcy).    Kow,  however,  tho  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman   comes  down   to 
the  House  and  makes  an  elaborate  attack 
upon  tho  Report  of  the  Committee.     Is 
that  the  part  of  a  Judge  !    Is  that  worthy 
of  the  Judicial  Bench  ?     Why,  I  am  con- 
yinced  that  neither  the  boroughB  concerned 
nor  the  country  will  be  satisfied  with  the 
decision  to  which  he  has  come.   One  word 
with  respect  to  the  Eeport  which  has  been 
BO  much  lauded.     Really,  it  would  appear 
that  we  are  to  bow  down  before  these 
Commissioners  because  one  of  them  was 
formerly  the  Speaker  of  this  House.     I 
Tonture,  however,  to  object  to  their  Report 
in  many  instances,  and,  remember,  it  has 
never  yet  been  discussed  or  criticized  in 
this  House;  for  when  we  were  going  to 
criticize  and  discuss    it  up  jumped  the 
Home  Secretary  and  said,  "  Tho  Report  is 
challenged;   let  us  have  a   Select  Com- 
mittee."     Well,  wo  appointed  a  Select 
Committee,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
certainly  said  something  which  conveyed 
the  idea  of  finality  to  my   mind,  and  I 
think  to  the  minds  of  many  hon.  Gentle- 
men.    But  now  what  is  the  course  pur- 
sued ?     Why,  this  Report  is  to  go   for 
nothing.     It  is  found,  I  suspect,  not  very 
convenient  to  North  Warwickshire,  and 
we  are  called  on  to  set  aside  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Select  Committee,  and 
Bwallow  the  whole  of  the  monstrous  Re- 
port of  the  Commisioners.     Now,   what 
waB  the  course  adopted  by  these  Commis- 
sioners ?    There  is  no  doubt  that  the  In- 
structions given  to  them  on  tho  part  of  this 
House  were  most  injudicious  and  defective. 
They  had  no  power  to  remove  anomalies 
or  revise  areas;    they  wero  simply  told 
that  they  must  enlarge  the  boundaries  in 
the  old    boroughs.     They  had    nothing, 
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mark  you,  to  do  with  the  enfranohitemeDt 
That  question  was  introduced  by  the  ri^t 
hon.  and  learned  Becorder,  bat  it  wu  no 
part  whatever  of  their  Instnictions ;  thej 
were  merely  told  that  they  must  enlarge 
tho  boundaries  of  the  old  borougbi.  lie 
right  hon.  and  learned  Becorder  went  on 
to  say  that  so  particular  were  they — and  I 
am  sure  we,  the  other  boroughs  included, 
highly  feel  the  compliment  —  that  thej 
sent  one  of  their  own  body  down  to  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Walter),  that  he  migh: 
inspect  Birmingham  on  the  spot.  Well, 
all  I  can  say  is  that  I  wish  the  learned 
Eecorder  had  paid  the  eame  compliment 
to  Nottingham ;  for  if  he  had  he  woald 
have  avoided  falling  into  a  very  mateiiil 
error  in  quoting  the  paper  of  1837,  in 
which  he  says  the  municipal  anthoritiei 
wished  the  portions  which  he  mentioned 
to  be  included  in  the  town.  They  did  to 
for  this  reason,  that  at  that  time  the  town 
was  so  shut  in  by  various  Acts  of  P^iiit' 
ment  that  the  people  had  nowhere  to  bnild 
on.  Since  1837,  however,  a  new  Inelo- 
sure  Act  has  been  passed,  giving  th^n  M 
liberty  to  extend  themselves.  I  regret 
that  the  learned  Eecorder,  after  firing  hit 
shot,  bolted  from  the  House  and  did  not 
wait  to  hear  the  answer.  The  Commii- 
sioners  went  on  the  principle  of  appoint- 
ing that  inevitable  feature  the  barrister  of 
seven  years'  standing  and  the  Boyal  En- 
gineer to  go  down  to  the  boroughs ;  and 
in  many  places  they  have  made  the 
grossest  mistakes.  The  House  is  anxions 
to  divide,  and  I  will  therefore  only  give  a 
few  instances.  There  is  Hochdale,  the 
Representative  of  which  I  see  sitting 
below  me.  Rochdalo  is  the  only  borough 
in  the  kingdom  which  has  a  circular 
boundary.  With  its  Member  and  all,  I 
think  it  is  tottu  teres  atque  rotundta.  That 
borough  only  consisted  of  1,200  acres,  and 
no  fault  had  ever  been  found  with  iti 
boundaries — indeed,  they  had  recently 
been  adopted  for  the  municipal  borough 
on  Hochdale  becoming  a  municipality; 
but,  because  a  seven  years'  barrister  most 
have  something  to  do,  the  Commissionen 
have  altered  tho  whole  boundary  and  ex- 
tended the  area  to  4,000  acres  ;  for  what 
purpose  nobody  knows,  except  that  they 
felt  they  must  do  something.  Again, 
what  have  they  done  in  the  case  of 
Chester  ?  They  have  lugged  in  part  of  the 
county  of  Flint — they  have  actually  intro- 
duced Wales  into  England.  Very  few 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  take  the  trouble  to 
wade  through  this  enormous  book,-   bat 
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everybody  says,  *'  Beware  of  Birmingham." 
There  are  hundreds  of  other  instances, 
however.  Take  Dudley,  which  is  a  very 
peculiar  borough.  It  is  an  outlying  por- 
tion of  "Worcestershire ;  but  it  is  a  very 
considerable  borough.  And  what  have  the 
Commissioners  done  ?  They  have  lugged 
in  several  adjoining  counties  to  increase 
the  area.  As  to  saying  that  this  Beport 
can  ever  stand,  if  the  next  Parliament  be 
enlightened — I  say  **if  " — I  shall  be  very 
much  surprised  if  it  can  stand  their  super- 
vision. Do  what  we  wiU,  come  to  what 
conclusion  we  may  on  this  subject,  I  am 
very  much  mistaken  if  this  whole  ques- 
tion of  boundaries  is  not  materially  over- 
hauled and  altered  in  the  next  Parliament. 
"What  are  the  object  and  end  of  the  Com- 
missioners' Eeport,  of  which  we  have 
heard  so  much  ?  Why,  to  prejudice  the 
county  representation  and  to  create  bo- 
roughs so  monstrous  that  it  is  impossible 
that  they  should  continue  to  return  so 
limited  a  number  of  Members.  Just  let 
us  look  at  the  county  representation — how 
it  is  influenced  in  the  case  of  West  Kent, 
Surrey,  and  Middlesex.  Look  at  Maryle- 
bone,  what  a  borough  you  are  making! 
Why,  even  with  tlie  great  exertions  of 
the  two  hon.  Members,  with  their  great 
powers  of  speaking  and  canvassing,  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  they  will  com- 
pass the  canvassing  and  speechmaking 
that  will  be  necessary.  I  say  nothing  of 
the  increase  of  that  class  of  the  crea- 
tion known  as  "  Nottingham  lambs."  If 
31,000  people  are  to  be  added  to  the 
borough  of  Nottingham,  I  hope  the  learned 
Recorder  and  his  Colleague  the  hon.  Baro- 
net will  give  up  their  seats  and  canvass 
Nottingham,  for  I  will  not.  Look  again  at 
Birkenhead,  which  is  a  new  borough,  the 
boundary  having  been  settled  as  recently 
as  1861.  These  Commissioners  and  Assist- 
ant Commissioners,  who  have  been  so  much 
lauded  and  bespattered  with  butter  in  the 
shape  of  fulsome  praise.  What  have  they 
done?  They  were  obliged  to  do  some- 
thing, and  BO  they  have  taken  a  parish 
on  the  other  side  of  the  natural  water 
boundary  and  lugged  it  in  against  the 
wishes  of  the  inhabitants.  But  we  are 
told,  forsooth,  by  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  (Mr.  Adderley) — ^it  is  not  the 
first  time  he  has  been  put  up  and  after- 
wards disavowed,  as  I  hope  he  will  be 
to-night — ^that  these  people  are  not  to  bo 
consulted,  for  that  their  opposition  springs 
from  an  ignorant  impatience  of  taxation. 
Well,  what  more  valid  reason  can  there 


be  ?  Why  are  these  people  to  be  included 
in  these  monstrous  boroughs  because  they 
do  not  choose  to  be  exposed  to  excessive 
taxation  ?  The  right*  hon.  Gentleman 
was  very  fi'ee  in  imputing  motives;  and 
when  an  election  is  coming  on  he  always 
imputes  motives  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham.  I  read  a  part  of  the  speech 
he  made  at  his  last  election  for  Stafford* 
shire,  and  I  tell  him  he  ought  to  be  very 
careful  how  he  imputes  motives.  He 
hinted  that  gentlemen  wanted  to  be  made 
County  Court  Judges  or  had  a  high  am- 
bition of  that  sort.  Now,  I  say  nothing 
of  the  kind.  I  believe  that  before  this 
attempt  to  upset  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee everything  went  smoothly,  and  no 
partizanship  was  displayed.  The  Home 
Secretary,  by  the  way,  has  been  unusually 
silent  on  this  child  of  his,  this  Select  Com- 
mittee ;  for  it  was  his  child,  remember  ; 
it  was  adopted  by  him,  and  the  godfather 
was  the  Prime  Minister;  but  it  is  now 
a  foundling,  and  has  been  left  at  the 
Foundling  Hospital.  Everything  went 
smoothly  till  then,  and  the  Becorder  sat 
conveniently  quiet ;  he  did  not  defend  the 
Commission  at  all,  but  now  he  gets  up 
and  makes  a  speech  which  ought  to  have 
been  made  before  the  Select  Committee 
was  proposed,  and  talks  about  the  just 
influenco  of  counties  and  towns.  Why, 
there  are  thirty  boroughs  in  England 
which,  properly  speaking,  are  not  towns 
at  all.  In  no  sense  are  they  towns ;  they 
are  agricultural  divisions  of  counties.  The 
other  night  we  adopted  what  on  the  part 
of  a  Conservative  Government  was  a  most 
harsh  and  parricidal  measure.  We  de- 
stroyed seven  small  boroughs.  Now  I, 
for  one,  have  never  been  an  advocate  for 
destroying  the  smaller  boroughs;  for  I 
think  the  great  beauty  of  the  representa- 
tion of  this  country  is  that  there  should 
be  a  mixture  of  small  and  large  places. 
The  Government,  however,  assented  to 
the  most  un-Conservative  act  of  destroying 
these  small  boroughs,  and  handing  them 
over  to  our  acquisitive  neighbours  in 
Scotland.  But  what  are  really  the  small 
boroughs  ?  They  are  not  towns  like  Wells 
and  Thetford,  which  have  small  bound- 
aries. No,  the  small  boroughs  aro  those 
towns  like  Eye,  Woodstock,  Warcham, 
Launceston,  Droitwich,  and  Aylesbury. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  Northallerton.]  Yes, 
and  Northallerton,  which  was  a  great 
place  in  the  old  coaching  days,  but  since 
the  introduction  of  railways  has  been  de- 
clining.    These    so-called    boroughs  are 
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streets  and  hamlets  with  agricultnral 
divisions,  and  what  is  the  ohject  of  them  ? 
To  increase  the  power  of  the  landed  in- 
terest—an interest  to  which  every  con- 
sideration should  he  given,  hut  do  not 
let  it  ahsorb  everything  under  pretence 
of  these  being  towns.  They  are  no 
more  than  small  and,  in  some  instances, 
large  divisions  of  counties  ;  look  at  Ware- 
ham.  [•'Divide!'*]  I  will  divide  in  a 
minute ;  but  I  must  say  something  more 
unpleasant  to  you  Arst.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  cries  "  Divide  ! "  is  not  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wareham  ;  but  I  believe  he  is 
Member  for  a  small  borough,  and  I  have 
my  eye  upon  him.  I  have  no  doubt  he 
would  like  his  borough  divided  and  another 
Member  given  to  it.  I  am  obliged  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  lletford  (Viscount 
Galway)  for  his  attention.  I  hope  he 
will  make  a  defence  for  that  most  mon- 
strous of  all  places.  It  is  in  the  county, 
the  capital  of  which  I  represent,  and  a 
most  monstrous  job  it  is.  It  is  really  an 
agricultural  division,  yet  he  sits  there 
under  pretence  of  being  a  borough  Mem- 
ber. Why,  there  is  nothing  of  the  bo- 
rough about  him ;  ho  is  a  county  Mem- 
ber to  all  intents  and  purposes;  bespeaks, 
votes,  listens,  cheers,  and  cries  "  Divide ! " 
like  a  county  Member.  East  Retford  is 
not  a  town  at  all ;  it  is  a  decaying  place 
with  1,600  inhabitants.  I  will  take  the 
hint  of  the  hon.  Member,  for  it  is  difficult 
to  speak  on  these  subjects  without  appear- 
ing to  bo  personal  to  tho  Members  who 
represent  theso  towns.  I  do  not  come 
here  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Adderloy)  who  calls  himself  a  real  lie- 
former.  Ke  is  a  real  lieformor,  forsooth  ; 
the  real  Simon  Pure,  who  has  been  op- 
posing Reform  all  his  life,  and,  as  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies — he  ought  to 
have  been  Secretary  long  ago — he  comes 
down  and  says  Iv)  is  a  real  Reformer. 
Now,  I  call  upon  the  real  old  Reformers 
in  the  House — not  the  perverts,  not  the 
Puseyites  of  Parliament  —  I  call  upon 
them  to  come  forward  and  assist  the  Home 
Secretary,  who  is  being  very  much  ill- 
used  by  his  Leader  and  party,  as  he  often 
is,  in  adopting  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee. 

ViscoxTNT  GALWAY,  after  the  personal 
allusion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Notting- 
ham (Mr.  Osborne)  could  not  help  saying 
a  few  words.  The  hon.  Member  said  that 
ho  (Viscount  Galway)  wished  East  Retford 
to  be  divided,  and  to  have  a  third  Member. 
[Mr.  OssoBNE :  No  ;  a  second  Member.] 
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j  That  showed  how  moeb  the  hon.  Hemlw 
i  knew  about  the  matter.  There  were  tvo 
I  Members  at  present.  He  had  only  to  ny 
{that  if  ho  did  want  a  third  Member  it 
:  would  not  be  to  hare  a  buffoon  fcr 
!  one.  [*'  Order !  *•  and  "  Chair ! "]  [Mr. 
jO.sBOBKE:  He  is  quite  in  Order.]  lufiT 
I  hon.  Members  knew  the  peculiar  cireon- 
;  stances  in  which  East  Retford  was  pltced. 

[Mr.  OsBOBN E :  They  are  very  pecnli&r.J 
'  East  Retford  was  once,  perhaps,  one  of  tb 

most  corrupt  places  in  all  England.  1( 
I  however,  it  had  been  disfranchised  andtb 
,  two  Members  given  to  Birminghflm  pF> 

bably  tho  Reform  Bill  might  not  hire  beta 
I  passed.  He  might  tell  the  House  thii  tt 
I  every  election  for  East  Retford  there  va 

read,  by  Act  of  Parliament,  a  sort  of  I^ 
I  minder  that  they  were  once  the  most  ai- 

rupt  borough  existing.  East  Retford  vu 
!  then  enlarged  by  the  addition  of  ibi 
,  hundred  of  Bassetlaw,  and  when  the  Boxh 
'  dary  Commissioners  visited  the  place  tbrj 


i  admitted  that  it  hud  been  one  of  the  most 
!  judicious  extensions  they  had  seen.  If 
any  Gentleman  would  look  at  the  map  bi 
;  would  admit  that  tho  boundary  could  not 
j  be  altered  in  justico  to  all  tho  inhabituti 
I  It  certainly  did  take  a  large  porlion  frn 
North  Notts;  but  the  inhabitants  wen 
j  represented  by  two  Members,  and  it  cooli 
I  not  be  denied  that  a  great  many  morepo^ 
I  sons  enjoyed  the  franchise  than  if  Eis 
j  Retford  were  merged  in  tho  county. 
I  Mr.  a.  peel  said,  that  the  ho'n.MeB- 
I  her  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert)  proposed  ti 
;  take  out  of  the  Report  of  tho  CummiiBiM 
I  almost  everything  that  gave  it  any  poli- 
!  tical  value. '  [••  Divide !  "1  He  admitted 
'that  ho  was  personally  and  politicalljia- 
\  tercsted  in  the  matter  ;  but  he  tmited 
!  that  the  Committee  would  allow  him  to 
;  give  a  reason  why  tho  Report  of  the  Cos- 
mission  should  be  abided  by,  and  not  the 
!  Report  of  the  Committee,  it  was  all  rery 
'  well  for  tho  hon.  Member  for  Nottlnghui 
(Mr.  Osborne)  to  say  that  the  House  had 
arrived  at  a  complete  state  of  stultificstioc; 
I  but  that  charge  came  with  a  bad  gnee 
from  that  (tho  Opposition)  side  of  the 
!  House,  because  if  tho  Motion  for  the  Se- 
!  Icct  Committee  did  not  absolutely  cone 
I  from  that  side,  a  very  considerable  pre*- 
\  sure  was  put  upon  tho  Government  to 
I  appoint  that  Committee.  He  did  notirish 
I  to  make  the  least  insinuation  against  the 
;  Committee;  but  thpy  had  acted  under  dif- 
I  ferent  Instructions  from  theCommissioneifc 
The  Commissioners  acted  up  to  their 
I  powers ;  but  tho  powers  of  tho  Committee 
I 
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were  almost  indefinite,  and  the  Committee 
came  to  a  decision  with  a  preconoeiTed 
idea  of  what  their  duties  were  under  the 
Instructions  given  to  them.  One  reason 
in  favour  of  adopting  the  recommendations 
of  tho  Commissioners  was  that  particular 
and  exceptional  cases  were  much  more 
certain  to  he  properlj  considered  in  that 
case  than  if  the  House  adopted  the  Report 
of  the  Select  Committee.  ["Divide!"] 
He  would  venture  in  two  minutes  to  state 
a  particular  case.  The  Commissioners 
recommended  that  the  town  of  Leamington 
should  be  added  to  the  town  of  Warwick. 
Thirty  years  ago  a  Committee  of  that 
House  recommended  that  Leamington 
should  bo  added  to  Warwick.  They  pre- 
dicted that  iu  a  few  years  the  two  towns 
would  be  united,  and  this  prediction  was 
now  realized. 

Question  put,  ''That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Tho  Committee  divid$d: — Ayes  148; 
I^oes  184  :  Majority  36. 

AYES. 


■  Adderley,  rt.  hon.  C.  B. 
Anneslejr,  hon.  Cot.  H. 
Arcbdall,  Captain  M. 
Baggallnr,  R. 
Baggo,  Sir  W. 
Bagnall,  C. 
Baraett,  H. 
Barrington,  Viscount 
Beach,  Sir  M.  II. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beeoroft,  6.  S. 
Beoyon,  R. 
Bourne,  Colonel 
Brett,  Sir  W.  B. 
Capper,  C. 
Cartwright,  Colonel 
Cave,  rt.  hon.  S . 
Cecil,  Lord  E.H.B.  G. 
Clinton,  Lord  A.  P. 
Cole,  hon.  11. 
Cole,  hon.  J.  L. 
Corrancc,  F.  S. 
Corrjt  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Crotsley,  Sir  F. 
Cubitt,  G. 
Iblglifh,  R. 
Dalkeith, Earl  of 
PaTcnport,  W.  B. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Dimsdale,  R. 
Disraeli,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Du  Cane,  C. 
Duncombe,  hon.  Colonel 
Dvnne,  rt.  hon.  General 
Du  Pre,  C.G. 
Dyke,  W,  II. 
Dyott,  Colonel  R. 
Eekersley,  N. 
Edwards,  Sir  U. 


Egerton,  E.  C. 
Fellowet,  E. 
Fergusson,  Sir  J. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Forester,  rt.  hon.  Gen. 
Galway,  Viscount 
Garth,  R. 
Goldney,  G. 
Gooch,  Sir  D. 
Goodson,  J. 
Gordon,  rt.  hon.  £.  S. 
Gore,  J.  R.  0. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Gorst,  J.  E. 
Graves,  S.  R. 
Gray,  Lieut.*  Colonel 
Grey,  hon.  T.  de 
Guinness,  Sir  A.  E, 
Gurney,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Hamilton,  I^rd  C. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hardy,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hartley,  J. 
Hartopp,  E.  B. 
Harvey,  R.  D. 
Hay.  Sir  J.  C.  D. 
Herbert,  rt.  hn.  Gen.  P. 
llervey.  Lord  A.  H.  C. 
Ileygate.  Sir  F.  W. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Holmesdale,  Viscount 
Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B« 
HorsfiiU,  T.  B. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howes,  E. 
Huddleston,  J.  W. 
Hunt.  rt.  boo.  G.  W. 


Kartlake,  Sir  J.  B. 
Kavanagh,  A. 
Kekewicb,  S.  T. 
Kelk,  J. 
Kendall,  N. 
King,  J.  K. 
Knox,  Colonel 
Knox,  hon.  Colonel  S. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
Lanyon,  Sir  C. 
Leader,  N.  P. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  IT. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Legh,  Major  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  II.  G. 
Liddell,  hon.  II.  G. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Colonel  0. 
Lindsay,  Colonel  B.  L. 
Lopes,  H.  C. 
Lowther,  J. 
Mahon,  Viscount 
M'Lagan,  P. 
Mayo,  Earl  of 
Montagu,  rt.  hn.  Ld.  R. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G. 
Morgan,  hon.  Major 
Morgan,  0. 
Morris,  G. 

Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  J.  R. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
Northcote,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

S.  H. 
Pakington,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Parker,  Major  W. 
Patten,  rt.  hon.  Col.  W. 
Paul],  II. 


Peel,  A.  W. 
Pogh,  D. 
Read,  C.  B. 
Robertson,  P.  F. 
Rusaell.  Shr  C. 
Schreiber,  C. 
Sclater-Booth,  G. 
Scourfield,  J.  H. 
Selwin  Ibbetion,  H.  J. 
Sevemo,  J  .E. 
Seymour,  G.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Smollett,  P.  B. 
Stanhope,  J.  B. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stopford,  S.  G. 
Surtees,  C.  F. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Taylor,  Colonel 
Thompson,  A.  G. 
Thorold,  Sir  J.  H. 
Thynne,  I^rd  H.  F. 
Turner,  C. 
Turner,  E. 
Vance,  J. 
Walrond.  J.  W. 
Waterhouse,  S. 
Welby,  W.  E. 
Whttmore,  H. 
Wise,  U.  C. 
Wyld,  J. 

Wyndham,hon.  U. 
Wyrill,  M. 

TCLLVRS. 

Powell,  F.  S. 
Greene,  E. 


NOES. 


Aoland,  T.  D. 
Adam,  W.  P. 
Agnew,  Sir  A. 
Akroyd,  E. 
AUen,  W.  S. 
Amberley,  Visccant 
Ayrton,  A.  S. 
Aytoun,  R.  S. 
Baines,  E. 
Barclay,  A.  C. 
Barnes,  T. 
Barry,  C.  R. 
Baxlcy,  T. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Bonham-Carter,  J. 
Bouyerie,  rt.  hon.  E.  P. 
Bowyer,  Sir  G. 
Brand,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Bright,  J .  (Birmingham) 
Bright,  J.  (Manchester) 
Briscoe,  J.  I. 
Brown,  J. 
Browne,  Lord  J.  T. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  H.  A. 
Buller,  Sir  A.W. 
Burke,  Viscount 
Butler,  C.  S. 
Buxton,  Sir  T.  F. 
Candlish,  J. 
Card  well,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Carington,  hn.  W.  H.  P. 
Carnegie,  hon.  0. 


Carter,  S. 
Cave,  T. 

Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Cavendish,  Lord  F.  C. 
Chambers,  M. 
Cheetham,  J. 
Childers,  H.  C.  E. 
Clay,  J. 
Clement,  W.  J. 
Clinton,  Lord  E.  P. 
Cogan,  rt.  hn.  W.  H.  F. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Coleridge,  J.  D. 
Collier,  Sir  R.  P. 
Co  wen,  J. 
Davey,  R. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  K.  F. 
Donman,  hon.  G. 
Devereux,  R.  J. 
Dilke,  SirW. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dixon,  G. 
Duff,  M.  E.G. 
Earle,  R.  A. 
Edwards,  H. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
EUice.  E. 
Enfield,  Viscount 
Erskine,  Vice- Ad.  J.  E. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Ewing,  H.  E.  Crum- 
Evkyn,  R. 
Fotjambe,  F.J.  S. 
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Fordjrce,  W.  D. 
Fonter,  C. 
Fortier,  W.  E. 
Fortetcne,  rt.  hn.  C.  S. 
Foster,  W.  O. 
French,  rt.  hon.  Colonel 
Gibton.  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gilpin,  C. 

Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Glyn,  G.  G. 
Goldsmid,  J. 
Goschcn,  rt.  hn.  G.  J. 
Graham,  W. 
Gray,  Sir  J. 
Greville-Nugcnt,  Col. 
Grejr,  rt.  bn.  Sir  G. 
GrosTenor,  Earl 
Grove,  T.  F. 
Hadfield,  G. 
Harris,  J.  D. 
Ueadlaro,  rt.hon.  T.  E. 
Henderson,  J. 
Hodgkinson,  G. 
Hodgson,  K.  D. 
Holden,  I. 

Howard,  hn.  C.  W.  G. 
Hughes,  T. 
Hurst,  R.  H. 
Hutt,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 
Ingham,  R. 
Jackson,  W. 
Jervoise,  Sir  J.  C. 
Kinglake,  A.  W. 
Kinglake,  J.  A. 
Kinnaird,  Hon.  A.  F. 
Labouohere,  H. 
Laird,  J. 
Lamont,  J. 
Lawrence,  W. 
Lawson,  rt.  hon.  J.  A. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Leeman,  G. 
Lefevre,  G.  J.  S. 
Lewis,  II. 
Lowe,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Lusk,  A. 

Lyttclton,  hon.  C.  G. 
MaoEvoy,  E. 
M'Laren,  D. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Martin,  P.  W. 
Melly,  G. 
Milbank,  F.  A. 
Mill,  J.  S. 
Mills,  J.  R. 
Milton,  Viscoant 
Mitohell,  T.  A. 
Moffatt,  G. 
Monk,  C.  J 
More,  R.  J. 


Morris,  W. 
Neate,  C. 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
Onslow,  G. 
Osborne,  R.  B. 
Owen,  Sir  H.  0. 
Padmore,  R. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Palmer,  Sir  R. 
Parry,  T. 
Pease,  J.  W. 
Pelham.  Lord 
Philips,  R.  N. 
Pim,  J. 

PolUrd-Urquhnrt,  W. 
Portman,  hon.  W.  H.  B. 
Potter,  E. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Price,  W.  P. 
Pryse,  E.  L. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Roarden,  D.  J. 
Rcbow,  J.  G. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Robertson,  D. 
Rothschild,  Baron  L.  de 
Russell,  Sir  W. 
St.  Aubyn,  J. 
Salomons,  Mr.  Aid. 
Samuelson,  B. 
Saunderson,  E. 
Sheridan,  II.  B. 
Sherriff.  A.  C. 
Smith,  J. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Speirs,  A.  A. 
Stirling-Maxwell,  SirW. 
Stock,  0. 
Stone,  W.  H. 
Stuart,  Col.  Crichton- 
Sykes,  Colonel  W.  U. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Thompson,  M.  W. 
ToUemache,  J . 
Venrsn^  H.  F. 
Villicrs,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Waldcgravo-Leslie,  hon. 

G. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S.  H. 
Warner,  E. 
Watkin,  B,  W. 
Whatman,  J. 
Whitbread,  S. 
While,  J. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Winterbotham,  H.  S.  P. 
Woods,  H.    [183] 

TBLLBRS. 

Hibbcrt,  J.  T. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  HORSFALL  moved  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  insert  "  LiverpooL'' 

Mk.  HIBBERT  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment, which  would  undo  the  vote  just 
come  to. 

Amendment  negatived. 


Mb.  a.  feel  moved,  ai  an  Amende 
ment.  to  insert  **  Warwick.''  Its  ease  vn 
exceptional,  and  the  Amendment  mi  &- 
voured  by  the  CommiasionerB  and  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  POWELL  moved,  as  an  Amod- 
ment,  to  insert  '*Wigan"  after  «' Wal- 
sall." The  Commissioners  proposed  toidi 
Ince,  with  6.000  people,  to  a  borough  c( 
37,000  inhabitants.  The  people  of  Inn 
followed  the  same  pursuits  as  those  cf 
Wigau,  cotton  manufacture  and  mimof. 
The  mines  under  Ince  wore  the  same  h 
those  under  Wigan,  and  it  was  imposdhle 
that  the  two  populations  could  be  mon 
completely  identiCed  than  they  were. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  after  the  word  "  Wil- 
sail,"  to  insert  the  word  "  Wigan."— (Jfr. 
Powell.) 

Mb.  BRUCE  objected  to  Wigan  being 
inserted,  and  said  that  the  case  of  thiC 
borough  had  been  considered  by  the  Gob- 
misfiioners. 

Mb.  RUSSELL  QURNEY  said  there 
was  a  close  connection  between  those  di*- 
tricts  and  Wigan. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  Wigin* 
be  there  inserted.'' 

The  Committee  dinded  : — Ayes  91; 
Noes  131  :  Majority  40. 

Mb.  POWELL  said  the  division  wbiek 
had  just  been  taken,  and  which  he  ren- 
tured  to  challenge,  was  a  proof  that,  what- 
ever might  have  been  tho  cose  with  n- 
ferenco  to  boundaries  under  the  Refora 
Act  of  1832,  the  boundaries  now  being 
settled  in  connection  with  ihe  Reform  Act 
of  1867  were  essentially  the  results  of  par- 
tizan  strife.  What  had  occurred  that  nigbt 
showed  that  tho  boundaries  of  borough^ 
so  far  as  they  had  been  brought  into  dis- 
puto  as  between  the  Committee  on  the  one 
hand  and  the  Commissioners  on  the  other, 
were  not  decided  upon  principles  of  justice, 
nor  according  to  the  wishes  of  the  popula- 
tion interested,  nor  upon  grounds  which 
would  bear  debate;  but  the  controversy 
hud  been  settled  by  overwhelmiug  majori- 
ties in  the  Lobby,  and  by  the  sappression 
of  discussion  within  the  walls  of  that 
House. 

Mr.  GILPIN  said,  tho  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  spoken  so  warmly,  and  with 
whom  evidently,  in  his  own  opinion,  wis- 
dom would  die,  was  no  doubt  much  dis- 
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appointed  because  he  had  been  left  in  a 
minority;  but  he  should  remember  that 
the  business  of  that  House  neTer  could  be 
transacted  unless  the  decisions  of  majori- 
ties were  respected.  He  had  considered 
the  case  of  Wigan  as  attentively  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  claimed  to  exercise 
as  independent  a  judgment  upon  it.  In 
the  exercise  of  such  a  judgment  he  had 
gone  into  the  Lobby  against  the  Amend- 
ment to  include  Wigan,  and  if  the  Ques- 
tion were  again  to  be  decided  he  should 
do  so  once  more. 

Mr.  C.  WYKEHAM  MARTIN  moved 
to  insert  **  but  for  such  purposes  only  " 
after  line  20. — Agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  5  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Alterations  of  Names  of 
Divisions  of  certain  Counties). 

Mr.  SELWIN  -  IBBETSON  moved, 
after  "Cheshire,"  to  insert  "Essex." — 
Agreed  to, 

Mb.  HOWES  moved,  after  "  Cheshire," 
to  insert  "  and  Norfolk." — Agreed  to, 

Mr.  SELWYN  -  IBBETSON  moved, 
after  **  West  Cheshire,"  to  insert  "North- 
West  Essex  shall  be  called  West  Essex, 
and  North-East  Essex  shall  be  called 
East  Essex." — Agreed  to. 

On  Question,  "That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  WATKIN  said,  he  should  divide 
the  Committee.  He  objected  to  the  al- 
teration of  the  title  of  one  of  the  divisions 
of  Cheshire  from  North  to  East  Cheshire, 
and  unless  that  was  altered  he  should 
divide  upon  the  whole  clause. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  7  to  1 1,  inclusive,  agreed  to, 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNET  moved  the 
insertion  of  the  following  new  clause :  — 

(Explanation  of  the  contents  of  the  Hundreds 
of  Ptrehill,  in  Staffordshire.) 

**  Whereas  by  Schedule  D. annexed  to  the  *  Re- 
presentation of  the  People  Act,  1867/  the  Divi- 
sion of  North  Staffordshire  includes  the  Hundred 
of  Firehill  North,  and  the  Division  of  West  Staf- 
fordshire includes  the  Hundred  of  Pirehill  South  : 
And  whereat  doubts  are  entertained  as  to  the 
contents  of  the  said  Hundreds  :  Be  it  Enacted, 
That  for  the  purposes  of  the  said  Act,  the  Hun- 
dreds of  Pin  hill  North  and  Pirehill  South  shall 
respectively  be  deemed  to  consist  of  the  Parishes 
and  placet  in  that  behalf  set  forth  in  the  Fifth 
Schedule  annexed  hereto." 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

YOL.  CXCII     [iHIfiD  SESOB.] 


Mk.  C.  WTKEUAM  martin  moved 
the  insertion  of  the  following  new 
clause  :•— 

(Alteration  of  Boundaries  of  old  boroughs  not 
to  affect  rights  connected  with  such  boroughs.) 

*'  No  alteration  of  the  Boundaries  of  any  of 
the  old  boroughs  specified  in  the  First  Schedulo 
to  this  Act  annexed  shall  in  any  way  divest,  pre* 
judice,  or  affect  any  estate,  interest,  right,  or  title 
of  Her  Majesty,  Her  heirs  or  successors,  or  of  any 
corporation,  company,  or  person,  in  or  to  any 
corporeal  or  incorporeal  hereditaments,  or  other 
property  of  any  description,  whether  real  or  per- 
sonal, situate  within,  or  held,  exercised,  or  enjoyed 
in  respect  of  or  in  connection  with,  any  of  such 
old  boroughs." 

The  S9LICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  nothing  contained  in  the  Bill  would 
alter  the  rights  of  property,  and  the  pro* 
posed  clause  was  therefore  unnecessary. 

Mb.  C.  WYKEHAM  MARTIN,  after 
the  assurance  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw 
the  clause. 

Clause  withdrawn. 

First  Schedule,  as  amended,  ordered  to 
stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Second  Schedule  (New  Boroughs). 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  the  words  "The  township  of  Dar  - 
lington  (with  the  exception  of  the  detached  part 
called  Oxen  le  Field) : 

The  Township  of  Cockerton  :  and 
So  much  of  the  township  of  Ilaughton  le  Skerne 
adjoining   the  township  of  Darlington  as  is  in- 
cluded within  the  following  Boundary  (that  is  to 
say): 

From  the  eastern  angle  in  the  road  from  Dar- 
lington to  Ynrm  of  the  Boundary  between 
the  townships  of  Darlington  and  Haughton 
le  Skerne,  eastward  along  the  north  side  of 
the  said  road  to  the  point  at  which  it  meets 
Lingfleld  Lane  ;  thence  northward  along 
Lingfleld  Lane  to  the  point  at  which  it  joins 
the  turnpike  road  leading  from  Darlington  to 
Stockton  ;  thence  in  the  same  direction  in  a 
straight  line  crossing  the  said  road  and  the 
River  Skerne,  west  of  and  near  to  Haughton 
Bridge,  to  the  point  at  which  a  small  rivulet 
there  enters  that  river ;  thence  up  the  said 
rivulet  (which  forms  the  western  boundary 
of  the  playground  of  Haughton  National 
Schools,  and  of  the  graveyard  of  St.  Andrew's 
Church)  to  Hardcnstle  Lane  ;  thencu  north- 
ward and  westward  up  linrdcastle  Lane  to 
the  point  at  which  it  joins  Back  Lnne  ; 
thence,  westward,  along  Back  Lane  for  about 
one  hundred  and  sixty-six  yards  to  the  point 
in  it  opposite  to  the  angle  of  the  Boundary 
between  the  townships  of  Haughton  lo  Skerne 
and  Cockerton  ;  thence,  southward,  about 
sixteen  yards  to  the  said  angle," 
10  order  to  insert  the  words  **  Municipal  Borough 
of  Darlington  .** 
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Mb.  FREVILLE-SURTEES  opposed 
the  Amendment.  The  universal  opi- 
nion was  in  favour  of  the  boundary  pro- 
posed by  the  Commissioners,  in  proof 
whereof  he  stated  that  ho  had  presented 
a  petition  to  that  e£fect  signed  by  1|400 
persons. 

Question  put, ''  That  the  words  proposed 
to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

The  Committee  divided :-- Ayes  105; 
Noes  135  :  Majority  30. 

Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Third  Schedule  agreed  to. 

Pourth  Schedule  (Places  appointed  for 
holding  Courts  for  Election  of  Members). 

Mb.  WATKIN  moved  to  substitute 
Steele  port  for  Macclesfield  as  the  pluce  of 
nomination  for  East  Cheshire. 

Mr.  E.  EGERTON  said,  the  subject 
had  been  well  conRidered  by  the  Boundary 
Commissioners  and  by  the  Combe  Quarter 
Sessions,  who  had  decided  in  favour  of 
Macclesfield  as  the  place  of  noQiinatioti  for 
the  division  of  the  county.  If  Stockport 
were  made  the  place  of  nomination,  half 
of  those  who  Iield  up  their  hands  at  an 
election  would  bo  inhabitants  of  Lanca- 
shire and  not  of  Cheshire. 

Mb.  CHEETHAM  said,  Stockport  is 
the  centre  of  a  population  of  120,000  of 
the  people  of  Cheshire. 

Sir  FRANCIS  CROSSLEY  said,  that 
the  subject  had  been  very  fully  considered 
by  the  Boundary  Commissioners;  and  they 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  for  many 
reasons  Macclesfield  was  preferable  as  a 
place  of  nomination  for  the  division  of  the 
oonnty  to  Stockport,  which  was  situated 
on  the  borders  of  the  county.  It  was  as 
well  that  when  there  was  a  nomination 
those  who  held  up  their  hands  should  be 
inhabitants  of  the  county  for  which  the 
election  was  held. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mb.  HARDCASTLE  moved  the  inser- 
tion of  **  South  Essex  *'  in  the  second 
column  after  *' North  East  Essex,''  and 
the  insertion  in  the  third  column  of  Strat- 
ford after  Colchester. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Sohedulo,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Fifth  Schedule  (Explanation  of  the 
Contents  of  the  Hnndreds  of  Pirehiil  in 
Staffordshire). 

Mb.  RUSSELL  GURNET  moved  the 
insertion  of  the  Schedule. 

Schedule  agreed  to. 


1  Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  had  not  tnti- 
I  cipated  that  they  would  make  so  much 
I  progress  as  had  been  made  that  evening, 
j  and  he  was  not  prepared  therefore  to  move 

a  clause  he  wished  to  have  inserted  with 
i  reference  to  the  compound-householder. 
I  Tie  would  put  the  clause  on  the  Paper 

to-morrow,  and  propose  it  on  Monday. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported:  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  165.] 

PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM- 
REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL— [Bill  164.] 
( The  Lard  Advocate^  Mr.  Cliancelior  of  the  Excht' 
qwr,  Sir  James  Fergussan). 
CONSIDEBATION. 

Mb.  NKATE  rose  to  more  the  follow- 
ing clause  : — 

<<  Whereas  the  county  of  Sutherland  does  not 
now  contain  but  is  capable  of  containing  a  soffi* 
cient  number  of  independent  owners  or  occupiers 
to  form  a  fit  constituency  for  the  exorcise  of  tht 
franchise,  the  right  of  the  county  of  Sutherbnd 
to  return  a  Member  to  Parliament  shall  from  and 
after  the  pavsing  of  this  Act  bo  suspended  untd 
Parliament  shall  otherwise  direct." 

The  proposal  thut  Sutherland,  with  only 
181  electors,  should  retain  its  Member, 
had  never  been  brought  before  the  House 
in  its  naked  deformity.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  said  a 
great  deal  of  what  Sutherland  was  not, 
but  might  be  ;  and  this  clause  was  exactly 
in  conformity  with  the  right  hon,  Gentle- 
man's views,  for  it  proposed  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  seat  until  these  bright  pros- 
pects were  realized,  and  Sutherland  became 
really  less  of  an  estate  and  more  of  a 
county.  At  present,  in  an  electoral  sense, 
it  was  nothing  but  a  stagnant  pool,  llie 
number  of  its  voters  and  its  population  had 
declined;  and  the  next  lowest  county  popn- 
lation  in  Scotland  was  that  of  Bute,  which 
had  510  electors  against  181  in  Suther- 
land. Even  if  Caithness  were  added  to 
Sutherland  it  would  still  be  in  population 
and  electors  among  the  four  lowest  of  the 
Scotch  counties.  He  was  not  adverse  to 
the  representation  of  the  agricultural  po- 
pulation of  Scotland,  and  no  class  of  men 
would  return  better  Members  than  the 
Scotch  farmers,  but  they  were  not  repre- 
sented in  this  case.  He  protested  against 
the  sort  of  compromise  that  had  taken 
place  on  tliis  question.  Parliament  had 
taken  the  nomination  boroughs  from  the 
English  Dukes,  but  the   Scotch  Dokes 
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wero  archdukes,  whom  nobody  seemed  to 
dare  to  look  ia  the  face.  He  hoped  that 
the  House  would  not  allow  any  Duke, 
Scotch  or  English,  to  make  a  solitude  and 
call  it  a  county.  If  ten  Members  were 
prepared  to  go  into  the  Lobby  with  him 
he  would  go. 

Mr.  white  seconded  the  Motion. 


Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  wished  to  say  a  word 
or  two.  He  never  gave  a  vote  in  that 
House  with  more  pleasure  than  the  other 
night,  when  this  question  was  brought 
before  them;  nor  did  he  ever  hear  a 
speech  with  which  he  so  entirely  dis- 
agreed as  with  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lan- 
cashire. There  was  not  a  single  argument 
in  it  which  the  duty  of  a  Liberal  Member 
would  not  lead  him  to  oppose.  All  the 
arguments  which  applied  to  small  English 
boroughs  like  Honiton  and  Arundel  ap- 
plied with  far  greater  force  to  the  county 
of  Sutherland.  By  retaining  a  nomina- 
tion county  like  this  Parliament  was  en- 
couraging the  aggregation  of  large  landed 
estates,  because  the  possession  of  such 
'  estates  was  thereby  associated  with  poli- 
tical power.  From  what  he  had  heard  ho 
doubted  whether  out  of  the  constituency 
of  181  there  were  twenty  independent 
electors  in  Sutherland,  and  he  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  was  determined  to  challenge  a 
division.  The  great  question  of  re-distri- 
bution had  yet  scarcely  been  touched,  and 
it  would  be  useful,  in  the  Reformed  Parlia- 
ment, to  have  a  case  of  this  kind  to  give 
point  to  the  argument. 

Mr.  CARNEGIE  protested  against  im- 
putations on  the  independence  of  the 
Scotch  tenantry,  who  were  not  so  sub- 
servient to  landlord  influebco  as  some 
Gentlemen  wished  to  make  it  appear. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  he  was  one  of 
those  who  supported  the  union  of  Suther- 
land with  Caithness ;  but,  as  the  House 
had  expressed  an  opinion  against  that,  he 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  put  the 
House  to  the  trouble  of  a  division  upon  a 
clause,  the  effect  of  which  would  bo  to 
deprive  Scotland  of  one  Member. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  he  could  not  sup- 
port the  Motion  in  its  present  form,  as  in 
its  present  form  it  would  extinguish  a 
Member.  It  did  not  propose  to  unite 
Sutherland  to  another  county,  nor  to  give 
its  Member  to  another  constituency,  as 
was  proposed  on  former  occasions.      Dut 


I  if  the  hon.  Member  would  alter  his  Motion 
he  would  support  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '*  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"  put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  moved  the  following 
clause : — 

(Register  of  voters  under  tliii  Act  to  bo  the 
register  for  election  of  town  coanoils.) 

**  The  register  of  voters  for  each  bargh  made 
op  in  pursuance  of  the  Registration  Acts  and  this 
Act  shall  be  the  register  of  voters  for  the  election 
of  the  to\rn  council  in  such  burgh  under  the 
Acts  third  and  fourth  William  the  Fourth,  chap- 
ters seventy-six  and  sevonty-sev^n,  and  twentieth 
and  twenty-first  Victoria,  chapter  seventy,  section 
eight ;  and  every  man  who  is  registered  as  a  voter 
in  such  register  shall  bo  entitled  to  vote  in  the 
election  of  the  town  council  of  such  burgh  in  pur- 
suance of  the  provisions  of  the  said  Acts." 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he 
could  not  agree  to  the  insertion  of  such  a 
clause  in  this  Bill  which  proposed  to  deal 
only  with  the  election  of  Members  of 
Parliament.  The  matter  of  the  municipal 
franchise  had  been  considered  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  they  were  of  opinion  that 
a  separate  Bill  should  be  introduced  on 
the  subject.  In  a  great  many  boroughs 
the  Parliamentary  limits  and  municipal 
limits  were  different,  and  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  delay  the  municipal  elections, 
as  the  Register  would  not  be  completed  in 
time  for  these  elections,  which  take  place 
in  the  beginning  of  Kovcmber. 

Sir  JOHN  OGILVY  asked  if  the  Lord 
Advocate  would  introduce  a  Bill  this  Ses- 
sion ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  that  the 
matter  would  be  taken  into  consideration. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  they  should 
have  a  positive  pledge  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  they  would  bring  in  a 
Bill  this  year. 

Mb.  DALGLISH  urged  the  importance 
of  providing  for  the  election  of  municipal 
representatives  as  soon  as  possible. 

Ma.  M 'LA  REN  said,  that  the  House 
ought  to  receive  an  assurance  from  the 
Government  either  that  they  would  accept 
the  clause  or  make  the  necessary  provision 
by  a  separate  Bill  for  the  rc-elcotion  of 
the  municipal  body. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  that 
the  Lord  Advocate  had  already  given  an 
assurance  that  the  subject  should  be  at- 
tended to. 

Mb.  MONCREIFF  said,  that  as  the 
election  to  the  municipal  body  would  no 
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longer  be  made  from  the  electoral  roll,  it 
"was  necessary  that  a  supplementary  Bill 
ahould  be  introduced  if  his  hon.  Fiiend*8 
clause  was  not  accepted. 

Thb  lord  advocate  repeated  that 
the  question  could  be  most  conveniently 
dealt  with  by  a  separate  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That  the 
said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  timo/' 
put,  and  negatived. 

Schedule  A  (Boundaries  of  Glasgow) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Boundaries  of  Glasgow)  itruck 
out. 


Clause  16  (Dwelling  Houses  to  bo  spe- 
cially entered  in  Valuation  Bolls). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pftge  6,  line  12,  after  the  word  "  occupiert/' 
to  insert  the  words  "and  the  names  of  all  such 
tenants  and  occupiers  shall  be  transferred  by  the 
parochial  board  to  the  poor  rates  assessment  roll." 
-^Mr.  M'Laren.) 

Question,  '*  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Thursday  next,  and  to  be  printed, 
[Bill  166.] 

ECCLESIASTICAL  COMMISSTONEES  BILL. 
Un  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  Gathornb  Hardt, 
Bill  to  amend  the  I^aw  relating  to  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners  for  England,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Secretary  Gathornb  IIarot, 
Mr.  MowBRAT.  and  Sir  Jambs  Fbrousson. 
Bill  jTrerffft^^i^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  168.] 

DBAINAOB  FBOTISIONAL  ORDEU  CONFIBMATION 

BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  Jambs  Fbrousson.  Bill  to 
eonflrm  a  Protistonal  Order  under  **  The  Drainage 
Act,  1861,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Jambs  Firoumoit  and  Mr.  Secretary  Gathorni 
Barot. 
BUI  i»-eienlMl,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  160.] 

House  adjourned  at  half 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  Jun«  12,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— Sbliot  Commtttrb— i2<yM>r<— On 
Compulsory  Church  Kates  Abolition.  (No.  143.) 

PoBuo  Bills — Fint  Readinp — Fine  Arts  Copy- 
right Consolidation  and  Amendment  *  ( 146). 

Seewd  Reading — Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Con- 
firmation (No.  2)  •  (139). 

Committee — Army  Cbaplains  *  (116-146). 

/{«por<— CompuUory  Church  Rates  Abolition* 
(55-144). 

Mr.  Monereiff 


SOUTH-EASTERN  AND  LONDON. 
BRIGHTON,  AND  SOUTH  COAST  RAIL- 
WAT  COMPANIES  BILL. 

SECOND  BEADIN0. 

Moved,  ••  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 

The    Habquess    of    CLANRICABDE 
rose  to  move  as  an  Amendment  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months.     The  Bill  in  his  opinioD  was  of 
such  a  character  and  so  seriously  affected 
the  public  interests,  that  objection  ought 
to  be  taken  to  it  at  once,  so  that  thdr 
Lordships  might  see  the  full   effect  of  its 
provisions  before  they  referred  it  to  a  Com- 
mittee.     He  objected  to  tb.e  Bill  both  ia 
its  principle  and  details — it  was  a  retro- 
gressive step  in  the  policy  that  had  hitherto 
been  pursued   with  regard    to   railways. 
He  did  not  mean  to  imply  that  our  past 
policy  in  regard  to  railways  had  been  the 
right  one — indeed,  he  had  for  many  years 
thought   that  the  system  on   which  the 
railways  of  this  country  had    been  con- 
structed was    a  jmost   unfortunate    one, 
involving  as   it   did   in   so    many  cases 
the    maximum    of   expenditure    for  the 
minimum  of  result;  and  no  cases  had  so 
I  strongly  exemplified  his  opinions  as  those 
I  of  the  three  railways,  the  London,  Chat- 
ham and  Dover,  the  South-Eastern,  and 
the  London,  Brighton  and  South  Coast;  for 
although  the  name  of  the  London^  Chatham 
and  Dover  Railway  did  not  appear  in  the 
title  of  this  Bill,  there  was  a  clause  in  it  the 
purport  and  object  of  which  was  that  ihst 
railway  should  be,  not  amalgamated,  bat 
combined  with  the  others,  as  against  the 
public,  in  the  federation  which  it  was  the 
object  of  this  Bill  to  establish.      Properly 
speaking,  this  was  not  an  amalgamation, 
but  a  federation  Bill.     It  was  essentially 
the  nature  of  railway  companies  to  create 
to  a  certain  extent  a  monopoly,  and  it  was 
the  object  of  the  Bill  to  establish  through- 
out a  large  portion  of  the  South  of  England 
a  complete  monopoly  which  could  not  be 
interfered  with.  These  three  railways  had 
competed  in    that   extravagance    which 
the  existing  system  of  legislation  with 
regard  to  railways  fostered  and  encouraged, 
until  they  had  been  brought  to  the  vei^ 
of  ruin  ;  and  they  were  now  compelled  by 
the  force  of  circumstances  to  combine  and 
endeavour  to  regain  from  the  public  the 
large  sums  of  money  they  had  thus  reck- 
lessly spent.     At  all  events,  this  had  been 
openly  stated,  though  he  would  not  trouble 
their  Lordships    by    reading    newspaper 
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extracts  on  the  subject.  He  was  not  op- 
posed to  amalgamation,  even  under  the 
present  system,  to  a  certain  extent  and 
under  certain  circumstances.  In  very  long 
lines  going  from  the  North  to  the  South 
or  from  the  East  to  the  West,  it  was  very 
convenient  to  the  public  and  economical 
both  to  the  public  and  the  companies  that 
what  was  termed  an  amalgamation  should 
be  made.  But  this  case  was  nothing  of 
the  kind,  for  in  the  districts  affected  by 
the  present  measure  there  was  no  con- 
tinuous line  which  called  for  such  an  ar- 
rangement. The  lines  in  question  had 
been  sanctioned  by  Parliament  more  or 
less  for  the  yery  purposes  of  competition, 
and  the  Companies  having  ruined  them- 
selves, now  combined  in  order  to  raise 
their  prices  and  powers  of  charging  fares 
and  tolls  in  a  manner  which  he  boldly 
asserted  was  wholly  without  precedent. 
And  here  he  would  point  out  to  their 
Lordships  that  this  measure  affected  not 
only  the  public  of  England  but  also  the 
publio  of  Europe ;  because  the  district 
over  which  these  railways  passed  served 
the  seaboard  from  which  we  communicated 
with  France  and  the  Continent.  Then 
again,  the  Bill  would  affect  not  the 
wealthier  classes  exclusively  who  could 
afford  to  pay,  but  would  press  with  great 
severity  on  the  working  and  lower  classes, 
especially  those  who  resided  in  the  suburbs 
of  the  metropolis.  It  was  their  own  mis- 
management that  had  brought  these  com- 
panies into  difficulties,  and  now  they 
wanted  the  publio  to  refund  them  the 
expense  of  their  extravagance ;  and  they 
not  only  asked  for  a  monopoly  of  the  dis- 
trict through  which  their  lines  ran,  but  for 
the  power  of  at  once  charging  whatever 
they  pleased.  It  was  stated  in  the  news- 
papers that  these  Companies  had  already 
raised  their  fares  to  the  maximum  al- 
lowed by  law,  and  reference  to  Bradshaw 
showed  that  these  statements  were  well 
founded.  This  Bill,  however,  would  em- 
power the  directors  to  charge  lid,  a 
mile  for  third  class  passengers  by  ordinary 
trains;  while,  with  regard  to  first  and 
second  class  passengers  by  express  or  fast 
trains,  running  at  the  rate  of  forty  miles 
an  hour  or  upwards,  they  proposed  that 
an  additional  charge  without  any  limit 
whatever  might  be  imposed.  They  had 
the  .power  of  reducing  the  number  of 
trains  as  they  pleased,  and  if  such  a  power 
were  granted  the  consequence  would  pro- 
bably be  that  there  would  bo  only  the 
fmaUeat  possible  number  of  the  slowest 


ordinary  trains  stopping  at  every  station, 
and  express  trains  for  which  an  unlimited 
charge  might  be  made.  In  fact,  there 
would  be  the  maximum  of  price  and  the 
minimum  of  accommodation.  The  Bill  also 
authorized  the  Companies  to  impose  an 
additional  charge  on  all  passengers  to  and 
from  metropolitan  stations  within  four 
miles  of  Charing  Cross — namely  1«.  for 
first  class,  9d.  for  second  class,  and  6d.  for 
third  class  passengers.  They  talked  of 
the  hardship  inflicted  on  the  working 
classes  by  causing  them  to  live  in  over- 
crowded dwellings  in  towns  ;  but  what 
was  that  to  the  hardships  imposed  on  those 
who  had  gone  to  live  in  the  country  on 
the  faith  of  low  railway  fares,  and  then 
found  the  rates  raised  upon  them  ?  This 
was  totally  different  from  the  case  of  a 
new  railway,  where  the  conditions  of  using 
it  were  fixed  for  the  first  time  ;  this  was 
a  case  of  railways  that  were  made  and  the 
conditions  fixed  ;  and  now  the  managers 
came  before  Parliament  and  asked  for  ad- 
ditional powers  of  charge,  fie  did  not 
think  it  at  all  unreasonable  that  higher 
rates  should  be  charged  for  passage  of  the 
necessarily  costly  bridges  over  the  Thames, 
and  for  convenient  stations  at  the  London 
termini ;  but  with  every  wish  that  the 
metropolitan  termini  and  bridges  on  all 
the  stations  on  a  line  should  be  what 
they  ought  to  be,  he  could  not  but  think 
that  in  respect  of  such  works  some  of 
these  Companies  had  been  very  extra- 
vagant. There  had  been  a  waste  of  mo- 
ney on  bridges  and  stations  which  would 
have  gone  fur  to  furnish  an  extensive 
district  in  the  South  west  with  lines  which 
had  been  abandoned  but  which  were 
much  required.  The  Companies  which 
presented  the  Bill  now  before  their  Lord- 
ships sought  by  the  Bill  to  recoup  them* 
selves  for  their  vast  outlay  on  bridges  and 
stations  ;  but  this  was  an  expenditure  the 
effect  of  which  on  the  profits  of  the  lines 
they  ought  to  have  considered  before  they 
incurred  it.  It  was  rather  hard  that 
they  should  now  ask  for  Parliamentary 
powers  to  enable  them  to  make  the  publio 
pay  for  their  extravagance.  They  now 
said  in  effect,  *•  You  (the  public)  must  re* 
pay  us  the  money  which  we  have  squan- 
dered.'* Neither  did  he  think  that  the 
districts  through  which  the  Companies* 
lines  passed  had  been  so  well  supplied 
with  railway  accommodation  as  Parliament 
intended.  Powers  to  make  useful  railways 
had  been  obtained ;  but  the  Companies 
having  come  to  a  stand,  were  obliged  to 
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apply  to  Parliament  for  relief,  and,  under 
the  cironmstances.  Parliament  had  -wisely 
granted  it.  He  believed,  however,  that 
several  of  those  railways  might  have  been 
constructed  in  an  efficient  manner  for  one- 
half  the  money  which  railway  companies 
had  recklessly  spent  in  works  which  had 
been  made  unnecessarily  expensive.  The 
Bill  had  only  been  put  down  the  previous 
day  foe  second  reading,  and  that  day  was 
the  last  on  which  a  Private  Bill  could  be 
read  the  second  time,  and  therefore  ho  had 
not  much  time  to  learn  what  was  the  po- 
sition of  the  Bill  with  regard  to  opposi- 
tion ;  but  he  had  learned  that  there  were 
petitions  against  it  presented  by  the  Vic- 
toria Station  Company  and  by  individuals; 
and  he  had  no  reason  to  doubt  that  these 
petitions  were  genuine,  and  would  be 
brought  before  the  Committee ;  he  had  no 
doubt  either  that  their  Lordships  would 
select  an  intelligent  Committee  to  consi- 
der them,  if  the  Bill  were  allowed  to 
proceed;  but  then  it  was  to  be  remem- 
bered that  there  would  be  nobody  there 


of  his  statements,  and  though  he  eon- 
curred  with  him  in  thinking  that  &ers 
were  objections  to  certain  proTisions  of  the 
Bill,  he  did  not  agree  with  the  noble  Mar- 
quess in  thinking  that  their  Lordships 
would  be  acting  in  the  interests  of  the 
public  by  refusing  to  send  it  before  a  Se- 
lect Committee.  In  his  belief  the  great 
object  to  be  considered  in  a  Bill  of  this 
kind  was — first  that  the  public  should  be 
better  served  by  the  starting  of  trains  at 
different  times;  and  the  other  was  that 
the  ruinous  competition  that  had  been 
carried  on  might  be  put  an  end  to.  If 
these  three  Companies  could  act  upon  such 
an  arrangement  it  must  turn  out  to  be  for 
the  advantage  of  the  public  in  the  greater 
economy  and  better  management  of  the 
line.  No  lino  could  be  managed  to  the 
advantage  of  the  public  which  did  not 
pay  the  shareholders.  Now  there  cooid 
never  be  economy  where  two  oompetio; 
lines  started  trains  in  opposition  to  eaeh 
other  from  the  same  points  and  to  the 
same  points.     There   were    in   this  in- 


to represent  the  general  public.     At  the  { stance    two   lines  to   Dover,    and    these 
moment  he  was  speaking  thoso  petitions   competing  lines  caused  a  great  waste  of 


might    be    diminished ;     tho    petitioners 
might  be  bought  off.     There  would  be  no- 
thing wrong  in  that.     If  a  man  had  a 
grievance,  when  that  grievance   was  re- 
dressed he  was  satisfied ;  but  what  was  to 
satisfy  the  middle  class  men  and  the  arti- 
zans,  who  coming  up  to  the   metropolis 
from  day  to  day  to  their  avocations,  re- 
turned  in  the  evening  to  their  homes? 
Who  would  look  after  the   interests  of 
those  who  went  from  year  to  year  to  the 
Continent  ?     Who  would  represent  the  in- 
terests of  the  public  in   the  district  at 
large  ?     Nobody.     He  did  not  believe,  in- 
deed, that  if  the  Bill  did  go  into  Commit- 
tee, it  would  be  suffered  to  come  out  again 
without  great  alterations;  but  he  thought 
it  better  to  call  their  Lordships'  attention 
to  it  at  this  stage,  and  feeling  as  he  did 
that  the  Bill  ought  not  to  go  on,  he  thought 
it  more  honourable  and  equitable,  and  just 
to  all  parties,  that  the  Bill  should  not  be 
read  a  second  time.     He  therefore  moved 
that  it  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  ("now'') 
and  insert  ("this  Day  Six  Months.")— 
{Th$  Marque88  of  Clanricarde,) 

LoBD  WHARNCLIFFE  said,  he  had 
not  been  able  to  hear  all  the  observations 


expenditure  for  a  purpose  that  might  be 
equally  well  served  by  the  starting  of  one 
train.  By  amalgamation,  or  working  ar- 
rangements, traffic  of  this  kind  could  be 
worked  with  greater  convenience  and 
safety  to  the  public.  Such  arrangements 
enabled  directors  to  diminish  their  work- 
ing expenses ;  and  their  Lordships  knew 
that  when  shareholders  got  a  fair  retam 
for  their  investments  in  a  railway  they 
could  afford  to  do  more  justice  to  the 
public.  He  agreed  with  the  noble  Mar- 
quess in  thinking  that  some  of  the  charges 
in  the  Bill  were  too  high ;  but  this  was  a 
matter  which  could  be  dealt  with  by  a 
Committee.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
their  Lordships  would  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time. 

The  Duke  op  RICHMOND :  My  Lords, 
I  think  this  Bill  ought  to  bo  read  a  second 
time,  and  in  the  ordinary  course  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde)  in 
moving  his  Amendment,  admitted  that  he 
was  taking  a  very  unusual  course  ;  and  he 
said  his  only  justification  for  that  coarse 
was  that  he  thought  it  would  be  fairer  to 
all  parties  to  reject  the  Bill  on  the  second 
reading.  I  differ  altogether  from  the 
noble  Marquess  in  that  conclusion,  because 
I   believe  that  it  would  be  best  for  all 


addressed  to  their  Lordships  by  the  noble  j  parties  that  the   Bill  should   be  read  a 
ICarquesi ;  he  had,  however,  heard  many  i  second  time.    To  the  general  principle  of 
n$  Ifarquess  of  Clanricarde  I 
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amalgamation  I  am  not  opposed.  Farther, 
I  think  the  tendency  of  our  legislation  of 
late  years  has  been  in  that  direction. 
I  find  by  a  Return  which  I  recently 
laid  on  your  Lordships'  table,  that  since 
1860  there  have  been  no  fewer  than 
163  Bills  for  amalgamation,  and  352  for 
working  arrangements,  which  Bills  extend 
over  something  like  9,000  miles  of  rail- 
way. Therefore,  the  principle  of  this 
measure  is  not  a  novel  one,  or  one  founded 
on  a  principle  which  has  not  received  some 
amount  of  favour  at  the  hands  of  your 
Lordships  and  the  other  Branch  of  the 
Legislature.  In  many  cases,  I  believe,  the 
effect  of  such  Bills  is  to  benefit  the  Com- 
panies and  the  public.  By  enabling  the 
Companies  to  work  the  line  with  greater 
economy,  they  enable  it  to  serve  the  dis- 
trict and  the  public  better — always  sup- 
posing that  the  Bill  is  thoroughly  sifted, 
with  the  view  of  seeing  that  the  interests 
of  the  public,  as  well  as  those  of  the 
shareholders,  are  provided  for.  At  the  same 
timo  I  am  bound  to  admit  that  there  are 
many  provisions  in  this  Bill  which  require 
very  attentive  examination.  The  other 
day  I  had  the  honour  to  receive  at  the 
Board  of  Trade  a  large  and  influential 
deputation  from  Surrey,  Sussex,  and  other 
districts  of  the  country  atfected  by  this 
Bill,  and  the  members  of  that  deputation 
urged  on  me  the  necessity  of  tho  progress 
of  the  Bill  being  arrested ;  but  I  must  add 
that  as  far  as  I  could  gather  all  the  objec- 
tions of  the  deputation  were  objections  of 
detail  and  not  so  much  against  the  prin- 
ciple of  amalgamation  or  working  aiTnnge- 
xnents  amongst  companies.  I  followed  the 
noble  Marquess  in  his  observations,  but  I 
could  not  gather  from  anything  he  said 
reasons  which,  in  my  opinion,  ought  to 
induce  your  Lordships  to  reject  the  Bill 
on  the  second  reading  ;  for,  after  all,  his 
objections  to  are  objections  of  detail.  If 
the  principle  be  right  that  companies 
should  be  amalgamated,  or  working  ar- 
rangements should  be  entered  into  by 
them,  by  means  of  which  a  large  saving 
may  be  effected,  there  seems  to  me  to  be 
no  reason  why  this  Bill  should  not  go  be- 
fore a  Select  Committee,  who  could  de- 
liberate on  the  points  now  put  forward  as 
matters  of  objection  to  its  provisions.  I 
quite  agree  with  the  noble  Marquess,  in 
the  first  place,  that  the  tariff  of  charges  is 
objectionable,  and  ought  to  be  revised.  1 
quite  agree  also  that  the  clause  concerning 
the  termini  is  an  objectionable  one,  and 
one  that  ought  to  be  left  for  rc-considera- 


tion.  The  clause  which  enables  towns  to 
object  to  what  they  consider  a  new  service* 
and  not  so  favourable  to  them,  ought,  I 
think,  to  be  very  much  extended,  and  to  ap- 
ply to  the  other  towns  on  the  line  as  well 
as  to  the  four  mentioned.  These  are  points 
which  may  nsefully  be  left  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  to  consider ;  I  do  not 
wish  to  be  supposed  to  dictate  to  them, 
but  merely  to  throw  out  the  views  which 
occur  to  me,  and  which  might  meet  many 
of  tho  objections  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
Whether  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  in  case 
it  should  pass  the  Legislature,  should  not 
be  liable  to  revision  at  the  expiration  of  a 
certain  time,  just  as  would  happen  under 
the  Lands  Clauses  Act  in  the  case  of  an 
agreement  sanctioned  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  is,  also,  I  think,  matter  for  consi- 
deration. In  such  cases,  at  the  end  of  ten 
years,  the  agreement  is  re  considered;  and 
parties  aggrieved  have  the  opportunity  of 
complainingand  of  insistingupon  alterations 
Before  a  new  agreement  is  entered  into. 
If  some  such  clause  as  that  were  introduced 
into  this  Bill,  it  would  meet  a  great  many 
of  the  objections  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
I  believe  that  the  Committee  will  be  fully 
competent  to  decide,  upon  the  evidence 
put  before  them,  whether  the  amalgama- 
tion ought  to  bo  effected  or  not ;  and,  in 
my  opinion,  the  evidence  will  be  laid  be- 
fore them  far  more  clearly  than  it  would 
be  possible  to  lay  the  facts  before  your 
Lordships  in  a  mere*  statement  in  this 
House.  I  therefore  hope  your  Lordships 
will  consent  to  give  the  Bill  a  second 
reading,  and  allow  it  to  go  before  a  Com- 
mittee in  the  usual  manner. 

Eahl  FOKTESCUE  said,  ho  was  glad 
that  this  question  of  amalgamation  had  been 
raised  not  in  Committee  but  in  tho  Whole 
House;  and  he  must  express  both  his  great 
satisfaction  at  the  tone  of  the  present  de- 
bate, and  his  regret  that  the  Legislature 
had  not  earlier  laid  down  more  intelligible 
principles  for  the  guidance  of  its  Com- 
mittees in  a  matter  of  such  great  import- 
ance. Up  to  the  present  moment  it  was 
quite  uncertain,  and  depended  upon  the 
constitution  of  any  given  Committee,  whe- 
ther the  fact  of  a  railway  coming  before 
them  as  a  competitive  line,  formed  a  re- 
commendation or  an  objection  in  the  eye 
of  the  Legislature.  Ho  could  not  help 
feeling  that  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
had  to  a  certain  extent  neglected  their 
duty,  and  had  been  in  tho  habit  of  '*  shuf* 
fling  off,"  if  he  might  say  so,  upon  Com- 
mittees of  their  own  body  the  decision  of 
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questions  of  principle  upon  -which  it  would 
have  heen  their  duty,  and  would  have 
been  much  to  the  advantage  of  the  country 
at  large,  had  they  expressed  some  definite 
and  clear  opinion  for  the  guidance  of  their 
Committees,  since  for  want  of  such  gui- 
dance the  decisions  of  Committees,  though 
composed   of  most  conscientious,    intelli- 
gent, and  painstaking  Members,  had  been 
in  the    highest   degree  incongruous  and 
conflicting.      The    noble   Marquess    (the 
Marquess  of  Clanricarde)  objected  to  the 
principle  of  amalgamation  —  that  was  to 
say,  the  suppression   of  competition  be- 
tween railways  through  a  large  tract  of 
country.     But,  for  his  own  part,  he  be- 
lieved that  we  were  only  now  arriving  by 
means  of  amalgamation  at  the  reasonable 
principle  which  ought  to  have  guided  rail- 
way legislation  from  the  commencement. 
As  he  had  ventured  to  state  in  Parliament 
and   elsewhere,  more  than  twenty  years 
ago,  in  the  case  of  gas  and  water  supply, 
and   of  railways,   the  companies  under- 
took a  duty  which  could  not  be  economi- 
cally or  advantageously  carried  on  upon 
any  principle  but  that  of  a  monopoly — 
that  was  to  say,  employing  one  capital, 
instead  of  half  a  dozen,  to  do  the  work 
for  which  capital  was  required  ;  the  pub- 
lic interest  being  protected  by  very  strin- 
gent regulations  enforcing  adequate  ser- 
vice and  limiting  the  charges  to  a  reason- 
able amount.    Till  very  recently  the  whole 
of  our  legislation  oh  this  subject  was  of 
the  most  haphazard  character,  and  hun- 
dreds of  millions  of  money  had  been  squan- 
dered in  needless  contests.     It  was  there- 
fore'satisfactory  to  find  an  increasing  ten- 
dency to  recognizo  the  principle  of  amal- 
gamation and  of  monopoly  under  certain 
circumstances.      But  while  he  expressed 
his  satisfaction  at  the  gradual  adoption  of 
the  principle  of  amalgamation,  he  must 
admit  that  the  noble  Marquess  had  ren- 
dered great  service  in  calling  attention  to 
the  impudent  provisions  brought  forward 
by  these  railway  companies,  and  proposed 
to  bo  imposed  upon  the  public  to  compen- 
sate them  for  the  money  which  they  had 
squandered  in  the  most  improvident  and 
ruinous  contests.     Much  of  this,  no  doubt, 
was  due  to  the  neglect  of  their  duty  by 
the  Legislature,  which  had  led  to  so  many 
of  such  contests ;  but  he  did  not  think  the 
public  ought  ever  to  be  called  upon  to  pay, 
either  in  the  shape  of  increased  passenger 
or  traffic  charges,  for  wasteful  expenditure 
upon  foolish  decoration  or  upon  branches, 
or  for  that  jobbery  or  positive  fraud  which 
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had  recently  been  detected  in  the  aoooTrati 
of  some  railway  companies.     He  agreed 
with  an  admirable  remark  made  by  anoUe 
Lord,  formerly  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  on  a  former  occasion  —  that  ibis 
power  to  impose  at  will  additional  charges 
on  traffic  was  equivalent  to  the  impositioa 
of  heavy  import  and  export  duties,  which 
were  liable  most  injuriously  to  affect  oar 
trade  and  manufactares  in    their  present 
severe  competition    with    the  various  na- 
tions of  the  world,  and  were  none  the  le« 
annoying  to  the  payers  of  them  becaun 
the  proceeds  went  not  into   the  Imperial 
Treasury,  but  into  the  pockets   of  bohm 
grasping  company.     He  quite  agreed  with 
what  had  been  said  as  to  the  helplessness  of 
the  public  in  matters  of  this  kind.    Thoogh 
the  whole  public  body  might  be  deeplj 
interested  in  particular  clauses  of  a  Bail- 
way  Bill,  it  did  not  affect  any  one  indi- 
vidual so  severely  as  to  make  it  worth  his 
while  to  undergo  what  he  himself  knew 
from  sad  experience  to  be  the  great  inoonve- 
nicnce  and  serious  cost  of  appearing  before 
a  Parliamentary  Committee  ;    and,  there- 
fore, unless  the  Chairman  of  Committee! 
and  the  Members  of  Committees  who  might 
be  appointed  did  justice,  not  only  between 
the  two  parties  represented  by  counsel^ 
who  might  beat  issue  upon  particular  points, 
and  yet  perfectly  ready  to  join  in  the  plan- 
der  of  an  unsuspecting  public — but  alio 
kept  in  view  the  interests  of  third  parties, 
not  represented  before  the  Committee,  they 
would  fail  in  their  duty  as  guardians  of 
the  general  interests.      As  in  times  past 
the  public  would  be  liable  to  be  grtiiseljr 
maltreated  and  cruelly  plundered  by  com- 
panies, to  whom,  under  certain  restrictions, 
it  would  have  been  much  more  wise  to 
give   a  practical  but  carefully   regulated 
monopoly.      Amalgamations,    if  properly 
watched  and  restricted,  were  of  advantage 
to  the  public  as  well  as  to  the  shareholders 
by  introducing  system,    order,    and  eco- 
nomy into  the  working  ofone  great  branch 
of  the  public  service. 

The  Eakl  of  CHICHESTER  believed 
that  working  arrangements  such  as  were 
contemplated  by  the  Bill  might  be  made 
very  advantageous  for  the  public.  Great 
inconvenience  had  been  suffered  by  the 
district  through  which  these  lines  passed 
from  the  competition  of  the  three  systems 
of  railways  dealt  with  by  this  Bill.  Re- 
presenting, as  he  might  be  said  to  do,  the 
public  interest  in  one  of  the  counties 
affected  by  the  Bill,  and  also  being  a  fre- 
quent traveller  upon  all  three  lines  of 
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railway,  ho  trusted  their  Lordships  wotdd 
not  refuse  a  second  reading  to  the  measure. 
The  Bill  contained  many  matters  of  detail 
to  which  reasonable  objections  had  been 
made,  and  which  it  was  most  desirable 
Bhould  be  considered  by  a  Select  Commit- 
tee ;  but  he  thought  it  for  the  public  ad- 
vantage that  the  Bill  should  be  read  the 
eccond  time. 

Lord  REDESBALE  said,  he  quite  con- 
curred in  the  opinion  that  the  Bill  should 
be  Ecnt  to  a  Select  Committee,  because  to 
do  otherwise  would  be  to  act  contrary  to 
the  usual  practice.  The  circumstances 
attending  this  Bill  were,  however,  such  as 
to  increase  the  regret  that  he  had  often 
expressed  that  we  had  no  efficient  Rail- 
way Board  in  this  country  to  report  on 
schemes  for  the  guidance  of  Parliament. 
The  noble  Earl  had  said  thnt  the  House 
could  most  properly  take  these  matters 
into  its  own  hands :  but  that  was  impos- 
sible ;  each  case  rested  on  grounds  peculiar 
to  itself,  totally  beyond  the  power  of  Par- 
liament adequately  to  weigh  without  the 
assistance  of  some  specially  qualified  tri- 
bunal or  some  competent  public  officer. 
Proceeding  to  deal  with  the  Bill,  he  was, 
as  a  rule,  in  favour  of  amalgamation  in 
certain  cases  ;  such  as  those,  for  instance, 
which  formed  continuous  lines  out  of  Lon- 
don to  distant  parts  of  the  country,  either 
direct  or  by  branches  connected  with  the 
main  line,  because  amalgamation  in  such 
cases  resulted  in  greater  accommodation 
to  the  public  from  the  working  and  manage- 
ment being  uniform.  But  the  amalgamation 
proposed  by  this  Bill  ofgreat  lines  running 
to  the  South  and  East  was  of  a  totally  difie- 
rent  character,  distinct  from  anything  that 
had  ever  been  heard  of  before.  It  proposed 
to  unite  all  the  lines  running  from  the 
centre  of  London  to  the  South-eastern  dis- 
trict into  one  great  concern.  Hitherto 
the  principle  of  such  amalgamations  as 
had  taken  place  had  been  of  an  exactly 
contrary  character  ;  and,  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, it  had  more  than  onco  been 
discovered,  even  by  the  railway  companies 
themselves,  that  an  amalgamation  was  un- 
desirable. For  instance,  the  Midland  Com- 
pany for  some  time  approached  London  by 
the  North- Western  Company ;  then  at  en- 
ormous expense  secured  a  second  approach 
through  the  Great  Northern ;  and  finally 
found  an  approach  of  its  own  absolutely 
necessary  to  carry  on  the  immense  amount 
of  traffic  produced  by  its  district.  Such 
arrangements  as  those  made  by  the  Mid- 
land Company  were  highly  approved  by 


him.  The  noble  Duke  at  the  head  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and,  therefore,  in  a  most 
unfortunate  position  with  respect  to  rail- 
way  legislation,  had  spoken  of  this  Bill 
OS  having  for  its  object  to  bring  certain 
lines  into  unison,  so  that  trains  should  not 
start  from  London  at  the  same  time  for  the 
same  places.  But  almost  the  only  place 
of  any  importance  at  which  more  thon 
one  of  these  lines  ended  was  Dover ;  and 
the  South-Eastem  ran  through  a  totally 
different  country  from  that  traversed  by 
the  London,  Chatham  and  Dover.  Now,  al- 
though  it  might  happen  that  the  amalga- 
mation sought  for  would  benefit  the  com- 
panies by  reducing  the  number  of  trains 
they  would  send  to  Dover,  yet  the  districts 
through  which  the  two  lines  passed  would 
certainly  suffer  if  the  existing  competition 
were  put  an  end  to,  and  would  be  de- 
prived of  much  of  the  accommodation  they 
now  enjoyed.  In  fact,  it  was  evident  that 
the  chief  object  of  those  promoting  the 
amalgamation  was  to  get  what  was  called 
'*  economy  of  working  "  by  reducing  much 
of  the  accommodation  the  public  at  present 
enjoyed ;  the  Companies,  in  fact,  desired 
to  get  more  out  of  the  public  in  exchange 
for  less  service.  Describe  it  how  you 
would,  that  was  the  real  motive  for  pro- 
moting the  Bill.  It  was  true  a  consider- 
able advantage  would  result  from  amalga- 
mation to  those  who  used  the  metropolitan 
lines  south  of  the  Thomes  in  connection 
with  the  three  great  Southern  and  Eastern 
lines,  because  no  doubt  under  an  amal- 
gamated management  the  various  trains 
would  bo  made  to  correspond  from  the 
different  metropolitan  termini ;  but  this 
consideration  should  not  be  allowed  to 
outweigh  his  fundamental  objection  to 
handing  over  a  whole  district  to  one  con- 
cern. Hitherto,  moreover,  amalgamation 
schemes  had  generally  been  accompanied 
by  a  proposed  reduction  of  fares  as  an 
earnest  of  good  faith ;  this  scheme,  on  the 
contrary,  asked  for  an  increase  of  fares, 
which  he  characterized  as  absolutely  novel 
and  objectionable.  The  promoters  had  also 
made  a  most  extraordinary  request ;  they 
had  absolutely  asked  for  power  to  make 
unlimited  charges — a  thing  that  had  never 
been  before  heard  of  in  connection  with 
railway  legislation.  If  the  House  sanc- 
tioned such  a  proposal,  it  would  be  open- 
ing the  door  to  impositions  on  the  public 
of  the  most  dangerous  character.  He  had 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  Bill  would  be 
sent  to  a  Select  Committee;  but  at  the 
same  time  he  reserved  to  himself  entire 
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freedom  to  deal  with  the  measure  when  ]  whoso  services  be  highly  prized,  woTild 
it  was  again  boforo  their  Lordships  in  carefully  watch  its  progrees.  and  wonld  be 
whatever  manner  he  might  think  the  in- 


terests of  the  public  required.    There  was 


prepared  to  state  to  tho  House,  when  ihs 
Bill  came  back,  a  matured  opinion  as  the 


no  doubt  tho  Bill  had  come  from  the  Com-    course  they  would  recommend  for  adop- 


mons  in  a  moat  objcctionablo  shape;  and 


tion.     lie  should  reserve   to  himself  the 


the  circumstances  attending  its  passap:o  not  right  of  opposing  the  Bill  on  its  thirl 
only  through  the  Committee  of  the  Lower  i  reading,  if  it  should  appear  on  its  eomicg 
House,  but  also  through  the  House  itself  ,  out  of  Committee  that  its  defects  remained 
— he  spoke  of  the  discussions  upon  it—  j  uncorrected.  Ho  believed  strongly  in  the 
had  caused  him  the  greatest  surprise.  The  |  general  principle  that  it  was  much  safer  to 
noble  Marquess  who  opposed  the  Bill  had  intrust  tho  discussion  of  private  Bills  to 
well  remarked,  however,  that  there  were  |  Select  Committees,  because,  in  his  opioiou 
a  great  many  very  important  points  of  de-  a  Select  Committee  was  a  more  impartial 
tail  that  could  not  be  efficiently  considered  '  tribunal  than  the  House.  Still,  in  snch  x 
before  any  Committee,  because  no  one  ap-  case  as  the  present  he  believed  it  to  be 
pcared  before  it  thoroughly  competent  and  \  their  Lordship's  duty  to  give  to  the  mee- 
empowered  to  conduct  the  opposition  to  ;  sure  on  its  I'eturn  from  the  Select  Com- 
the  measure  in  all  respects — there  could  |  mittce  a  careful  and  an  attentive  am- 
be  no  organized  representation  of  tlie  public  .  sideration. 

opinion  or  of  the  public  interests.  Objcc- 1  Eabl  GREY  said,  he  trusted  the  ndUe 
tions,  triQing  in  themselves  but  also  sound  ,  Marquis,  to  whom  they  were  all  indebted 
in  themselves,  might  be  set  up  by  indivi-  ;  for  bringing  this  subject  before  the  House, 
duals  or  small  communities — any  particu-  ,  would  not,  after  the  disoussion  of  that 
lar  place  —  Scvenoaks  or  Canterbury — ;  evening,  object  to  the  Bill  being  read  a 
might  feel  that  it  would  suffer  severely  if '  second  time  with  a  view  to  its  being  re- 
this  amalgamation  were  carried  out— but .  ferrcd  to  the  Select  Committee.  Heshoald, 
ever}'onc  know  how  easy  it  was  for  the  ;  like  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Taunton),  claim 
promoters  to  take  them  each  objector  in  ,  to  himself  perfect  freedom  of  action  in  re 
his  turn,  and  defeat  them  separately.  A  i  gard  to  the  Bill  when  it  came  back  to  the 
larger  consideration  of  the  subject  was ;  House  ;  and  if  he  found  that  its  objee 
wanted  than  could  be  got  before  a  Com-  \  tionable  features  had  not  been  removed  ia 
mittee ;  what  was  wanted  was,  in  fact,  an  j  the  Committee  he  should  be  happy  to  sup- 
efficient  Railway  Board  to  deal  witli  all   port  the  noble  Marquis  if  he  renewed  hit 


schemes  in  a  broad  and  comprehensive 
manner  for  the  information  of  Parliament. 
LoBD    TAUXTON    said,    ho    entirely 


opposition  to  the  measure  on  the  third 
reading.  Among  the  most  objectionabia 
of  the  provisions  contained  in  tho  Bill  wai 


joined  with  tho  noble  Lord,  the  Chairman  that,  perhaps,  relating  to  the  raising  of  the 
of  Committees  in  his  desire  for  the  es-  fares.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that  if 
tablisiiment  of  a  Railway  Board,  able  to  i  a  railway  company  proposed  to  adopt  a 
deal  comprehensively  and  impartially  with  {  certain  rate  of  fares,  and  upon  that  pro- 
uU  railway  schemes  requiring  Parlia-  <  posed  rate  obtained  permission  to  establish 
mentary  sanction.  He  felt  that  tho  thanks  i  a  monopoly — for  such,  in  reuHty,  a  rulwiy 
of  the  House  were  due  to  tho  noble  was— it  should  not  upon  any  condition  be 
Marquess  for  having  called  attention  to  <  afterwards  permitted  to  raise  its  faiee. 
the  subject.  It  was  clear  that  railway  !  The  fact  was,  that  at  the  time  Parliameot 
legislation  was  entering  on  a  new  phase,  i  granted  powers  to  a  company  to  construct 
and  it  was  of  great  importance  that  its  .  a  railway,  a  contract  was  virtually  entered 
true  character  and  consequences  should  be  i  into  by  the  railway  company  to  oonvej 
carefully  watched.  Although  it  could  not  i  passengers  on  certain  terms,  and  those 
bo  doubted  competition  was  in  many  cases  !  terms  could  not  be  afterwards  disregarded 
an  evil,  as  tending  in  cases  of  foolish  op- 1  without  a  breach  of  the  virtual  contract 
position,  to  raise,  rather  than  bring  down  ;  originally  entered  into  between  the  corn- 
fares,  and  thus  put  a  drag  on  the  trade  of :  pany  and  the  public.  Still  less  should 
the  country,  yet  monopoly  was  still  more  j  such  a  proposition  be  listened  to  when  it 
to  bo  dreaded.  He  thought  that  the  Bill  emanated  from  the  Companies  south  of  the 
ought  to  bo  referred  to  a  Select  Commit- !  Thames,  because  it  was  notorious  that  the 
toe,  aud  ho  trusted  the  noble  Lord  the  ,  difficulties  and  embarrassments  of  those 
Chairman  of  Committees  and  the  noble  companies  were  the  result  of  the  groeeest 
Duke  at  the  head  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  extravagance  and  mismanagement  —  or 
Lord  Rcdeidah  » 


1461 


R$U0fof 


|JrNsl2,  1868} 


the  Poor, 


1462 


worse.    He  trusted,  therefore,  tbat  Parlia- 
ment would  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
listen  to  any  suggestion  for  permitting  the 
Bail  way  Companies  to  increase  their  fares. 
The  Select  Committee  should  also  take 
care — ^in  case  the  amalgamation  was  sanc- 
tioned at  all — that  the  accommodation  of 
the  public  was  sufiSciently  provided  for. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees had   yery  truly    pointed   out    that, 
though  a  smaller  number  of  trains  might 
be  sufficient   for  the  Dover  continental 
service,  the  districts  through  which  those 
trains  ran  ought  to  be  protected  against  the 
want  of  proper  communication  with  which 
they  were  threatened.     He  further  hoped 
that  the  amalgamation,  if  conceded  at  all, 
would  be  conceded  for  a  limited  time — 
that,  at  the  end,  say,  of  ten  years  at  the 
outside.  Parliament  should  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  revising  the  whole  arrangements. 
By  some  such  alterations  as  those  which 
he  had  suggested  the  Bill  might,  perhaps, 
be  deprived  of  its  present  objectionable 
features.     I?ow,  he  agreed  in  the  remark 
that  some  more  effectual  means  were  re- 
quired for  fairly  bringing  the  interests  of 
the  public  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Committee.     It  might,  perhaps,  be  advis- 
able that  some  officer  belonging  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  or  some  person  especially 
selected  to  watch  over  the  public  interests, 
should  be  appointed  to  assist  the  members 
of  the  Committee  with  his  advice ;  while 
he  was  also  inclined  to  believe  that  in  such 
a  case  as  the  present  it  might  be  advisable 
to  have  a  stronger  and  a  more  numerous 
Committee  than  was  usually  appointed. 
He  believed,  too.  that  in  order  that  the 
legislation  of  Parliament  on  railway  mat- 
ters should  meet  the  real   wants  of  the 
country,  and  provide  for  the  service  being 
performed  with  the  efficiency  and  economy 
which  were  so  necessary  to  the  general, 
and  more  especially  to  the  commercial,  I 
interests  of  the  country,  a  special  Depart- 
iDent  ought  to  be  created,  subject  to  the 
0ootrol  of  Parliament.     He  had  frequently 
expressed  an  opinion  that  what  they  really  i 
required  was  a  well-constituted  Depart-  | 
ment,   composed  of   men  of  ability  and 
knowledge,   who  should  sit  during    the 
whole  year — or,  at  all  events,  during  the 
time  the  Law  Courts  were  sitting— so  as 
not  to  crowd  the  whole  of  their  business 
into  a  few  months,  and  transact  it  under 
a  pressure  of  time  which,  while  it  greatly 
added  to  the  expense  incurred,  at  the  same 
time  injured  the  efficiency  of  the  work 
they  had  to  perform ;  and  it  should  be  the 

1 


duty  of  this  Department  to  report  on  the 
matters  which  came  under  their  considera* 
tion,  and  that  their  Reports  should  be 
submitted  to  Parliament  for  them  to  deal 
with.  They  ought,  moreover,  to  be  guided 
by  some  distinct  and  intelligible  principle, 
instead  of,  as  at  present,  not  adhering  to 
the  same  policy  for  two  years  in  succes- 
sion; because  the  want  of  uniformity 
which  was  now  so  apparent  led  to  the 
imposition  of  an  enormous  charge  upon  the 
public,  while  it  also  contributed  in  no 
small  degree  to  the  present  unsatisfactory 
state  of  affairs. 

The  MARQrEss  of  CLANRICARDE 
said,  that  as  his  object  would  be  attained 
by  the  full  examination  which  the  Bill 
would  have  in  the  Select  Committee,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  Leave  of  the  House) 
mthdrawn  ;  then  the  original  Motion  was 
agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and 
committed ;  the  Committee  to  be  proposed 
by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

RELIEF  OF  THE  POOR. 

ADDBESS  FOB  A.  BOTAL  COMMISSION. 

The  Mabquess  TOWNSHEND  rose  to 
move  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  request  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  issue  a  Royal  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  the  Operation  and 
Administration  of  the  Laws  for  tho  Re- 
lief of  the  Poor  in  England  and  Wales. 
The  noble  Marquess,  who  was  imper- 
fectly heard,  was  understood  to  say  it 
appeared  to  him  imperatively  necessary 
that  no  further  time  should  be  allowed 
to  elapse  till  an  inquiry  took  place  into 
the  administration  of  the  law  relating 
to  the  relief  of  the  poor,  which  he  could 
not  but  consider  as  a  scandal  and  disgrace 
to  tho  country,  and  which  had  produced 
among  the  people  a  painful  feeling  of  dis- 
content. The  subject  would  require  a 
prolonged  investigation,  which  could  not 
be  given  to  it  by  Members  of  the  Legisla- 
ture during  the  Session  ;  but  which  could 
be  devoted  to  it  by  them  during  the  Re- 
cess, aided  by  gentlemen  best  fitted  for 
such  an  inquiry.  It  was  only  necessary 
to  call  their-  Lordships'  attention  to  the 
cases  which  had  been  brought  forward 
in  the  public  Press  to  show  that  unless 
something  were  done  the  gravest  censure 
would  justly  be  attributed  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  laws  relating  to  the  relief  of 
the  poor.   But  in  his  censure  of  tho  system 
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would  not  damage  the  canse  he  bid  muk^ 


taken.  He  would  not  attempt  to  point 
out  the  remedies  that  were  rtquiifi 
That  ho  would  Icavo  to  noble  Lords  vte 
were  much  more  competent  than  liiroaelf ; 
and  he  hoped  their  Lordships  would  thm- 
foro  consent  to  an  Address  for  a  Bojid 
Commission  who  might  inquire  into  Ui 
subject  during  the  Hecess,  and  report  te 
the  House  at  the  meeting  of  Parlianent 


in  general,  and  in  some  degree  of  those 
who  had  the  administration  of  relief,  he 
rejoiced  that  he  was  not  obliged  to  point 
out  any  defect,  or  want  of  skill,  or  effi- 
ciency on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
now  presided  over  the  Department.  It  was 
the  system  itself  which  was  condemned  by 
the  public  at  large.  In  speaking  of  the 
numerous  scandals  which  had  been  made 
public  it  was  impossible  to  say  what  was 

the  number  that  still  remained  unknown.  ,      ir    ^  mu  *      ».      1 1     a  jj 
•nri.        -i.  *  I       J  au   <.         1  u  I      Mwedt  That  .in  humble  Addreu  be  pracm 

When  it  was  considered  that  workhouses  ;  to  Her  Majestr.  to  request  that  Uer  Maje^ 
were  literally  prisons,  though  tliose  con-  be  graciously  pleased  to  issue  a  Rojal  ComBm 
fined    had    been    guilty    of    no    fault  but    to  inquire  into  the  Operation  and  AdmisitfnM 

poverty,  the  importance  of  classification  i  <>''i*\®'f''»  ^•^»L^*»«,*J«'"<^''<>f^*»« ''<>»"  E«^ 
among  the  inmates  must  be  at  once  j,^.^  ^^^"ff^^^-^The  \farqwt4M  TownskemL) 

parent.  Yet  in  this  respect  how  little  had  Thk  Exhl  of  DEVON  said,  it  wniot 
been  done.  Another  point  to  which  he  '>  from  any  want  of  respect  for  the  doUi 
must  call  attention  was  the  system  of  un-  !  Marquess,  nor  from  any  failure  toappne* 
paid  nurses  in  workhouses,  and  who  were  ate  the  purity  of  his  motives,  that  hbibi 
in  many  cases  totally  unfit  for  their  duties.  '  bound  to  oppose  the  Motion  ;  but  hefil 
Very  little  had  been  done  to  improve  the  bo  on  the  broad  ground  that  the  nUi 
condition  of  things  in  this  respect.  It  was  i  Marquess  had  failed  to  make  out  anj  ■!• 
also  most  important  that  tho  sy!»tcm  pur- '  cient  ground  for  the  presentation  of  m 
sued  with  reference  to  the  appointment  of  Address  to  Her  Majesty.  The  whole  life- 
medical  officers  should  be  altered.  There  jcct  connected  with  the  details  of  tbeid- 
were  cases  which  had  appeared  in  the  public  j  ministration  of  the  Poor  Law  had,  dnri^ 
papers,  where  it  had  been  shown  that  the  :  the  past  few  years,  been  investigated  ly 
officers  who  had  discharged  their  duty  in  '  Committees  of  both  Houses  of  Parlima^ 
the  most  able  manner  had  been  hunted  out !  and  had  undergone  careful  and  tboro^ 
of  their  places  because  they  had  ventured  '  examination  ;  and  with  regard  to  flf 
to  perform  their  duties  in  a  proper  and  '  individual  case  of  grievance  or  oppreMi 
humane  spirit.  In  connection  with  the  i  he  could  only  say  that  it  had  alwaji  ha 
internal  economy  of  workhouses,  it  was  j  the  object  and  the  desire  of  the  Poor  I* 
impossible  not  also  to  allude  to  the  state  \  Board,  and  that  it  was  still,  to  caiue  tli 
of  the  casual  wards  in  the  provinces,  lie  j  fullest  inquiry  to  be  made  into  it  wheww 
admitted  that  considerable  improvements  !  it  was  brought  under  their  nutice.  Tb« 
had  been  effected  in  this  respect,  but  much  i  was  at  all  times  tho  greatest  desire  to  pn 
remained  to  be  accomplished.  It  was  well  I  the  fullest  information  to  their  Lonlshiji 
known  that  in  some  instances  masters  of'  upon  every  point  connected  with  thcwcA- 
workhouses  had  been  appointed  with- i  ing  of  the  Poor  Laws,  and  any  in  formatiooii 
out  due  regard  to  qualification,  and  there  !  the  possession  of  the  Department  would l)i 
were  cases  in  which  they  had  been  ap-  j  freely  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Bobii 
pointed,  notwithstanding  a  previous  dis-  '  Marquess.  The  noble  Marquess  had  spoke 
missal  from  office.  Again,  attention  should  of  twenty  cases  of  death  from  stamtioi 
be  directed  to  the  miserable  pittance  doled  ',  within  a  limited  period  ;  but  if  his  aobk 
out  to  paupers  advanced  in  years  and  |  Friend  could  point  to  one  case  of  tbit 
not  admitted  into  the  houses — it  was  not .  character  in  which  due  and  proper  icqdij 
enough  to  keep  body  and  soul  together.  '  Iiad  not  been  made,  no  time  should  be  k< 
lie  entirely  agreed  with  a  very  able  article  I  in  making  it.  While  he  difiTered  from  tto 
which  had  recently  appeared  in  the  leading  noble  Marquess  as  to  the  necessity  for  te 
journal  on  this  subject,  in  which  many  '  appointment  of  a  Commission,  he  did  aat  I 
evils  of  the  present  system  were  traced  to  |  differ  upon  certain  important  principles  i 
the  defective  constitution  of  the  Boards  of  One  was  that  the  law  should  be  adrniu^ 
Ouardians.  It  would  be  presumption  in  '  tered  economically,  in  such  a  way  as  to 
him  to  endeavour  to  point  out  the  proper  |  relieve  real  destitution,  and  yet  to  prerett 
remedies  for  the  evils  of  the  present  system;  |  the  money  of  the  ratepayers  from  beiv 
but  he  hoped  their  Lordships  would  give  ;  paid  to  those  who  did  not  deserve  it ;  vA 


full  consideration  to  so  important  a  subject, 
and  that  the  imperfections  of  the  advocate 


this  was  the  principle  which  the  Bepst- 
ment  would  always  endeavour  to  wtcn^ 
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He  fally  agreed  witli  the  noble  Marquess 
as  to  the  necessity  for  the  employment  of 

5 aid  nurses  in  the  hospitals  and  infirmaries, 
'his  was  a  point  to  which  the  Board  had 
^ven  anxious  attention ;  the  Bill  before 
the  House  would  give  the  Guardians  in- 
creased power  to  appoint  such  officers,  and 
it  would  be  the  constant  endeavour  of  the 
Board  to  enforce  the  carrying  out  of  the 
measure  when  it  was  passed.  He  enter- 
tained the  same  sense  of  the  importance  |- 
of  classification  as  the  noble  Marquess  did. 
The  Board  had  used  every  exertion  in  this 
respect,  and  had  lost  no  opportunity  of 
improving  and  introducing  it  wherever 
they  could ;  and  he  believed  that  if  the 
noble  Marquess  would  inspect  the  various 
metropolitan  workhouses,  he  would  find 
that  it  had  already  been  carried  out'  to  a 
considerable  extent.  The  inspectors  had 
given  great  attention  to  the  subject  of 
▼agrant  wards  in  the  metropolis ;  and  but 
yesterday,  in  company  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Board,  and  on  the  invitation  of  the 
guardians  of  Marylebonc,  he  visited  the 
new  vagrant  wards  which  they  had  pro- 
Tided,  which  seemed  to  furnish  all  that 
could  be  desired  in  the  way  of  ventilation, 
cleanliness,  and  separate  accommodation, 
and  which  were  but  a  sample  of  what  was 
being  done  in  various  parts  of  the  metro- 
polis. Kcpeating  his  readiness  to  give  his 
noble  Friend  the  fullest  information  in 
reply  to  any  question  he  might  put,  he 
conduded  by  urging  that  no  necessity  had 
been  shown  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mission. 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  mth- 
drawn. 


ARMY  CHAPLAINS  BILL— (^o.  U6.) 
( The  Earl  of  Longford.) 

COMIIITTEE. 

Adjourned  Debate  on  Motion  *'  That  the 
House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee."—(^^  ^«r/  of  Longford,) 

Debate  returned. 

The  Duxb  op  MABLBOROUGH  said, 
that  looking  at  what  occurred  on  Thursday 
evening,  and  also  at  the  Amendments  to 
be  moved  in  Committee  of  which  Notice 
bad  been  given  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
who  presided  over  the  see  of  Gloucester 
and  Bristol,  the  Government  had  con- 
sidered the  question  with  the  view  of 
seeing  how  far  they  were  able  to  meet 


the  wishes  expressed  on  Thursday  even- 
ing, and  embodied  in  the  Amendments. 
Questions  were  then  raised  as  to  two  points 
—first,  as  to  the  term  •*  Royal  peculiars  " 
and  the  arrangement  by  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  exempt  army  chaplains,  and  the 
chapels  in  which  they  officiated,  from  the 
interference  of  the  parochial  incumbents  ; 
and,  second,  the  question  whether  army 
chaplains  should  be  subjected  to  the  super- 
intendence of  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  in 
which  the  encampment  was  placed,  or 
whether  they  should  be  subjected,  as  the 
Government  proposed,  to  a  BisHop  or  Arch- 
bishop appointed  by  the  Government. 
With  regard  to  the  first  point,  objection 
had  been  taken  to  the  creation  of  additional 
Royal  peculiars,  and  considering  that  they 
had  been  for  some  time  abolished,  and  that 
while  they  were  in  existence  they  had 
created  u  good  deal  of  confusion,  it  was  con- 
sidered desirable  not  to  revive  them,  and 
the  Government,  therefore,  adopted  the 
proposal  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol)  to  sub- 
stitute the  term  *'  extra-parochial  dis- 
trict." The  effect  of  this  substitution 
throughout  the  Bill  would  be  to  place 
army  chaplains  serving  in  these  extra- 
parochial  districts  under  the  Bishop  of 
the  diocese  in  which  they  are  situate ;  but 
the  Government  could  not  assent  to  this 
arrangement.  The  position  of  an  army 
chaplain  was  very  different  from  that  of 
a  curate  of  the  Church  of  England.  Tho 
army  chaplain  hnd  to  minister  to  tho 
soldiers  in  his  charge,  and  he  liad  also 
to  act  in  subordination  to  the  commanding 
officer,  who  also  was  bound  to  submit  to 
his  superiors.  The  army  chaplain  was 
also  liable  to  be  removed  frequently  from 
place  to  place,  and  from  the  jurisdiction 
of  one  commanding  officer  to  that  of  an- 
other ;  and  this  involved  his  removal  from 
one  diocese  to  another;  and  it  would  be 
inconvenient  with  regard  to  many  points 
of  administrative  detail  if  the  accident 
of  his  being  placed  in  any  particular  dis- 
trict necessarily  and  ipso  facto  subjected 
him  to  the  episcopal  superintendence  of 
the  Bishop  presiding  over  that  diocese. 
It  was  to  be  remembered  that  army 
chaplains  had  never  been  subject  to  any 
episcopal  superintendence,  and  it  wns 
perhaps  most  desirable  that  they  should 
be  brought  under  such  control,  due  regard 
being  had  to  the  proper  exercise  of  their 
spiritual  functions ;  but  at  the  same  time 
it  would  be  a  novel  expedient  if  persons 
so  peculiarly  and  abnormally  situated  as 
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army  chaplains  were  to  be  subjected  neces- 
sarily  to  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  in  which 
their  duties  placed  them.  On  the  other 
hand,  in  cases  where  a  number  of  army 
chaplains  were  congregated  together  in 
a  camp  it  might  be  desirable  tliat  the 
Bishop  of  the  diocese  should  not  be  ne- 
cessarily deprived  of  the  superintendence 
over  them.  He  might  exercise  his  juris- 
diction with  great  benefit  in  such  cases. 
But  then  some  latitude  should  be  allowed' 
to  the  Crown,  which  ought  to  have  a  dis- 
cretionary power  to  appoint,  under  excep- 
tional circumstances,  another  Bishop  to 
superintend  these  extra-parochial  places. 
As,  therefore,  it  was  not  expedient,  neces- 
sarily, to  put  these  places  under  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Bishops  of  the  dioceses  in 
which  they  were  situate,  and  as  on  the  other 
hand  it  might  be  desirable  to  do  so  in 
certain  cases,  the  Government  proposed  so 
to  modify  the  Bill  as  to  enable  Her  Ma- 
jesty in  Council  from  time  to  time  to 
appoint  an  Archbishop  or  a  Bishop  of  the 
Established  Church  to  exercise  episcopal 
jurisdiction  over  these  extra  -  parochial 
places.  He  had  not  had  time  to  embody 
in  formal  Amendments  these  views,  which 
he  believed  were  approved  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelates,  and  therefore  he  proposed 
that  they  should  let  the  Bill  pnss  through 
Committee  jwo/armd,  after  which  it  could 
be  re-printed  and  re-committed  on  a  sub- 
sequent day. 

Eakl  DE  grey  and  RIPOX  said,  he 
had  no  objection  to  offer  to  the  change  of 
the  phrase  "  Royal  peculiar  "  into  **  extra- 
parochial  place,"  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  of  opinion  that  the  alteration 
would  not  be  productive  of  inconvenience. 
He  thought,  however,  it  would  be  inex- 
pedient to  place  these  extra- parochial 
places  generally  under  the  control  of  the 
Bishops  in  whose  dioceses  they  were  re- 
spectively situated  ;  and  if  this  were  done 
under  peculiar  circumstances,  he  thought 
the  Crown  ought  to  reserve  to  itself  full 
power  of  revoking  any  Order  in  Council 
that  might  be  made  on  the  subject. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  the 
Amendments  proposed  by  the  Government 
removed  the  objection  which  ho  had  raised 
last  night.  In  some  cases  tlie  Bishop  of 
the  diocese  might  not  be — in  consequence 
of  extreme  age,  for  example— a  fit  and 
proper  person  to  exercise  superintendence 
over  these  places  ;  and,  therefore,  there 
could  be  no  objection  to  the  Crown  giving 
the  jurisdiction  to  another  Bishop  under 
Bttch  exceptional  circumstances. 

The  Duke  of  Marlborough 


Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  GonumUie 
accordingly  ;  Amendments  made:  TW 
Report  thereof  to  be  received  on  IVolii 
next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  omeodci 
(No.  146.) 

finb  ast8  coptrtght  consolzdatiqqr  ad 
akendheut  bill  [h.l.] 

A  Bill  for  consolidating  and  amending  tbi  Ur 
of  Copjright  in  Wr>rks  of  Fine  Art— Wai^ 
tenled  by  The  Lord  Wzstbubt  ;  read  \\  (XcltfJ 

House  adjourned  at  half  put  Sni 

o'clock,  to  Monday  aot. 

Elereno'dnt 


HOUSE    OF     COMMOirS, 
Friday,  June  12,  1868. 

MINUTES.l—PoBLic  BiLhs^SecondReaduf- 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland)  [45];  Covtif 
Justiciary  (Scotland)  [461 ;  Drainafs  iW 
sionnl  Order  Confirmation^  [169]. 

Committee— Courts  of  Chancery  and  Exebeqse 
(Ireland)  Fee  Funds •[146];  LandWritsR^ 
tration  (Scotland)*  (re  comm.^  [Ill]— W.; 
Now  Zealand  Conr»pnny*  [166j. 

Report — Courts  of  Chancery  and  Exebeqiier  (t» 
land)  Fee  Funds*  [146];  Now  Zealand  Co» 
pany*[156]. 

Considered  as  amended  —  Established  CbsRk 
(Ireland)  [117];  Thames  Embankraeat  ni 
Metropolis  Improvement  (Loans) Act' AMii' 
ment  *  [  133]  ;  Duchy  of  Cornwall  AmendBOl* 
[136]. 

Third  Reading — Consecration  of  Chorri^jvA 
Act  (1807)  Amendment  *  [152],  and  paml 

METROPOLITAN  FOREIGN  CATTLE 
MARKET  BILL.— RESOLUTIOK. 

Standing  Orders  Committee^ — Renlfr 
tion  reported ; 

"  That,  in  the  ciso  of  the  Af  ctropolitaa  Fof^ 
Cattle  Market  Bill,  the  Standing  Orders  09{k II 
bo  dispensed  with  : — That  the  Bill  be  penittit 
to  proceed." 

Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoiilf 
^  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  tka 
Committeo  in  the  said  Resolution," 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  snid.he  ihodH 
moTo  nn  Amendment  that  the  Bill  beeoa- 
siderod  on  Monday  next.  He  protestel 
against  the  course  which  had  been  panirf 
with  regard  to  the  BiH.  When  thePt^ 
liamentarj  Notices  for  the  BiH  weregiva 
all  mention  of  tlie  main  object  of  the  mes* 
sure  was  aroided,  lest  it  should  oeetBMi 
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alarm  to  the  owners  of  property  who  would  is  maintained  and  his  duties  continued  by 

be  affected  ;  and  if  this  Report  were  now  the  Act  of  last  year  (s.  50).     These  were 

Agreed  to  without  question  the  promoters  the  Acts  under   the  authority  of   wliich 

of  Bills  for  the  future  would  be  able  to  the  Ezecutife  of  the  day  appointed  Mr. 

any,  '*  Don't  put  anything  into  the  Notices  Lyie,  and  continued  the  office  to  his  suc- 

thnt  will   excite  alarm,   but  put  in  any  cesser,  Master  Fitcgibbon,  who  was  now 

Clauses  which  might  hare  started  objec-  auditor  of  County  Treasurers'  Accounts, 
lions  when  tbo  Bill  is  before  the  Select 

Committee,    and   when  the  matter   goes  POOR  RELIEF  ASSESSMENT  RETURNS. 

before    the   Standing   Orders    Committee  question. 

they  will  allow  the  Standing  Orders  to  be  ^_      ^.v^^^t^.t       .!    ,        ..    , 

dispensed  with."                *  Mb.  CANDLISII   .aid.  he  wished  to 

'^  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law  Board, 

Amendment  proposed,  When  he  hopes  to  lay  the  Return  of  Poor 

To  leATo  ont  from  the  word«  That''  to  the  end  Relief  Assessments,  ordered  on  the   18th 

of  the  Qapstion,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "the  of  February,  upon  the  Table  of  the  House? 

further  consiclcration  of  the  lald  Rejolution  be  g^R  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 

^^t^poned    till    Monday    next.    -  {^Mr.  Miner  j„  ^^^^^^  ^y^^^  ^  ^^q  „^^j^^^  ,,^j  j,^^„  ^^^^ 

Question  proposed,   "That   the    words  out,  and  that  only  1.012  persons  had  for- 

proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  **'"^«?  '•«P^»®»'  »<>  ^^''\  "P  *^  ^^»®  P''®*®^' 

Question."  ^""®  ^^^  Returns  were  lucomplete. 

LOBD  ROBERT    MONTAGU  said,  he  jrelAND-MOUNTJOY  CONVICT  PRISON, 
must  complain  of  the  course  pursued  by 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  QUESTION. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  would  Mb.  PIM  said,  he  wished  to  ask'  the 

withdraw  his  Amendment.  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  When  ho  will 

Amendment,  by  leare.  withdrawn.  ^^  *1)^«  *«  ^»J  "P^"  H'°  '^*^'®  ^/  *  m  ^^''"'°' 

*jr  •    rk      *•          X       J  -     --J  s^  the  Correspondence  between  the  Treasury, 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to,  it      r  •  i    n                ^         i   rk      t>  u    I 

^              '^                ^  the   Irish    GoTcrnment,   and    Dr.    Robert 

IRELAND-AUDITOR  OF  GRAND  JURY  JJcDonnell.    late    niedical    officer   of    the 

ACCOUNTS.— QUESTION.  Mountjoy  Convict  Prison,  relative  to  the 

^              -nn^xTr^r*      .11       .t    *  chango  lu  tho  mcdical  mauagemcut  of  that 

COWKEL  FRENCH  said,  he  wished  to  prigon,  by  which  he  was  deprived  of  the 

ask   the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  By  office  of  medicol  superintendent? 

what  authority  the  Executive  appointed  an  rj^^  g^j^i^  OP   jyj^YO    said,  in   reply, 

auditorofOrand  Jury  Accounts,  the  salary  that  the  only  reason  why  the  Correspon- 

being  payable  solely  from  County  funds  ?  ^^^^3  between  the  Treasury,  the  Irish  Go- 

TWB  Earl  of  MAYO,   in  reply,  said,  vernment,  and  Dr.  McDonnell,  relative  to 

by  the  Act  1st  Ftc<.,  c.  54.  s.  1,  it  was  the  change  in  the  medical  management  of 

provided  that  accounts  of   County  Trea-  ^^^^       jg^^^  h^d  not  been  laid   upon  the 

lurers  were  to  be  audited  by  such  officers  j^y^^  ^^^  ^1,^^^  j^  ^^^  „ot  finished.     He 

as  the  Lord  Lieutenant  by  warrant  should  ^^^y   ^^^.^    t,,^    ^^rliest    opportunity   of 

authorize.    Under  this  Act  the  Lord  Lieu-  producing  it ;  but  he  was  afraid  it  would 

tenant  appointed  the  Chief  Remembrancer.  ^^^  ^^  complete  for  some  days. 
Under  the  same  Act  the  expenses  of  audit 
were  provided  for  by  a  fee  of  5s.  in  every 

JBIOO!^  This  fee  was'  by  order  of  the  Lord  EX.GOVERNOR  EYRE. -QUESTION. 

Lieutenant  in  1842,  reduced  to  3#.     The  Colonel  BROVVNLO W    KNOX  said, 

Act  6  &  7  VicL,  c.  78,  provided  that  the  he  would  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 

audit  of  these  accounts  should  form  part  Treasury,  If  Her  Majesty's  Government 

of  the  duties  of  the  Chief  Remembrancer,  are  of  opinion  that  the  Act  of  Indemnity 

By  the  Act  13  &  1^  Vict,  jurisdiction  in  passed    by   the    Legislative   Chamber    of 

Equity  of  Exchequer  was  transferred  to  the  Jamaica,  and  confirmed  by  an  Order  in 

Court  of  Chancery  (s.  15).     Mr.  Acheson  Council  of  the  Home  Government,  is  or  is 

LylOy  then  Chief  Remembrancer,  was  made  not  a  protection  to  ex -Governor  Eyre  for 

a  Master  in  Chancery,  and  he  and  his  snc-  all  acts  done  under  martial  law  during  the 

ceaaors  were  to  perform  the  duties.     Sec-  rebellion  in  the  island  of  Jamaica;  and,  if 

tion   17  authorized  the  appointment  of  a  not,  will  Her  Majesty's  Government  under- 

■Qceessor  to  Mr.  Lyle.    Master  Fitcgibbon  take  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  protect  Governor 

DOW  holds  that  appoiutment,  and  his  office  Eyre  from  further  prosecutions  ? 
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Ma.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  in  answer  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  I  would  remind 
him  that  the  highest  legal  authorities  have 
declined  to  gife  an  opinion  upon  the  ex- 
tent of  the  Act  of  Indemnity  passed  hy 
the  Colonial  GoTernmcnt  on  the  subject  to 
which  he  refers;  and  I  think  it  would  be 
an  act  of  presumption  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Go?ernmcnt  to  pretend  to  give 
an  opinion  to  the  House  upon  that  point. 
With  regard  to  our  bringing  in  a  Bill  to 
protect  GoTeroor  Eyre  from  further  prose- 
cutions, I  must  say  that  we  have  no  inten- 
tion of  doiug  so. 

Colonel  BROWNLOW  KNOX:  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
Whether  ho  is  cognizant  of  the  fact  that 
Her  Majesty's  late  Government  did  take 
the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  on  the  subject,  and  I  have  it  in 
my  pocket  at  this  moment  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  When  I  spoke  of 
"  the  highest  legal  authorities  '*  I  did  not 
refer  merely  to  the  Law  Officers  of  Her 
Majesty's  late  Government. 

INDIA  — BANK  OF    BOMBAY  —  BENGAL 
AGENCY.— QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  SMOLLETT  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  representations  have  reached  him 
soliciting  the  removal  of  the  Bengal  Bank 
Agency  established  at  the  Presidency  of 
Bombay  with  the  sanction  of  the  Viceroy 
upon  the  occasion  of  the  failure  of  the 
Bombay  Bank,  in  order  that  the  new  bank 
recently  formed  at  Bombay  may  not  be 
interfered  with  by  a  rival  Government  Es- 
tablishment ;  and,  if  so,  whether  tlie  Go- 
vernment is  disposed  to  entertain  favour- 
ably proposals  made  to  that  effect  ? 

Mr.  DYCE  NICOL  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask.  Whether  the  Government  have  come 
to  any  resolution  as  to  the  precise  terms 
on  which  their  connection  with  the  Bank 
is  to  be  continued  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  Sir, 
there  has  been  a  communication  recentlv 
made  to  the  India  Office  with  regard  to 
the  continuance  of  the  Bengal  Bank 
Agency  at  Bombay.  That  agency  was 
established  for  a  temporary  purpose  only 
—for  the  purpose,  as  it  was  understood,  of 
collecting  the  debts  due  to  the  Bank  of 
Bengal  at  Bombay — and  some  time  ago  I 
took  occasion  to  express  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  my  opinion  that,  as  the 
object  for  which  the  collector  had  been 
lent  to  Bombay  had  been  some  time  since 

Cohntl  Brownhw  Knox 


accomplished,  I  preannaed  thai  the  agenej 
should  be  withdrawn.  In  consequence  of 
the  representationa  which  have  been  made 
I  have  written  again  to  the  GovernmsDi 
of  India,  asking  if  there  waa  any  neceiatj 
for  continuing  the  agency,  and  adding  thi 
request  that  if  such  was  not  the  case,  im- 
mediate steps  might  be  taken  forbringiag 
the  agency  to  an  end,  for  it  woold  U 
obviously  incompatible  to  have  twoGoferi< 
ment  banks  in  the  aame  Presidency.  Witk 
regard  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Hat- 
bor  opposite  (Mr.  Djce  Nicol),  I  wouU 
remind  him  that  a  CommisBion  ii  net 
sitting  in  Bombay,  upon  the  result  of  tk 
labours  of  which  will  depend  the  futsie 
policy  of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
all  the  banks  in  India.  With  regard  to 
the  new  bank  at  Bombay,  Articles  of  As» 
ciation  have  been  framed  under  wbieh  it 
exists  ;  but  we  are  not  altogether  satiiM 
with  those  Articles,  and  a  despatch  ka 
been  sent  to  the  Governor  of  Bombaj  n- 
questing  him  to  take  nienaurea  for  iocir- 
porating  the  bank  under  an  Act  of  tbi 
Legislature,  and  to  send  home  the  tem 
of  such  incorporation. 

AUSTRALIA— POSTAL  COMMUNICATI09. 

QUESTION". 

Mr.  CHILDERS  aaid,  he  wished  ti 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  WIm* 
ther  any  replies  havo  been  received  froa 
the  Australian  Colonies  to  the  Despsteha 
stated  by  the  Postmaster  General  to  ba 
been  sent  out  in  the  month  of  October  luti 
on  the  subject  of  postal  communicstia 
with  Australia  under  present  arrangemestt; 
and,  if  he  has  any  objc>ctiou  to  lay  tbe 
Paper  on  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTII  replied  tW 
answers  had  been  received  from  several  if 
the  Australian  Colonies  on  the  subject, ai' 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  lay  tbemM 
the  table  of  the  House. 

IRELAND-GOVERNMENT  AND  THE 
PROPOSED  ROMAN  CATDOLIC 

UNIVEUSITY.— QUESTION. 

Sir  JOHN  GRAY  said,  he  wished  ti 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  K 
he  will  place  upon  the  Table  of  the  Ilooia 
a  Copy  of  the  Communication  by  vhiek 
the  Most  Reverend  Dr.  Leahy  and  tki 
Most  Reverend  Dr.  Derry.  acting  on  k^ 
half  of  the  Roman  Catliolic  prelate*  i> 
Ireland,  broke  off  the  negotiations  carried 
on  between  them  and  the  Government  i^ 
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the  granting  of  a  Charter  to  a  Catholic 
Uniferiity  in  Ireland  ;  and  if  there  he 
no  Letter  or  Communication  on  the  Biihject 
other  than  those  already  pahlished,  if  he 
will  point  to  any  passage  in  any  Letter 
from  these  prelates  which  was  understood  as 
intimating  a  wish  to  have  the  negotiations 
broken  off ;  and  whether  the  communica- 
tion from  Dr.  Leahy  and  Dr.  Derry»  dated 
the  31st  of  March »  1868,  was  asked  for 
by  the  Gofernment,  and  lent  by  them  as 
suggestions  and  the  oj^ression  of  opinions 
on  matters  then  under  consideration,  or  as 
a  final  and  complete  scheme  from  which 
they  could  not  doTiate  ? 

The  £abl  of  MAYO  :  Sir,  no  commu- 
nications have  passed  between  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  and  the  right  re?, 
prelates  to  whom  the  hon.  Member  refers, 
except  those  which  are  upon  the  table  of 
the  House.  With  regard  to  the  remaining 
part  of  the  Question,  I  have  to  state  that 
last  year  the  two  right  rev.  prelates 
wrote  to  me,  enclosing  a  copy  of  a  letter 
which  they  had  addressed  to  the  Earl  of 
Derby.  In  that  letter  they  state  that  they 
were  deputed  by  the  Archbishops  and 
Bishops  of  Ireland  to  enter  into  communi- 
cation with  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  to  apply  in  their  name  for  a  charter 
and  endowment  to  a  Eoman  Catholic  TJni- 
Tersity.  On  the  I4th  of  March,  after  I 
had  made  my  statement  in  the  House,  I 
enclosed  to  the  right  rev.  prelates  the  copy 
of  a  memorandum  which  stated  the  plan 
of  the  Government  in  more  detail  than  I 
was  able  to  do  in  my  speech.  On  the  19th 
of  March  they  addressed  to  me  a  letter 
which  is  now  on  the  table  of  the  House, 
stating  seven  or  eight  objections  which 
they  entertained  to  the  scheme,  and  ex- 
pressing their  desire  for  a  personal  inter- 
Tiew  with  myself  or  some  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government.  That  interview 
took  place  on  the  24th  of  March,  and  after 
a  prolonged  conversation*— lasting,  I  be- 
lieve, an  hour  and  a  half — it  was  agreed 
that  they  should  state  their  vieivs  at  length 
in  writing,  and  forward  them  to  me.  That 
was  done  on  the  31st  of  March,  in  the 
letter  which  is  also  before  the  House.  The 
Easter  Recess  intervening,  an  unavoidable 
delay  took  place ;  but  after  our  return  to 
town  we  took  the  matter  into  considera- 
tion, and  I  addressed  to  the  right  rev. 
prelates  an  answer,  which  has  been  laid 
upon  the  table.  On  the  16th  of  May  I 
received  a  simple  acknowledgment  from 
Archbishop  Leahy  of  the  receipt  of  that 
eommonication  ;  and  so  the  correspondence 

TOL.  CXCII.  [teqo)  ssbiss.] 


terminated.  The  principles  professed  by 
the  right  rev.  prelates  having  been  ex- 
pressed in  two  letters,  and  also  at  a 
lengthened  personal  interview,  we  were 
naturally  led  to  the  conclusion  that  those 
were  their  settled  opinions,  and  that  from 
them  they  could  not  depart.  Now,  those 
were  opinions  upon  matters  of  principle 
of  the  highest  moment.  They  were,  at 
the  same  time,  entirely  at  variance  with 
the  opinions  entertained  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  upon  this  most  important 
subject ;  looking,  therefore,  at  everything 
that  has  occurred,  we  consider  the  matter 
to  be  at  an  end,  and  it  is  not  our  inten- 
tion to  take  any  further  step  with  regard 
to  it. 

Sib  JOHN  GRAY  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  omitted  to  answer  the  second  part  of 
the  Question— namely— - 

"  Whether  the  communication  from  Dr.  Leahy 
and  Dr.  Derry,  dated  theSlst  of  March,  1868,  was 
asked  for  bj  the  Government,  and  lent  by  them 
as  suggeBtions  and  the  oxpreBsion  of  opinions  on 
matters  then  under  consideration,  or  as  a  final 
and  complete  scheme  from  which  they  could  not 
deviate  ?  " 

The  Earl  of  MATO  :  I  thought  I  had 
already  answered  that  Question.  We  con- 
sidered that  the  opinion  expressed  in  tho 
letter  and  also  at  the  interview  was  a  final 
opinion. 

Sir  JOHN  GRAY  then  gave  Notice 
that  upon  some  future  occasion,  on  the  Mo- 
tion for  a  Committee  of  Supply,  he  would 
bring  the  whole  of  that  Question  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House. 


INDIA— CIIURCU  SERVICES. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
ther any  information  has  reached  him  from 
the  Government  of  India  as  to  dissatisfac- 
tion having  been  manifested  by  some  of 
Her  Majesty's  Protestant  soldiers  at  being 
marched  to  Divine  Service  in  churches 
where  Ritualistic  ceremonies  had  recently 
been  introduced  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
has  any  objection  to  communicate  the 
Papers  to  the  House  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE,  in 
reply,  said,  some  Correspondence  had  taken 
place  on  the  subject  of  an  occurrence  of 
this  kind,  and  he  could  not  doubt  from  the 
hon.  Member's  description  of  it  that  it 
was  the  same  case.  It  appeared  there 
were  two  churches,  one  at  Fort  William 
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and  the  other  at  Damduro,  where  Difine 
Service  ttbs  performed  in  a  manner  ob- 
jected to  by  Bome  of  the  officers,  and,  as 
was  stated,  also  by  some  of  the  men  of 
the  60th  Rifles.  The  hon.  Member  asked 
if  Ritualistic  Service  had  recently  been 
introduced  there  ?  It  was  not  a  place 
where  any  service  of  that  Icind  had  been 
introduced  ;  the  service  was  performed  in 
the  same  way  as  in  the  time  of  Bishop 
Cotton  and  his  successor.  The  chief  ob- 
jection taken  was  in  reference  to  the  cele- 
bration of  the  Communion,  and  two  of  the 
officers  requested  permission  to  attend  the 
Presbyterian  Service  and  take  several  of 
the  men  there,  as  preferrin/i;  the  Presby- 
terian Service  to  that  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Some  Correspondence  took  place 
between  the  chaplain  and  the  officers,  and 
the  matter  was  referred  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India.  The  remark  made  on  it 
by  the  Commander-in-Chief  (Sir  William 
Mansfield)  was  that  tlie  Correspondence 
was  very  military  on  the  side  of  the  chap- 
lain, and  very  theological  on  the  side  of 
the  officers.  An  arrangement  had  been 
come  to  by  the  Government,  and  an  Order 
issued  that  all  officers  and  soldiers  should 
have  full  liberty  to  attend  at  whatever  place 
of  worship  agreed  best  with  their  private 
convictions.  He  thought  the  matter  was 
now  entirely  at  an  end,  and  it  was  not 
desirable  that  the  Correspondence  should 
be  produced. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  wished  to 
ask  his  right  hon.  Friend,  If  he  was  aware 
that  since  the  date  of  those  despatches  an- 
other chaplain  had  been  appointed  to  the 
Fort  William  Chapel,  and  that  none  of 
the  so-called  Ritualistic  practices  existed 
there  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  was  not  aware  of  that  fact. 

FAMILIES   OF   MILITIAMEN. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  DILLWTN  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  freqnency  of  men  belonging  to  the 
Militia  leaving  their  wives  and  families  un- 
provided for  during  the  time  of  training, 
and  thus  becoming  chargeable  to  their  re- 
spective parishes;  and  if  so,  whether  there 
is  any  means  by  which  a  portion  of  their 
pay  could  not  be  drawn  for  the  mainten- 
ance of  their  wives  and  families  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  UICKS-BEACH  said, 
in  reply,  that  unfortunately  the  bounty  and 
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allowances  were  often  squandered  by  tiie 
men  who  received  them  ;  bat  it  wis  dii- 
colt  to  see  how  thej  eoold  be  preventsdl 
from  doing  so  if  they  ehose.  It  eonld  not 
be  denied  that  there  was  room  for  isi- 
provement  in  the  present  arrangesnaiti 
for  drawing  the  paj;  bat  it  was  rather  for 
the  War  Office  than  for  the  Poor  Law  Board 
to  provide  a  remedy. 

THE  POST   OFFICE  SERVICE. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  MOFFATT  said,  he  wished  tosik 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treaeary,  Why  tht 
Annual  Report  of  the  Postmaster  GenenI 
for  tho  year  1866,  presented  to  the  How 
on  the  12th  of  Aogast,  1867,  has  not  jet 
been  printed;  why  the  Annual  Report fm 
the  same  Department  for  the  year  1867 
has  not  yet  been  presented;  and,  why  tks 
assurance  given  several  weeks  since  bvtii 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  that  those' Bs- 
ports  should  be  speedily  cireolatedy  has  nst 
yet  been  fulfilled  ? 

I  Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH.  in  reply.itid. 
I  the  Report  for  1866  had  been  delayed  is 
order  that  it  might  be  presented  slosf 
with  that  for  1867,  the  events  of  theyesr 
18G6  not  being  of  a  very  important  chsrt^ 
ter.  Both  Reports  would  eertainly  be  m 
the  hands  of  Members  within  the  prsKBt 
month.  The  reason  for  the  delay  that  Yvk 
taken  place  in  the  last  few  weeks  was  Ik 
great  extra  pressure  of  business  sod  tk 
increase  of  correspondence  relative  to  the 
Electric  Telegraphs  Bill. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  said,  he  wished  ti 
inquire,  If  the  Report  would  be  laid  on  tin 
Table  before  the  Vote  for  the  Post  OfBct 
Service  was  token  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  thsttbs 
Report,  woald,  he  believed,  be  laid  on  tki 
tablo  before  tho  Post  Office  and  Steaa 
Packet  Estimates  were  taken. 

ARMY— GUNNERY  EXPERIMENTS. 

QUESTION. 

■ 

Major  ANSON  said,  he  would  be|r  It 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther,  as  a  section  of  Plymouth  Breakwater 
Fort  was  going  to  be  experimented  opos 
at  Shoeburyness  on  Tuesday,  he  wooM 
give  hon.  Members  interested  in  shieUi 
and  fortifications  an  opportunity  of  impeet* 
ing  the  section  on  Monday,  in  order  to 
satisfy  themselves  what  difference  theif 
was  between  that  section  and  the  origissl 
design  ? 
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Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  was 
Borry  bis  hoD.  nnd  gallant  Friend  had  not 
gifen  Notice  oftbeQueBtion,  since  it  would 
haTO  enabled  him  to  make  inquiry.  He 
Bincerely  wished  the  experiments  to  be 
carried  on  with  due  publicity  and  fairnesB, 
and  would  be  glad  to  confer  privately  with 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  on  the  Bubject. 
As  preparations  would  be  going  on  on 
Monday,  it  might,  he  apprehended,  be 
inconyenient  if  an  unlimited  number  of 
yisitors  were  admitted. 


REGISTRATION  LISTS.—QUESTION. 

Lord  HENLET  said,  he  would  beg  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  to  the 
fact  that  there  are  caBes  in  which  one 
part  of  a  parish  is  in  a  borough,  and  the 
other  part  of  the  parish  in  a  county,  and 
to  point  out  that  confusion  must  arise  if 
the  OTerseerB  do  not  make  out  separate 
]xBt8,  He  wished  to  know.  Whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  cause  the 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  to  send  instructions 
to  the  overseerB  to  mako  out  separate 
lists? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  in 
ropljTt  that  provision  was  made  in  the  Bill 
for  separate  lists  of  borough  and  county 
Toters  in  those  parishes  which  were  partly 
within  boroughs  and  partly  within  coun- 
ties. It  was,  however,  impossible  for  him 
to  give  instructions  to  clerks  of  the  peace 
which  he  had  at  present  no  legal  authority 
to  issue. 

EX-GOVERNOR  EYRE    AND   HIS 
EXPENSES.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  a  Question  which  he  had  privately 
asked  him  yesterday.  It  had  reference  to 
the  Despatch  spoken  about  a  few  days  ago 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli), 
who  described  it  as  dated  February  1867, 
and  containing  an  engagement,  in  fulfil- 
ment of  which  a  communication  had  been 
made  to  Mr.  Eyre,  asking  him  to  send  in 
an  account  for  the  expenses  which  had 
been  incurred.  He  wished  to  know.  If 
Boch  Despatch  had  been  printed— having 
searched  for  it  in  vain — and  whether  there 
will  be  any  objection  to  lay  it  upon  the 
Table  ? 

Ma.  ADDERLEY :    If  the  hon.  Gen 
tleman  will  move  for  it  I  have  do  objec- 
tion to  give  it. 


SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed » 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

CASE  OF  POLICE  SERGEANT  STONE. 
MOTION  FOR  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  rose  to 
move  for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  causes  of  the  dismissal  of  Police 
Sergeant  Stone  from  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Force.  In  the  year  1864  Sergeant 
Stone  was  stationed  at  Ealing.  He  had 
been  a  police  officer  for  twenty  years,  and 
had  been  at  Ealing  eight  years.  Owing 
to  ill  health,  resulting  from  a  hurt  received 
in  the  discharge  of  his  'duty,  he  was  tem- 
porarily incapacitated  from  the  discharge 
of  his  duty,  and  a  man  named  Monsell  was 
employed  for  the  time  as  his  substitute. 
Subsequently  to  this  Stone  received  a 
summons  at  twelve  o'clock  one  night  to 
appear  the  next  day  before  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Police  in  London  to  answer  two 
charges  preferred  against  him  by  Men  sell. 
One  was  that  he  had  clapped  bis  hands 
in  the  presence  of  the  police  magistrates 
in  a  case  at  Brentford ;  and  the  other 
was  that  he  had  written  an  anonymous 
letter.  With  respect  to  tho  first,  the 
magistrates  themselves,  on  being  appealed 
to,  declared  their  belief  in  his  innocence; 
so  that  the  only  point  requiring  considera- 
tion was  that  of  the  anonymous  letter. 
Captain  Labalmondiere,  before  whom  Stone 
appeared,  told  him  that  he  had  written  an 
anonymous  letter,  and  on  that  ground  sus- 
pended him  from  his  office  of  sergeant, 
and  shortly  afterwards  dismissed  him  al- 
together from  the  force.  He  was  dis- 
missed without  having  any  opportunity 
given  him  of  seeing  the  letter,  or  of  dis- 
proving the  charge  by  comparing  it  with 
his  own  handwriting  ;  and  for  two  years 
he  remained  under  the  stigma  of  having 
written  that  letter,  no  inquiry  or  investiga- 
tion meanwhile  being  made  into  his  case 
in  order  fairly  to  decide  the  truth  of  the 
accusation  for  which  he  was  suffering. 
During  those  two  years  numerous  letters 
upon  the  subject  were  written  by  Stone 
to  the  Home  Office,  public  meetings  were 
held  at  Ealing,  and  petitions  were  presented 
on  his  behalf  from  the  clergy,  churchwar- 
dens, and  overseers;  and  at  last,  in  October, 
1866,  be  was  informed  that  if  he  would  go 
before  Sir  Richard  Mayne  with  an  "expert" 
he  might  see  the  anonymous  letter,  and  com- 
pare it  with  his  own  handwriting.  Stone 
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compli<a  »Uli  lb.  raqo«t,  md  »■  •ocom-  [      Uiie.fon  propoiri,   ■■  Tlal  ft.  «»Ji 
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lymona  letter,  and  ftlso  Mme  letterB  ,  Question." 

....    .... c™.  I      ji„   Qj^THORNE  HARDY  wua.th»l 

the  case  of  Police  Sergeant  Stona  uwe  ii 


written  tj  the  sergeant,  and  gara  Stone 

a  certificata  thnt  there  wna  no  posBibility 

of  tlio  communications  liaving  been  written    ^^^^  ^^^^^  Borgeani  otono  was  etiKa 

bj  the    Eama    person.      One    would   bare  ^^  ^    .  ^  ^    jj,^  Cl^f  CommiiiioDfr 


a   pi 
thought  that  the  fir«t  tlimg 
Majne  would  haTO  done  would 
press  liis  regret,  and  then  to  hi 
re-instated  him  or  giien  hira  thi 
to  whiob  lie  was   eutitla'l. 


r  1864.  Sergeant  Stone  was  etiled 


Riohar 

be  to  e 


eithei 


of  Police  on  the  9tli  of  September  in  thil 
jear.  The  Commiaeioner  of  Police,  t» 
might  mention,  hftd  the  ftbaoiute  po«n 
of  diiminslng  ccnHtsblea,  and  there  not 
But  the 


to  which  lie  waa   entitlo'l.     Stone    maae  >  ^  f^^,,  ],■„  j, 

continuous  applications  to  the  authorities,  i  j.^^^  ^^^  beginning  seemed  to  have  exciud 
„j    ./,..    .    f.„.i.=,    ;M.-rv«l    nf    «e*on  '  '   in  the  noiglibourhood  where 

ind  from    the  lime   when" 


and   after    5" further    interval    of 
months  he  received  from   Lord  Belmore, 
then  Under  Secretarj  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, ft  letter,  stating  that  a  pension     ^^^^ ^        ^_ 

could  not  legally  be  granted  to  him  ;  but  j  g"    J"  ^^^  ^^^^^    Secretarj— up    to  t£« 
B  good  conduct .  j^j  j5  there    had     beea    conliasil 


Stone  lived  ; 

first  arose — when   the   right  hon.  Geatl^ 
Member  for  Uorpeth  (Sir  Geai|* 


that,  having  regard  to  hii 
and  twenty  years'  servic 
Hardy  had   awarded    hii 
£106  3».  4d.  (being  al  the  rate  of  one 
month's  pay  for  each  year's  service),  but  I 
that  this  was   not    to   bo  considered    as 
affecting  any  decision  in  his  case.     Ser- 
geant Stone  replied,  accepting  the  gratuity, 
but  saying  it  was  not  to  be  held  as  affeet- 
ing  the  statutory  declaration  of  his  inno- 
cenco  of  the  charge  on  which  he  was  dis- 
missed.     At  the  end    of  fifteen  years  n 
police  sergeant  was  entitled  to  a  pension  of 
£34  per  annum,  and  llio  sum  to  which 
Sorgennt  Stono  claimed  to  be  entitled  wa»     '^^^^  J'^°(' 
based  upon  the  cBpitalixatlon  of  that  £34 


present  time,    there    had     beea    conlinssl 

■etary  i  threats  that  the  matter    would  be  brwigtl 

a   gioluity   of  I  ^gfp|.g  Parliament.     It  waa  hoped  that  tbii 


)unted  to  £340.     The 


per  yei 

pension    —    -.-. 

his  services;  but  was  also   partly  the 
cumulation   of  something  like  4J.    or  6d. 
a  week  which  was  paid  by  the  sergeants  of 
the  force  to  a  general  fund  ;  so  that  the 
case    was  a  very  hard   one.     Mr.    Stoue 
was  now  broken  in  health,  and  injured  by 
the  charge  bronght  against  him,  although 
he   had    disproved  it.     All  that   he 
asked  was  to  have  the   same   amou 
pension,  or  the  oapitaliiotion  of  it,  1 
would  have  been  entitled  to  had  he  not 
been  dismissed  the  service,  and  Inin  under 
the  stigma  of  having  written  the  anonj- 
moua  tetter.     Ha  (Hr-  Labouche 
that  justice  would  be  dona  to  thi 

Mr.  monk  seconded  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leavBout  from  the  word  "That"  to  the  end 
of  the  Q,ueition,  ia  order  lo  add  tbs  wordi  "  a 
Seloflt  Committee  benppolDted  to  inquirs  into  th« 
oaaiei  of  the  diimiual  of  PoUcb  Sergeant  Stone 
from  the  MetropoUtan  Polios  Force,"— (3(r. 
Labvudiere,') 
—•instead  thereof. 
Mr.  Labouehtrt 


before  Parliament.  It  waa  hoped  tl 
r  would  have  been  prevented  b;  the  arraogf- 
ment  which  had  been  made,  because  ba 
believed  the  man  was  amply  satisfied  m 
far  as  the  pecuniary  part  of  the  matter  m 
concerned.  Stone  was  undoubtedly  ehargel 
with  hating  written  an  anonymous  lettct 
very  prejudicial  lo  one  of  liia  comradei. 
Slone  had  been  invalided,  and  intbayeu 
1864  was  not  able  to  discharge  his  duties. 
Another  sergeant  was  eent  to  the  district 
place.  An  anonymous  letter  havis| 
containing  grave  charpi 
igaiuBt  Stone's  successor,  it  was  deemei 
important  to  ascertain  whether  it  had  ben 


was  ^  not    merely    the^^  resuU  ^of  |  ^^.^((^^  ^^  ^„j  member  of  the  force.    Bj 

.  .„   ^..i  n  t  o  .n_    ^  comparison  of  that  document  with  thi 

undoubted   writing  of  Stone  in  the  polici 

books,  and  by  tlie  aid  of  an  expert  froB 

the  Post  Office,  the  conclusion  was  anivsd 

at  that  the  anonymous  letter  was  wrilles 

by    Stone.      Afterwards    anothor   eiperi 

without  knowing  what  had  occurred  befon 

""'      in  the  matter,  came  to  the   same  cood*- 

"*  ,**'    sion  !  and  therefore  the  Commieaioner  "U 

"  j  confirmed  in  his  opinion  after  the  secool 

I  investigation  consequent  upon  the  peliliss 

of  Stone.     The    hon.    Member  said  ibst 

-  „, .  =  ,    ,       ,      ,  .      -,    Stone  had   not    seen    the     letter.     [Mr. 

letter.     Ha  (Mr-  Labouchere)  hope<i  |  Laboucuere  :  I   said    he  was  ahown  tks 


not  allowed  tu  have  it  in  bb 
hand,]  Stone  had  certainly  seen  the  let- 
ter, and  might  have  read  it  if  ao  disposed. 
Tlie  most  careful  attention  had  bees 
given  to  the  case  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  George  Grey)  when  Home  Secre- 
tary, and  that  right  hon.  Qentleman  diJ 
not  think  it  called  for  his  interference.  Al 
to  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Netherclift  with  re- 
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gard  to  the  handwriting  of  the  letter, 
experts,  after  all,  were  only  guidea  to 
certain  similaritiea  in  handwriting  upon 
which  other  persons  must  judge  ;  and  it 
should  be  remembered  that  in  one  of  the 
greatest  cases  ever  tried — namelj,  that  of 
Mrs.  Ryves — Mr.  Netherclift  spoke  to  the 
authenticity  of  a  mass  of  documents  which 
were  universally  discredited,  and  in  respect 
to  which  the  jury  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  he  was  entirely  wrong,  and  the  Judge 
agreed  with  them.  Stone's  case  had  also 
been  pressed  on  his  right  hen.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Gam- 
bridge  (Mr.  Walpole),  when  his  right 
hon.  Friend  was  at  the  head  of  the 
Home  Office  ;  and  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
after  very  carefully  investigating  it  with 
Lord  Bel  more,  thought  there  was  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  doubt  about  it,  and  that 
the  anonymous  letter  might  possibly  have 
been  an  imitation  of  Stone's  handwriting. 
Under  those  circumstances,  and  consider- 
ing  that  he  had  been  twenty  yeors  in  the 
force  before  his  dismissal,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  thought  a  gratuity  or  a  small  pen- 
aion,  if  that  were  legal,  might  be  given  to 
him  for  his  past  services  and  good  con- 
duct ;  but  the  law  would  not  allow  of  a 
pension  being  awarded  him.  A  pen- 
sion could  not  be  given  unless  a  man 
was  sixty  years  of  age,  and  had  been 
invalided  for  certain  reasons  ;  or  if  he  were 
below  sixty  there  should  be  a  certificate 
from  the  Commissioner  of  Police  that  he 
was  incapacitated  for  certain  causes,  and 
that  the  Commissioner  of  Police  could 
approve  in  all  respects  of  his  conduct, 
fiut  the  Commissioner  of  Police  still  re- 
tained the  opinion  he  had  at  the  first  with 
reference  to  Stone's  case.  When  be  him- 
self (Mr.  Qathorne  Hardy)  succeeded  to  the 
Home  Office  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  just 
made  his  decision,  and  he  (Mr.  Qathorne 
Hardy)  had  acted  upon  it,  granting  the 
man  the  sum  of  £106  3«.  4d.,  being  at  the 
rate  of  a  month's  pay  for  every  year  of  his 
past  serrice.  Stone  wrote  expressing  his 
gratitude  and  thanks  for  the  gratuity 
granted  him  so  "  kindly,  considerately,  and 

i'ustly,"  to  use  his  own  words,  guarding 
limseif  at  the  same  time  by  saying — "  Ac- 
cording to  my  understanding,  my  accept- 
ance of  the  gratuity  does  not  affect  the 
statutory  declaration  which  I  made  of  my 
innocence.  I  tender  my  most  humble  and 
sincere  thanks  for  the  gratuity."  He  said, 
"  The  money  will  be  a  great  boon  to  me  ;" 
but  he  added  that  as  the  gratuity  was  not 
enough  to  compensate  him  for  the  future^ 


he  hoped  that  if  an  opportunity  offered  of 
making  a  messenger  of  him  that  would  be 
done.  Stone  was,  however,  too  old  for 
anything  of  that  kind.  In  conclusion,  in 
his  (Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy's)  opinion,  ample 
justice  had  been  done  in  the  case.  It  was 
by  no  means  so  clear  a  case  of  hardship  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  thought.  The  man  had  re- 
ceiyed  enough  in  the  shape  of  gratuity  ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy)  believed  that 
if  others  had  let  him  alone  he  would  have 
been  satisfied. 

Mr.  grant  DUFF  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
deserved  the  thanks  of  his  constituents  for 
the  trouble  he  had  taken  in  that  matter, 
which,  though  small  in  itself,  had,  it  was 
satisfsctory  to  find,  received  great  care  and 
attention  from  the  Home  Office.  It  would 
be  still  more  gratifying  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  could  say  that  he 
contemplated  giving  Stone  some  slight 
additional  gratuity  or  a  small  situation. 
Unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Walpole)  intervened  in  the  debate  and  told 
the  House  that  there  was  a  stronger  case 
in  favour  of  this  man  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford  thought,  he  would  recommend 
his  hon.  Friend  not  to  press  his  Motion  to 
a  division. 

Mr.  walpole  said,  he  could  con- 
firm what  had  fallen  from  his  right  hon. 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department.  Greater  pains  could 
not  bo  taken  than  had  been  bestowed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
George  Grey)  in  examining  all  the  par- 
ticulars bearing  on  thot  case.  He  (Mr. 
Walpole)  had  examined  the  whole  of  the 
Papers  in  the  case,  and  his  opinion  was 
that  under  the  circumstances  ample  justice 
had  been  done  to  Stone  by  the  pecuniary 
acknowledgment  which  he  had  received. 
The  only  thing  that  had  weighed  with  him 
was  that  Stone  had  never  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  seeing  the  anonymous  letter  and 
comparing  it  with  his  own  handwriting. 
No  more  could  legally  have  been  given 
him,  and  it  would,  he  thought,  be  very 
unadvisable  to  grant  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  a  subject  which  had  already  been 
BO  fully  investigated. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  he  did 
not  see  that  any  advantage  could  accrue 
from  further  investigation  of  the  subject. 
He  remembered  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  perfectly.    The   evidence  was  very 
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Btrong  M  to  Stone  being  the  author  of  the 
letter,  and  he  was  glad  to  find  that  some 
doubt  had  been  thrown  on  it.  The  course 
which  had  been  taken  by  both  tlie  right 
hon.  GentlemoD  opposite  in  the  case  was 
not  only  just  but  generous  towards  Stone. 

Mr.  LABOUCEIERE  said,  that  after 
these  expressions  of  opinion  he  would  not 
press  his  Motion  to  a  division. 

Mr.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  said,  he 
thought  it  was  worthy  of  the  consideration 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  it  was  just  that  a 
member  of  the  police  force  who  had  con- 
ducted himself  well  for  twenty  years,  and 
earned  the  esteem  of  all  persons  in  the 
neighbourhood  where  ho  performed  bis 
duty,  should  be  discharged  or  called  upon 
to  resign  upon  a  charge  being  made  against 
him,  without  that  charge  being  fully  and 
fairly  investigated  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNB  HARDY  said,  that 
there  was  a  double  inquiry  before  the  sub- 
ject came  under  the  notice  of  the  Home 
Office. 

Colonel  FRENCH  observed  that  there 
was  power  in  the  head  of  the  Police  to 
dismiss  on  his  own  opinion  of  a  case. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wUhdraum, 
LOCAL  RATING. 

MOTION  FOE  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  CORRANCE  said,  it  is,  perhaps, 
necessary  that  I  should  explain  in  a  few 
words  the  reason  I  have  in  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  subject,  and 
the  causes  from  which,  as  I  think,  a  neces- 
sity may  seem  to  exist.  It  cannot,  I  think, 
but  be  observed  by  those  who  have  fol- 
lowed up  the  business  of  this  Session,  that 
of  all  other  questions,  those  connected 
Mith  rates  have  been  oftenest  brought 
before  the  House.  First  we  had  the 
Committee  on  the  Motion  of  tho  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  which  I 
hoped  might  have  saved  mo  the  neces- 
aity  of  the  present  appeal  by  comprehend- 
ing in  the  scope  of  its  inquiry  the  whole 
bearing  of  these  Acts.  Then  came  the  Mo: 
tion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  (Mr.  Goschen)  on  the  Metro- 
politan Rates,  in  which  he  disclosed  some 
most  significant  and  valuable  facts.  The 
Mines  Assessment  Bill  followed  next,  and 
a  very  little  later  the  discussion  upon  the 
burdens  of  land,  so  ably  introduced  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wiltshire.  In  each  in- 
staDce  local  taxation  lay  at  the  root  of  the 
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question  advanced.  At  present  bolh  tW 
Turnpike  and  High  way  Bills,  as  well  n 
that  upon  Edocatioiiy  baTe  refsreoee  te 
this.  Perhaps  it  may  be  thoaght  thst 
under  such  repeated  inqairy,  so  often  Fi- 
ne wed,  the  matter  most  be  fully  wbnowcd 
out.  It  may  seem  strange  to  say  that  the 
contrary  is  the  case,  and  the  freqoencj  of 
these  occasions,  as  well  as  their  greit 
variety,  establishes,  I  think,  a  neeestitj 
not  otherwise  so  great.  I  most  deprectte 
such  partial  treatment  as  this.  If  cfaangs 
is  required  of  such  a  kind,  this,  I  thiok« 
will  be  obvious  to  most  — that,  startisg 
from  a  false  point,  if  we  attempt  to  le^ 
late  partially  we  shall  hot  increase  thi 
difficulties  which  exist,  and  multiply  thoM 
obstacles  of  which  we  now  oompkin. 
Hence  the  necessity  of  inquiry,  begionisg 
from  the  root.  Is  this  necessity  ji»tiie4 
by  fact  ?  With  the  scope  of  my  pressii 
address  I  shall  not  go  into  detail  apoi 
this,  for  I  think  that  even  general  eoi- 
siderations  will  suffice.  The  office  of  tht 
Committee  for  which  I  moTe  will  be  to  is- 
vestigate  facts.  Am  I  entitled  to  thiif 
Now,  if  I  show  that  at  their  Tery  origin 
the  scope  and  intention  of  these  RatiBg 
Acts  were  imperfectly  defined ;  if  I  sa 
able  to  show  that  that  intention  has  set 
been  clearly  laid  down  since  ;  and  thst, 
confused  by  judgment  and  complicated  hf 
events,  it  has  become  a  mass  of  incohenst 
legislation,  incapablo  of  just  applicatifls 
or  legal  interpretation,  perhaps  it  may  hi 
thought  that  there  ia  good  ground  kt 
this.  If  I  can  show  that,  starting  froa 
such  a  point,  other  taxes  hsTe  been  sse- 
cessively  imposed  upon  such  a  base,  either 
simply  a  matter  of  convenience,  or  aea- 
dent,  or  custom  alone,  it  may  be  thought 
that  there  is  some  ground  for  this.  If  I 
can  show  that  by  the  incidence  of  sock 
taxation  a  great  injury  is  done  to  prods^ 
tivo  industry,  and  that  it  falls  with  severitj 
upon  needy  and  dependent  classes,  tbesj 
deeming  such  things  of  no  small  impor 
tance  and  not  unnecessary  to  consider,  I 
shall  with  some  confidence  appeal  to  thii 
House.  And  now  to  the  proof.  Upoa 
tho  terms  and  provisions  of  the  Act  of  ti 
Elizabeth,  I  need  enter  at  no  length. 
They  are  well-known  to  most.  Nevertbe- 
less,  in  starting  upon  our  present  inquiry, 
there  are  some  distinctive  features  wbieb 
we  may  note.  What  was,  or  rather  wert, 
the  leading  principles  upon  which  this  Aet 
was  based  ?  Contributions  generally  levied 
within  a  local  area  upon  property  asd 
persons  alike.    What   liroitotion  to  this? 
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That  the  property  shall  he  Tisible,  within 
the    plaee»   aud   that  the  abilitj  of  the 
person  to  pay  shall  be  the  subject  of  this 
tax.     Now,  to  nntechnical  and  unlearned 
minds  no  doubt  this  was  'Bimple  enough, 
and  of  this,  perhaps,  we  can  have  no  more  ! 
convincing   proof  than  the  fact  that  for  , 
200  years   it  seoms  to  hare  suffered  no  j 
material  change,  and  no  important  Amend- : 
ment  was  either  required  or  introduced.  It ' 
was,  no  doubt,  both  in  intention  and  scope  j 
a  property  tax,  and  this  property  of  no 
ezcluaiFe  class.     It  required  the  perverse  j 
ingenuity  of   legal    minds    to  make    the  • 
problem  complex.      Well,  but  what  took  , 
place  ?      The   natural   desire    to    escape , 
taxation  did  not  remain  asleep.     Subse-  j 
qucntly  much  property  became  invisible, 
and,  not  being  local,  could  not  be  taxed.  ! 
The  machinery  was  imperfect,  and  many  j 
kinds  of  property  could  not  bo  reached,  j 
The  customary  carelessness  of  owners  of  | 
property  did  the  rest ;  and  the  easy  in- 
beritors  of  settled  estates  came  into  them, 
accustomed  to  the  hereditary  burdens  and 
the  parochial  rate.     Why,  what  proof  of  it 
is  this,  that  previous  to  the  Poor  Law  Bill 
of  1833,  the  whole  property  had  become 
well-nigh   submerged  beneath  the  parish 
rate  !  They  were  in  some  instances  £1  5s. 
in  the  pound  as  levied  upon  an  assumed 
and  fictitious   base.      One  after  another 
Bubjeots  of  taxation  fell  out,  while  nothing 
was  added,  but  new  taxes    upon  the  old 
base.    With  the  increase  of  these  taxes 
the  desire  to  escope    increased,  and  the 
ingenioQS  supply  of  legal  means  has  never 
failed  to  keep  pace  with  tho  demand  in 
such  a  case.     Soon  we  have  of  these  ex- 
emptions a  goodly  list.     Mines,  other  than 
coal  mines,  woods,  stock-in-trade,  funded 
property,  and  securities,  were  invisible  of 
course.    Personal  property,  though  visible, 
could  not  be  reached.      Ships  and  mer- 
chandise had  no  local  place;  and  the  area 
of  taxation  became  thus  comfortably  cir- 
cumscribed, and  fell  upon  only  persons  or 
?roperty  which  could  not  be  overlooked. 
t  was  not  until  1840  that  stock-in-trade 
was  exempted  from  the  incidence  of  these 
taxes.     The  Act  of  Elizabeth  being  thus 
amicably  perverted,  what  follows  ?     Just 
as  it  would  seem  in  the  proportion  to  the 
diminished  liability  did   the   amount  and 
number  of  their  taxes  increase,  and  every 
day  new  burdens  were  added,  just  as  they 
would  now  be  added  in  default  of  vigilance, 
in  a  manner  most   unjust.     Let  us  just 
glance  at  the  list — namely  — 


Poor  Law 

Aggregated. 

Miseellaneons 

Series. 

Districts. 

Taxes. 

Poor's  Rate 

County  Rate 

Sewers 

Workhouse 

Lunatic    Asy- 

Drainage 

Buildings 

lum 

Ohuroh 

Sorvej  and  Va- 

Shiro HaU 

luation 

Hundred 

Gaol  Fees 

Police 

Highway 

Borough 

Militia 

Watch  Rate 

— Of  these,  the  two  first  are  upon  the  Poor 
Law  basis,  none  of  them  either  for  taxa- 
tion or  expenditure  being  more  extensive 
than  counties  ;  nor  are  rent*charges,  Easter 
offerings,  or  tolls,  fees,  or  dues  from  navi- 
gable rivers,  included.  Now,  one  objec- 
tion moy  be  taken  to  this — namely,  that 
the  county  rate  rests  on  a  separate  base. 
Well,  since  the  Act  passed  in  the  55 
Qeo,  III.,  c.  51,  it  has  been  assessed  sepa- 
rately, and  by  successive  Acts,  namely  15  Isb 
16  Vict.t  a  consolidation  of  various  statutes 
has  taken  place  and  that  of  Sir  Edward 
Kerrison,  in  185S  widens  the  area  of  this 
rate  ;  but  no  less  are  the  all  more  important 
features  of  the  old  poor  rate  preserved  and 
the  exceptions  and  exemptions  are  identical 
in  each.  Changes  affecting  the  one,  also 
affect  the  other ;  and  the  collection  of  the 
rate  is  made  at  the  same  time.  Now,  what 
has  been  the  consequence  of  this  ?  I  shall 
let  the  answer  come  from  some  high  au- 
thority upon  this  point,  I  quote  from  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  in  1843,  Sir 
George  Cornewall  Lewis,  Sir  Edmund 
Head,  and  George  Nichols— names  which 
will  inspire  respect.     They  speak  thus — 

*'  Scarcely  anything  can  be  more  material  than 
the  declaration  of  the  person  and  properties  af- 
fected by  A  tax.  Yet  there  is  hardly  an  instance 
of  any  modern  rate  in  which  tho  purpose  has  been 
legally  or  unambiguously  effected  ;  not  because 
there  is  any  diflBculty  in  effecting  it,  but  because 
the  draftsman  dispensed  with  looking  at  the 
statute  43rd  Elizabeth,  and  Parliament  and  the 
public  had  no  ready  means  of  checking  the  drafts- 
man while  the  Bill  was  in  progress.  Then  the 
highway  rate  is  made  a  tax  on  property,  without 
apparently  following  the  person.  In  the  militia  rate 
the  error  is  reversed,  43rd  Geo.,  and  tho  effect  is 
to  omit  both  the  chief  person  and  chief  property, 
and  to  charge  only  persons  liable  to  poor's  rate  in 
respect  of  stock-in-trade.  The  County  Rate  Act 
refers  to  occupiers  of  estate  and  property,  and 
omit  inhabitants  as  well  as  parsons  and  yicars, 
66  Geo,  IlL,  c.  51,  s.  12,  while  as  regards  the 
property  to  be  rated  the  confusion  is  extraordi- 
nary, being  described  for  parishes  where  poor's 
rates  are  made  by  terms  inapplicable  to  the  pro* 
perty  liable  to  the  poor's  rate.  The  same  confu- 
sion is  extended  by  adoption  to  the  county  rate 
for  shire  halls  and  lunatic  asylums.  In  fiict,  in 
the  most  important  provision  the  confusion  is  uni* 
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venal.  These  iosUnces,  though  a  very  small 
part  of  what  the  single  subject  of  local  taxation 
affords,  and  selected  onljr  from  the  most  important 
head,  will  be  more  than  sufiQcient  to  show  how 
entirelj  fortuitous  our  legislation  has  been,  and 
is  upon  a  subject  in  itself  the  most  intelligible 
and  most  capable  of  accurate  definition." 

Bat  if  such  is  the  uncertainty  in  this  re- 
spect, the  use,  or  purposes  is  no  less  im- 
portant. Now,  these  uses  and  purposes 
are  nearly  200  in  number,  and  often  in  the 
same  rate  most  dissimilar.  In  the  Be- 
port  we  find  it  thus  stated,  namely — 

"  The  purposes  thus  imperfectly  defined  are  the 
subject  of  re-iterated  enactments,  but  are  often 
all  very  rarely  made  sufSciently  comprehensive  to 
include  all  the  occasions  for  expenditure  to  which 
the  respective  rate  may  be  beneficially  applied, 
and  many  matters  of  pressing  importance  are 
constantly  found  unprovided  for.  In  such  cases 
small  regard  has  been  shown  to  the  fact  whether 
the  law  did  or  did  not  authorize  the  application. 
But  the  use  of  a  rate  for  such  purposes,  once  so 
misapplied,  easily  becomes  a  fund  out  of  which 
provision  is  made  for  more  irregular  and  mis- 
chievous expenditure.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
intention  has  been  to  place  all  the  series  before- 
mentioned  as  poor  and  county  rates  upon  one 
basis.  If  so,  the  terms  used  are  entirely  dis- 
cordant with  that  intention." 

I  have  given  some  instances  of  this.  I 
maj  mention  the  following : — 

"  In  the  constable's  rate  and  militia  the  pro- 
perty  is  not  defined,  and  only  by  inference  falls  on 
the  poor  rate.  In  the  county  rate,  the  property 
to  bo  made  liable  is  described  as  the  messuages, 
lands,  and  tenements,  and  hereditaments  rateable 
to  the  relief  of  the  poor,  which  wholly  omits  per- 
sonal property,  which  when  the  Act  passed  was 
liable  to  poor  rate.  This  disparity  of  terms  ex- 
tends to  the  whole  series  of  rates  imposed  on  ag- 
gregated districts." 

So  much,  then,  for  the  principle  upon  which 
this  rating  rests.  Let  us  see  what  is  the 
nature  of  its  incidence,  and  to  what  ulti- 
mate effect.  We  have  it  as  an  admitted 
fact  that  it  falls  only  upon  a  portion  of  pro- 
perty very  limited  in  extent — about,  let  us 
sny,  one-fourth  or  one-fifth  of  the  whole. 
Upon  railroads  and  canals  it  is  most  un- 
satisfactorily, if  not  most  unfairly,  as- 
sessed, and  the  room  for  litigation  is  im- 
mense.    Lord  Campbell  says— 

"  The  rule  laid  down  for  the  Parochial  Assess- 
ment Act  is  easily  applicable  to  the  property  which 
the  Legislature  then  had  in  contemplation;  but  is 
wholly  inapplicable  to  a  railway  extending  many 
miles  through  many  parishes,  the  trafBc  upon  its 
various  sections  varying  materially,  and  the  ex- 
pense of  working  these  different  sections  bearing 
no  certain  proportion  to  the  earnings  upon  them. 
If  we  settle  all  these  and  similar  questions,  we 
msy  be  considered  rather  as  legislators  than  as 
judges,  rather  making  than  expounding  the  law." 

And  again-— 
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*<Withoot  some  alteration  in  or  deskratioB  s( 
the  law  by  the  Legislature,  we  foresee  that,  althoagk 
we  should  give  judgment  between  these  partkt, 
much  trouble,  litigation,  and  expense  must  sriw 
both  to  parishes  and  railwBTs  throogboat  Enf. 
land." 

Sentences  which  experience  has  amply 
confirmed.  Upon  houses  we  are  told  hj 
good  authority  it  falls  a  hoase  tax,  and  it 
is  approTed  as  such.  Upon  land,  it  falk, 
in  respect  of  profit,  both  upon  the  landlord 
and  the  tenant  class. 

Stock  in  Trade, — In  the  first  instsnca, 
let  it  be  one  main  objection  that  such  liti- 
gation should  take  place,  exceeding,  pro- 
bably,    in    some    instances,    the    capiul 
value  of  the  rate.     The  second  we  mmt 
not  so  liglitly   pass.     A  house   tax  rosy 
be  a   fair  tax    under    appropriate  eoDdi- 
tion  ;  but  what  that  condition  shonld  be 
is    worth   inquiring,    at    least.      Now,  m 
this  instance   it  is    paid    upon   the  bse'i 
of  the  rent.     What    will    be  the  efieet! 
Competition  will,  therefore,  rule  this.   Ap- 
ply this  rule,  and  it  conducts  to  this^ — thit 
the  tax  will  vary  just  in  proportion  to  tbt 
poverty  of  the  class.     Large  houses  do  not 
easily  let ;  small  ones  are  hard  to  get,  sod 
you  place  this  burden  which  must  act  si 
a  drawback  to  their  increase.     Secondly, 
there  is  no  limitation  to  the  incidence  of 
this  tax.     As  an  income  tax  the  pooreil 
classes  would  be  exempt.     Under  this  tsx 
it  falls  upon   them  directly,    and  in  tbs 
worst  possible  form  and  effect.     It  lessess 
the  inducement  to  provide  accommodatios* 
and  curtails  the  comforts  of  the  hoase.    It 
leads  directly   to  contracted  accommods- 
tion,  and   indirectly  to   all    those  evib  of 
which  over-crowding  is  the  prolific  parent, 
and  vice  and  degraded    habits    the  frait 
Have  we  not  evidence  enough  upon  this  f 
What  has  lately  passed  during  the  debates 
upon  artisan  dwellings  in  another  place? 
Let  me  afford  one  extract  from  this  quo- 
tation— 


1 


"Wo  are  told  that  in  one  house  there 
fifty-nine  human  beiogs.  That  typhos  speedily 
scented  out  its  prey.  That  while  one  miiersbls 
man  lay  ill,  his  wife  and  six  children  had  to  paiw 
take  his  bed,  and  inhale  his  feverish  breath.  Ttet 
the  victim  sank,  while  Xhe  miserables  went  to  the 
workhouse  or  followed  him  to  his  grave." 

Take  another  such  instance  as  this— 

"  In  sixty-two  instances  adult  sons  and  daoghtsrs 
slept  in  tlio  same  room,  and  in  three  instances  in 
the  same  bed.  In  152  instances  adult  daughters 
slept  in  the  same  room,  and  in  fifty-six  in  tbs 
same  bed  with  parents,  and  so  on,  down  the  dole- 
ful and  unseemly  list." 

Now,  for  such  things  there  may  be  msoj 
reasons  acting  with  unhappy  conourreoco 
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upon  the  social  state  and  which  are  prodac- 
tive  of  this.  When  we  deal  with  such 
things  we  must  take  cognisance  of  the 
least.  Is  not  a  tax  one  of  such.  Few 
economists  will  denj  this.  I  call  then  their 
attention  to  the  fact.  And  if  the  conclu- 
sion at  which  they  shall  arrive  shall  point 
to  results  such  as  those  I  have  indicated, 
they  must,  at  least,  materially  qualify  the 
opinion  expressed  as  to  the  intrinsic  excel- 
lence of  this  tax.  Lastly,  let  us  come  to 
the  land.  Now,  I  want  one  admission  on 
this  point,  lest  our  feelings  and  prejudices 
lead  us  astray.  I  will  give  ample  evidence 
as  to  its  truth.  I  want  it  to  he  an  ac- 
cepted principle  hy  this  House,  that,  pri- 
marily all  taxation  of  industry  falls  upon 
the  gross  produce.  It  is  so  much  deducted 
from  it.  Let  us  consult  authority  upon 
this  point.     Ricardo  tells  us — 

'*  That  laboar,  not  land,  is  the  real  source  of 
wealth,  and  that  prodooe — all  that  is  derived  from 
the  sarface  bj  the  united  application  of  labour, 
machinerjr,  and  capital — is  divided  between  three 
classes,  the  proprietors,  the  owners  of  stock,  and 
the  labourer." 

Taxation  falls  thus  upon  the  whole,  and 
not  upon  a  reserved  part.     Under  any  ar- 
tificial regulation  you  can  set  up,  there  will 
be  so  much  deducted  from  the  heap,  so 
much  less  divisible  remainder,  so   much 
less  to  reward  labour  or  replace  capital. 
Now  of  this  what  will  be  the  result  ?  That 
first  capital  and  then  labour  will  desert. 
Let  me  give  an  example  of  this— -Suppos- 
ing that  there  existed  within  the  same  pa- 
rish three  distinct  branches  of  industry — 
say,  manufactures  of  a  different  class- 
yielding  a  similar  percentage  of  return,  and 
that  upon  one  of  these  you  placed  some 
burden  of  an  especial  class,  what  would  be 
the  result  ?     Profits  would  be  less,  capital 
vrould  fail  to  be  attracted,  and  the  employ- 
ment of  labour  would  decrease.    The  thing 
is  so  obvious  as  to  admit  of  no   doubt. 
Supposing  land  in  the  farmer's  own  hands 
to  be  one  of  these,  and  the  one  taxed. 
Well,  he  would  sell  his  land,  if  he  could, 
and  invest  at  the  larger  profit  of  the  indus- 
try untaxed.     Men  would  buy  it  to  whom 
profit  was  no  object  no  doubt.  Is  this  what 
jou  want  ?     You  have  been  dealing  with 
this  class  of  landlords,  and  to  get  at  their 
accumulations  you  have  forgotten  common 
principles,  and  the  economic  effects  have 
Deen  overlooked.     You  are  taxing  the  in- 
dustry nevertheless.    The  proprietors  have 
a  smaller  surplus  to  improve  their  estates, 
the  farm  buildings  will  be  worse  kept  up, 
and   the  inducement  to  invest  in  such 
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heavily  taxed  property  will  be  reduced. 
What  says  Mr.  Mechi  upon  this-^ 

"  It  is  an  alarming  fact  that  much  of  oar  reve- 
nue is  derived  from  the  capital  we  lend  to  foreign 
countries,  and  this,  too,  while  our  agriculture  to 
become  fairly  profitable  would  require  a  sum  of  no 
less  than  £300,000,000  invested  in  the  improve- 
ment of  land.  In  1851  there  were  285,096  farm 
holdings  in  Great  Britain.  Of  these  no  less  than 
170,814,  or  more  than  half,  were  under  fifty  acres. 
The  average  of  the  whole  number  was  only  102 
acres,  while  91,698  formers,  or  one-third  of  the 
entire  number,  employed  no  labourers.  Of  these 
holdings  he  estimated  the  capital  at  £4.  per  acre, 
or  a  total  of  £200,000,000,  and  the  acreable  pro- 
duce £3  I2s,  The  conclusion  is  that  there  must 
be  an  immense  tract  of  country  unprofitabJy 
farmed  and  inefficiently  oapitalled." 

In  corroboration  of  such  an  opinion,  and  in 
further  illustration  of  its  cause,  a  great 
commercial  authority,  Mr.  Lamport,  says — 

**  Capital  is  mobile,  and  follows  as  simple  a 
law  as  water  finding  its  level.  The  safest  and 
most  profitable  business  always  requires  and  will 
command  the  largest  share.  It  is  only  businesses 
which  do  not  pay — that  are  starved  and  cry  out." 

Once  more,  the  authority  of  the  hon.  Mem* 
her  for  WcBtmioBter — 

**  The  mere  fact  that  profits  have  to  bear  their 
share  of  a  heavy  general  taxation,  tends  in  the 
same  manner  as  peculiar  taxes,  to  drive  capital 
abroad.  This  is  thought  to  have  been  the  princi- 
pal cause  of  the  decline  of  Holland.  Under  these 
.  circumstances  it  is  inevitable  that  a  part  of  the 
!  burden  will  be  thrown  by  capitalists  upon  the  la- 
bourer or  the  landlord.  One  or  the  other  of  them 
is  always  a  loser  by  the  diminishing  rate  of  accu- 
mulation. If  population  continues  to  increase  as 
before  the  labourer  sufTers ;  if  not,  cultivation  is 
checked  in  its  advance." 

Surely  such  evidence  should  suffice.  If 
taxation  is  an  evil,  its  unjust  or  irregular 
incidence  must  tend  to  aggravate  this,  and 
as  is  here  shown,  may  be  followed  by  de- 
plorable and  unforeseen  results.  Surely 
of  these  it  is  at  least  time  that  investiga- 
tion should  take  place.  On  this  ground, 
then,  let  us  ask  that  it  shall  speedily  take 
place.  It  has  been  proposed  to  substitute 
an  income  tax  as  the  just  alternative  in 
this  case  ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  to  this, 
simple  as  it  may  appear,  some  objections 
have  been  overlooked.  It  would  fall  on 
incomes  hitherto  absolutely  exempt,  such 
as  professional  incomes  and  salaries. 
Funded  property  also,  borrowed  at  any 
former  time,  or  other  such  securities  upon 
which  no  such  charges  should  be  imposed 
by  legislation  of  an  ex  post  facto  class.  In 
these  instances  it  might  be  sufficient  for  the 
future  that  no  stock  newly  created  should 
be  able  to  claim  exemption  of  such  a  class^ 
as  resting  upon  a  principle  neither  sound 
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nor  just.  Against  the  conversion  of  tbe 
claim  upon  stock-in-trade  or  personal  pro- 
perty into  income  tnx,  no  such  reason  can 
exist.  Now,  I  think  that  it  will  be  at 
once  admitted  that  these  are  questions  of 
the  gravest  class,  and  tliat  in  inquiry  no 
further  time  should  be  lost.  Let  tbe  House 
just  consider  this,  that,  during  tbe  last 
twenty  years,  in  Imperial  taxation  an  al- 
most entire  revision  of  burdens  has  taken 
place,  and  this  to  a  most  useful  and  bene- 
ficial effect.  In  local  taxation  things  are 
not  only  as  they  were,  but  get  worse  and 
worse  as  occasions  for  the  imposition  of 
fresh  rates  occur  upon  a  false  and  unequal 
base.  And  yet,  just  consider  the  amount 
and  importance  of  taxation  of  this  class, 
exceeding  in  amount  the  entire  revenues  of 
many  European  Powers,  not  of  the  first 
class,  for  all  purposes  of  general  and  local 
taxation,  and  nearly  or  quite  half  of  the 
amount  of  our  own  Imperial  taxation,  if 
we  except  the  payment  of  the  interest  of 
the  Debt.  So  far,  then,  I  trust  that  I 
have  made  out  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
House  a  case  for  inquiry,  at  least.  Of 
that  inquiry,  what  ought  to  be  the  practical 
effect  ?  Without  a  word  or  two  upon  this 
my  observations  would  be  incomplete.  In 
tho  first  place  it  seems  to  me  much  to  be 
desired  that  a  complete  revision  of  this 
species  of  taxation  should  take  place  in  the 
following  respects,  namely,  that  its  proper 
incidence,  both  upon  property  and  persons, 
should  be  once  more  declared,  with  due 
respect  to  tho  opplication  and  use  of  the 
tax.  That  as  far  as  possible  classification 
of  such  taxes  should  be  made  aud  levied 
upon  a  uniform  base.  That  the  applica- 
bility of  the  mode  now  in  use  for  assessing 
annual  value  bo  determined  in  cases  of 
difiBculty  and  doubt.  And,  lastly,  that  all 
exemptions  should  cither  cease,  or  be  levied 
in  some  form  applicable  to  each  case.  I 
am  not  willing  any  longer  to  detain  the 
House.  I  shall  not  deem  it  necessary  to 
go  into  all  the  ultimate  and  evil  conse* 
quenccs  following  the  existence  of  such 
things  as  those  I  have  pointed  out.  One 
thing  is  clear,  I  hope,  to  the  House,  that 
until  such  an  inquiry  has  taken  place,  no 
further  charges  or  changes  can  take  place. 
In  the  one  case  injustice,  in  the  other  con- 
fusion, will  be  tho  result.  In  the  reforms 
we  contemplate,  or  tho  exemptions  we 
seek,  we  must  proceed  from  a  sure  base. 
Last  year  the  Qovernment  introduced  a 
Bill,  which,  although  it  did  not  directly 
deal  with  this,  still  was  of  a  nature  to  lead 
to  some  further  inquiry  upon  these  points. 

Mi\  Corrance 


I  allude  to  the  Valaation  Bill  of  Uie  nik 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chanoellor  of  the  £^ 
eheqoer.  That  Bill  had  my  aapport  It 
was  the  first  question  in  vrhioh  I  took  put 
in  tbe  House.  Of  one  thing  I  felt  cos- 
vinced— that  by  the  establiahroent  of  isd 
a  Board  as  tliat  propoaed  the  qaeatki 
would  not  long  be  allowed  to  sleep.  ¥lwt 
I  spoke  upon  this  iu  my  conclauing  vc& 
I  said— • 

'*  One  hope  I  might  entertain.  It  wmU  ki 
thifl— that  this  could  not  be  the  measore  of  i^ 
Reform  which  would  be  introdaced  by  her  M»> 
je8tj*8GoTemnientupon  theqaestioD  oftbenm. 
that  her  Majesty's  Goremment  haviog  tbu  h 
stowed  their  care  upon  the  question  of  Matamm. 
as  1  thought,  to  exoellent  effisct,  would  finte 
deem  it  their  duty  and  worth j  of  considentina 
to  the  incidents  and  accidents  of  tbe  rate.  U 
there  be  cqualiiation  also  in  snob  reapeeta." 

These  words  I  now  beg  to  repeat. 

Mu.  GREENE  seconded  the  Aaeol- 
mcnt. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That"  to  tkal 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  werdi*i 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  coosidff  At 
present  incidence  and  principle  of  Local  BiiB|i 
and  report  thereon," — {Mr.  Corrance,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Sir  MICHAEL  IIIGKS-BEACH  W- 
initted  the  importance  of  tbe  aubjeet  tt 
ferred  to  by  tbe  hon.  Member,  but  remioW 
liim  that  it  had  already  occupied  theitt» 
tion  of  the  House  during  the  preseatS* 
sion,  and  had  given  rise  to  an  interesdiC 
debate.  As  to  the  Motion  for  a  CommillHt 
the  hon.  Member  had  himself  giveo  tkt 
best  answer  to  it  when  he  atated  the  TsriiP 
points  which  their  inquiry  should  enibxiCfc 
At  this  period  of  the  Session  such  as  is* 
quiry  would  bo  impossible.  In  aaotber 
month  or  six  weeks  tho  Session  mnstcloN^ 
and  it  would  be  impossible  to  consider flU 
of  the  points  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Jleabv 
during  this  limited  timo.  Tho  speech  rf 
the  hon.  Member  might  be  divided  sate 
two  heads — first,  how  property  sbooU  bi 
rated  ;  secondly,  what  kind  of  propertf 
should  be  subject  to  rates.  Now,  a  Omr 
miltee  last  Session  instituted  an  inqniiyrf 
considerable  importance  into  the  TalostkB 
of  property;  but  the  Bill  introduced  on  tbs 
subject  was  not  proceeded  with,  and  tbs 
question,  therefore,  was  not  detenoiDedbf 
the  House.  There  had  been  anoUierqoM- 
tion  also  as  to  how  rates  should  be  eolleeted, 
whether  from  the  owner  or  oocopier,  wai* 
Committee  on  the  subject  had  been  merti 
for  by  tho  hon.  Member  for  the  Tovtf 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton).     Then  Bilb  Its' 


1493 


Zocul 


tJu2rEl2,  1868} 


Rating. 


1494 


been  introduced  on  two  or  three  ooeasioni 
on  the  Buhject  of  the  rating  of  mines  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cumberland  (Mr.  Percy 
'\Tyndham),  and  the  hon.  Oentleman  who 
bad  introduced  this  Bubjoct  did  not  appear 
sanguine  that  that  matter  could  be  BUOOeBS- 
fully  dealt  with  by  the  House.  Ab  to  the 
rating  of  rail  way  a,  that  was  a  queation  which 
might  fully  occupy  a  Committee  for  more 
than  one  whole  Session.  He  had  mentioned 
these  things  to  show  the  ?ariety  of  questions 
which  must  be  considered  before  the  House 
could  come  to  a  conclusion.  A  debate  had 
been  held  in  the  early  part  of  the  Session 
as  to  the  great  iocrease  of  rates  paid  by 
occupiers  of  land,  and  the  burdens  upon 
house  property  in  the  metropolis.  That  was 
a  great  and  important  question,  upon  which 
it  would  be  quite  impossible  to  initiate  any 
Batisfactory  inquiry  during  the  present 
Session  ;  but  he  thought  there  was  a  ne- 
cessity for  some  alleviation.  The  county 
rate,  for  instance,  had  considerably  in- 
creased, a  Committee  on  the  question  of 
county  finance  was  at  present  sitting,  and 
lie  believed  it  would  be  proved  before  that 
Committee  that  the  greater  part  of  the  in- 
crease in  the  county  rates  had  arisen  in 
consequence  of  the  maintenance  of  the 
police,  which  was  contributed  to  by  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  Then  there  was  a 
great  demand  for  increased  expenditure  in 
tbo  treatment  of  the  poor,  especially  of  the 
»iok  poor.  Now,  it  was  a  question  whether 
farther  aid  might  not  be  granted  by  the 
State  in  matters  of  that  kind.  At  present 
aid  was  granted  towards  the  payment  of 
•alaricB ;  but  it  might  be  well  to  consider 
whether  more  of  those  charges  might  not 
be  borne  by  the  State.  As  to  the  rating  of 
personal  property,  it  might  be  said  that 
when  the  Act  of  Elizabeth  was  passed  there 
was  little  or  no  personal  property  compared 
with  that  which  existed  at  the  present 
time.  But  there  was  a  difficulty  and  almost 
an  impossibility  in  bringing  such  property 
under  rates.  That  had  been  proved  by  the 
legislation  which  had  been  effected  for  the 
exemption  of  stock-in-trade.  He  trusted 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  not  see  fit  to 
preaa  the  Motion,  which  he  had  introduced 
m  a  Bpeech  of  considerable  ability.  The 
matter  was  one  of  very  great  importance, 
and  well  worthy  the  attention  of  the  House, 
but  it  could  not  be  dealt  with  at  this  period 
of  the  Session.  But  if  a  Committee  were 
to  bo  appointed  at  an  early  period  of  the 
new  Parliament  it  was  quite  possible  that 
aome  satisfactory  conclusion  might  be  ar- 
riTed  at. 


Mr.  HUBBARD  said,  be  thoaght  that 
suflBeient  grounds  bad  been  shown  for 
further  inquiry  whenever  there  might  be 
an  opportunity.  The  best  tax  we  had  was 
the  house  tax,  though  the  bon.  Member 
for  East  Suffolk  (Mr.  Corrauce)  had  taken 
exception  to  it,  and  had  cited  extreme  in- 
stances in  favour  of  his  view.  There  was 
no  better  test  of  the  ability  of  the  tax 
payer  than  the  house  which  he  occupied. 
After  a  careful  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject, he  had  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  upon  an  average  of  classes  the  ex- 
penditure of  an  occupier  in  respect  of 
house  rent  was  in  the  ratio  of  one-tenth 
of  his  whole  means  of  expenditure,  and 
that,  whether  in  the  case  of  the  man  who 
paid  2«.  a  week  rent  or  jC2,000  a  year, 
the  test  was  equally  good.  But  at  present 
the  house  was  taxed  three  times ;  it  was 
taxed  for  the  bouse  tax,  it  was  taxed  again 
for  the  income  tax,  and,  thirdly,  for  the  fire 
insurance  duty,  and  that  duty  was  equal  to 
4d.  in  the  pound  on  the  rent.  These  were 
points  which  should  be  taken  into  consi- 
deration by  the  Committee.  It  had  been 
asked  why  stock-in-trade  should  be  ex- 
empt, as  it  was  now  so  important  an  item 
even  when  compared  with  real  property. 
But  the  true  principle  to  proceed  upon  was 
this  —  we  should  never  attempt  to  carry 
our  taxation  beyond  the  means  we  had  of 
ascertaining  property  and  reaching  it.  In 
the  case  of  stock-in-trade,  they  could  never 
ascertain  what  it  was.  Heal  property  was 
local,  they  could  find  it,  assess  it,  and  tax 
it ;  but  personal  property  was  not  local, 
it  might  bo  anywhere  in  the  world,  and, 
therefore,  it  was  clearly  beyond  the  power 
of  the  local  authorities  to  reach  it  for  pur- 
poses of  taxation,  although  it  was  reached 
by  self  assessment  through  the  income 
tax.  The  contrast  between  the  two  kinds 
of  property  indicated  that  there  were 
many  matters  the  provision  for  which  by 
local  taxation  might  be  fairly  assisted  out 
of  the  general  taxation  of  the  country.  It 
should  be  remembered,  too,  that  some  l(feal 
matters  were  of  general  interest.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  be  able  to 
renew  his  Motion  in  the  early  part  of  next 
Session. 

Mb.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  said,  he 
rose  to  protest  against  the  eulogy  pro- 
nounced by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bucking- 
ham (Mr.  Hubbard)  on  the  house  tax, 
which  amounted  to  9t2.  in  the  pound  on 
private  bouses,  and  6cf.  in  the  pound  on 
bottseB  in  which  goods  were  displayed  in 
the  ground  floor  windows.    It  was  a  tax 
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good  with  the  nrtizan  and  with  thofte  in 
the  receipt  of  incomes  up  to  £1,000  a 
year :  above  that  amount  the  ratio  dimi- 
nished ;  and  persons  receiving  less  than 
208.  per  week  paid  one-fifth,  and  some  even 
one-fourlh,  of  their  earnings  for  rent.  The 
house  tax  was  merely  the  old  window  tax 
under  another  name,  and  houses  that  would 
formerly  have  escaped  the  old  duty,  having 
only  seven  windows,  were  now  brought 
into  charge  at  the  rate  of  dd,  in  the  pound, 
if  the  houses  with  their  gardens  were  rated 
at  £20  per  annum.  The  house  tax  was,  in 
his  opinion,  by  no  means  so  fair  or  equi- 
table as  some  hon.  Members  supposed,  and 
he  thought  that  there  was  no  tax  that 
more  required  revision.  It  was  levied  on 
the  amount  of  rent  at  which  a  house  either 
did  or  was  presumed  to  let ;  but  many 
noblemen's  seats  and  large  mansions  in 
the  country  escaped  from  their  proper 
amount  of  taxation  in  consequence  of  their 
being  so  large  and  so  costly  to  inhabit  that 
they  could  not  possibly  be  presumed  to  let 
at  any  equivalent  rent,  and  consequently 
they  were  rated  at  a  nominal  amount. 
From  a  Return  issued,  it  appeared  that  in 
the  county  of  Northumberland  there  was 
only  one  house  assessed  at  so  large  a  sum 
as  £1,000  a  year,  and  paying  dd.  in  the 
pound.  This  house  mast  necessarily  be 
Alnwick  Castle,  the  seat  of  the  Duke  of 
Northumberland,  which  is  rated  at  only 
£1,000  a  year,  about  equal  to  a  house  in 
Belgrave  or  Grosvenor  Squares,  or  to  three 
houses  in  many  of  the  squares  in  London. 
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as  the  coItWation  of  the  toilt  and  no 
bnsioesB  in  which  the  return  for  capital 
was  BO  small  as  that  of  the  agriculturist. 
An  hon.  Member  (Mr.  M*Laren)  stated  on 
a  former  occasion  that  the  commutation 
of  the  land  tax  had  been  a  great  ad  fan - 
tage  to  the  owners  of  real  propertj,  the 
Taluation  upon  which  the  commutation  was 
made  being  now  very  inadeqoate*  and  he 
went  back  to  history  to  show  that  that 
tax  was  levied  at  is.  in  the  pound.  Was 
that  tax,  howefer,  originally  levied  on  real 
property  alone  ?  Why,  on  referring  to 
the  Act  of  1692,  which  was  passed  for  a 
year  in  order  to  prosecute  vigorously  a  war 
with  France,  he  found  that  the  tax  was 
imposed  on  personal  as  well  as  real  pro- 
perty, but  there  was  afterwards  a  remission 
in  favour  of  the  former,  and  by  an  Act  of 
William  IV.  a  oertain  quota  was  assigned 
to  every  borough  and  parish.  Was  it  just 
that  the  amount  formerly  levied  on  per- 
sonal property  should  now  be  thrown  on 
real  property  ?  He  thought  that  in  1846 
a  golden  opportunity  was  lost,  for  both 
Sir  Robert  Peel  and  Lord  John  Russell, 
while  affirming  that  the  adoption  of  Free 
Trade  was  a  question  of  policy,  stated 
that  in  the  event  of  its  adoption  the  ques- 
tion of  relief  to  the  agricultural  interest 
was  a  question  of  justice.  Now,  the  po- 
licy had  been  adopted,  but  the  justice  had 
not  yet  been  conceded.     Owners  and  occu- 

fiers  of  real  property  did  not  come  to  the 
loose  with  an  appeal  ad  mUeticordiam  ; 
tbej  did  not  sne  in  formd  pauperis  ;  but 
thoj  nrged  that  they  had  a  grievance,  and 
tboj  asked  for  a  full  and  impartial  inquiry. 
lU  in  such  an  inquiry,  they  failed  to  estab- 
lish their  case,  they  would  be  content  to 
liesr  with  patience  and  resignation  burdens 
which  they  now  regarded  as  anomalous, 
JH'bitrary,  impolitic  and  unjust. 

Mb.  LIDDELL  said,  that,  as  no  prac- 
tical result  would  follow  the  appointment 
wf  a  Select  Committee  during  the  present 
Bession,   he  hoped   that  his  hon.    Friend 
would  withdraw  his  Motion.     At  the  same 
time  be  attached  great  value  to  the  dis- 
-WBSsions  that   had   arisen  on  this  subject 
lioring  the  present  Session,  because  the 
•oontry  must  now  be  convinced  that  the 
-question  was  not  one  which  affected  the 
rural  districts  alone.     The  great  force  of 
the  argument  in  favour  of  a  revision  of 
local  taxation  arose  from  the  fact   that 
the  pressure  was  felt  not  so  much  in  the 
eoontry  as  in  the  towns,  and  not  even  in 
the  favoored  districts  of  the  towns.     It 
was   not   in    Belgravia,  bnt  in   Bethnal 
Oreen,  that  the  pressure  of  local  taxation 


was  chiefly  felt.  He  hoped  that  during 
the  Recess  they  would  obtain  extraneous 
aid  to  their  efforts  to  secure  a  careful  and 
impartial  examination  of  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  incidence  of  local  taxation.  No 
inconsiderable  addition  to  these  burdens  had 
been  caused  by  the  action  of  Parliament, 
and  it  would  therefore  be  the  duty  of  the 
House  carefully  to  pass  in  review  all  the 
cases  of  exempted  property,  so  as  to  see 
that  one  class  of  the  community  was  not 
favoured  at  the  expense  of  another.  The 
whole  matter  was  now  divested  of  its  class 
appearance,  and  it  was  seen  that  the  inte- 
rests of  the  poorer  ratepayers  were  more  con- 
cerned than  even  those  of  the  owners  and 
occupiers  of  land.  He  trusted  that  Par- 
liament would  at  the  earliest  opportunity 
during  the  coming  Session  turn  its  atten- 
tion to  the  incidence  of  local  taxation. 

Mb.  jasper  more  said,  that  great 
interest  was  taken  in  this  matter  in  agri- 
cultural districts,  but  it  was  too  late  to 
appoint  a  Committee  this  Session.  A 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords,  in 
1850,  inquired  into  the  matter,  and  col- 
lected a  great  deal  of  most  valuable  evi- 
dence. Their  Report,  however,  was  now 
out  of  print,  and  he  hoped  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  allow  it  to  be  re-printed. 
It  would  very  much  facilitate  an  intelligent 
discussion  of  the  subject  out-of-doors. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
that  he  would  endeavour  to  comply  with 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  CORRANCE  said,  that  he  should 
not  withdraw  his  Motion,  but  would  leave 
it  in  the  hands  of  the  House. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  and  agreed  to, 

ACCIDENTS  IN  MINES. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  BRUCE  said,  he  rose  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  Report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Mines  (1867).  and  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  Whether  they  pro- 
pose to  give  effect  to  the  recommendations 
of  such  Committee?  Considering  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  present  Session,  he  did 
not  blame  the  Government  for  not  bringing 
in  a  Bill  to  embody  those  recommenda- 
tions ;  but  he  was  anxious  to  recall  atten- 
tion to  them,  because  he  felt  that  on  their 
adoption  materially  depended  the  safety  of 
an  important  part  of  the  population.  A 
great  many  serious  accidents  occurred  in 
mines;  but  the  attention  of  the  public  was 
attracted  almost  solely  to  tboie  which  were 
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mineB  uaa  recenuj  oeen  consiuerou  vj  a 
Committee  of  that  House,  who  had  eon- 
dueted  a  very  laborious  inquiry,  extending 
over  the  greater  part  of  two  years.  The 
Committee  was  originally  presided  over  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Ayrton);  bat,  as  he  had  been  pre- 
Tented  from  attending,  he  was  succeeded 
in  the  Chair  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ox- 
ford (Mr.  Neate),  whose  zeal  and  enerp:y 
in  conducting  the  inquiry  could  not  be 
surpassed,  and  merited  the  warmest  ac- 
knowledgments of  the  House.  The  pre- 
sent moment  was  favourable  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  subject,  for  both  masters 
and  men  had  shown  a  desire  for  useful 
legislation.  The  Committee  began  by  re- 
commending that  an  alteration  should  be 
made  in  the  last  Act  of  Parliament,  which 
allowed  children  of  ten  years  of  age  to  be 
employed.  They  proposed  that  no  child 
under  twelve  years  of  age  should  be  allowed 
to  be  employed,  and  with  this  recommen- 
dation he  entirely  concurred.  Not  a  month 
passed  without  death  from  accident  occur- 
iog  among  children  of  tender  age,  who 
were  exposed  to  risks  and  unable  to  take 
care  of  themselves.  There  was  another 
reason  in  withdrawing  these  children  from 
the  mines,  because  at  this  age  they  ought 
to  be  enjoying  the  benefits  of  education. 
It  was  impossible  to  apply  the  principle  of 
the  Factory  Acts  to  children  so  employed, 
and  it  would  be  better  that  no  children 
under  twelve  should  be  employed  in  mines, 
without  imposing  any  further  condition  as 
to  education  in  the  thirteenth  year.     An- 1 
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sponsible  for  every  aeeident  that  oeenrred. 
After  all,  the  safety  of  every  eolliery  most 
depend  not  only  on  the  wise  liberality  of 
the  employers,  the  skill  and  knowledge  of 
the  agents  and  Tiewers,  but  also  on  the 
unceasing  watchfulness  and  Tigilance  of 
the  men  themselves  and  of  those  who  were 
set  over  them.  He  concurred  in  the  re- 
eommendation  of  the  Committee,  and 
thought  there  should  be  a  limited  increase 
in  the  number  of  inspectors.  The  in- 
spector should  have  a  general  acquaintance 
with  the  character  of  every  colliery  through- 
out bis  district,  and  where,  either  from  in- 
form a  tion  given  him  or  from  his  general 
knowledge  of  a  particular  colliery,  he  sus- 
pected the  existence  of  any  mismanage- 
ment, he  ought  to  make  a  proper  inquiry. 
Though  the  number  of  inspectors  had  been 
doubled  since  they  were  first  appointed  he 
did  not  think  it  was  yet  sufficient.  There 
were,  he  believed,  very  ^rious  objections  to 
the  employment  for  that  responsible  duty 
af  men  in  the  position  of  sub-inspectors.  It 
would  be  very  difficult  to  get  a  sufficient 
number  of  persons  who  would  be  able  to 
perform  such  a  duty.  In  the  next  place 
the  small ness  of  the  payment  which  it 
wonld  be  possible  to  give  them  would  ex- 
pose them  to  the  temptation  of  bribes,  and 
u  a  short  time  there  would  be  a  want  of 
0eiifidence  in  the  Reports  of  the  sub-in- 
■pectors.  The  next  subject  to  which  the 
Committee  called  attention  was  the  em- 
ployment of  stipendiary  magistrates  in  the 
eolliery  districts.  The  safety  of  collieries 
was  provided  for  by  certain  general  rules 
which  onder  Act  of  Parliament  must  be 
adopted  in  every  colliery,  and  also  by 
•peeial  rules  applicable  to  the  circum- 
itanees  of  each  particular  colliery,  and 
which  were  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
Btate.  The  enforcement  of  those  rules  of 
•onrsedependedon  the  local  magistracy ;  and 
H  10  happened  that  throughout  tho  colliery 
districts  the  Bench  was  not  so  strong  as  it 
Moally  was  in  other  parts  of  the  country. 
It  was  of  the  highest  importance  that  these 
Mieate  duties  should  be  discharged  by 
VSkgistrates  whose  authority  was  respected 
•ttd  whose  impartiality  was  above  sus- 
^eion.  One  of  the  inspectors  stated  that 
HI  Monmouthshire  he  always  failed  in  his 
prosecutions,  while  in  another  county  his  ap- 
peals to  the  stipendiary  justice  always  suc- 
•aoded.  That  subject  was  certainly  a  very 
AlBealt  one.  At  present  when  stipendiary 
Magistrates  were  appointed  it  was  upon  the 
application  of  the  district.  His  own  sug- 
gaation  would  be  that  where  a  statement 
was  made  to  the  Home  Office  that  a  dis» 


trict  required  the  services  of  a  stipendiory 
magistrate  an  inquiry  should  be  instituted 
analogous  to  that  preliminary  to  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Publio  Health  Act  in  towns  ;  and 
if,  after  consideration  of  the  Report  of  their 
Inspector,  the  Government  thought  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  stipendiary  magistrate  was 
necessary  for  thot  district  it  should  appoint 
one,  define  the  limits  of  his  district,  and 
also  decide  what  should  be  his  salary.  He 
believed  the  appointment  of  these  stipen- 
diary magistrates  would  give  satisfaction 
throughout  the  colliery  districts.  Another 
of  the  Committee's  recommendations  was 
that  the  Acts  relating  to  collieries  should 
not  only  be  amended  but  consolidated ;  it 
being  a  great  impediment  to  justice  when 
Acts  were  partiolly  repealed  and  different 
portions  of  the  same  subject  were  dealt 
with  in  separate  Acts  of  Parliament.  Over 
and  above  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee,  it  had  been  suggested  that  a 
Commission  should  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  other  matters,  which  might  not  be 
supposed  to  come  fairly  within  the  scope 
of  a  Committee  of  that  House,  the  Mem- 
bers of  which  were  not  sufficiently  versed 
in  the  details  of  mining  to  give  an  autho" 
ritative  opinion  upon  them.  No  doubt 
there  were  some  important  questions  con- 
nected with  the  safety  of  collieries  and 
also  with  the  economical  working  of  coal 
seams  still  to  be  solved.  There  existed 
the  most  different  systems  for  that  pur- 
pose, with  the  most  startling  difference  in 
the  results.  He  was  informed  that  there 
existed  in  England  and  Wales  differences 
to  this  extent  — that  under  one  sys- 
tem all  but  17  per  cent  of  coal  could  be 
extracted,  while  in  other  and  very  wide 
districts,  under  a  diflerent  system,  the 
quantity  of  coal  lost  to  the  public  was  30 
or  40  per  cent.  Of  course,  the  House 
could  not  insist  on  the  adoption  of  a  par- 
ticular mode  of  working  coal  ;  but  he  was 
informed  that  the  mode  which  was  most 
economical  was  also  that  by  which  the  most 
perfect  ventilation  of  the  mine  could  be 
secured,  and  the  safety  of  the  colliers  was 
a  matter  on  which  Parliament  had  the  right 
to  legislate.  Another  question  connected 
with  ventilation,  and  likewise  with  the  eco- 
nomical working  of  a  coal  mine,  was  well 
known  in  the  North  of  England  as  the 
double-shift  system,  which  existed  univer- 
sally in  the  North.  Under  it  in  every  col- 
liery the  men  worked  eight  hours  instead 
of  twelve,  and  were  succeeded  by  another 
shift,  which  also  worked  eight  hours  ;  and 
as  a  consequence  of  that  their  labours  could 
be  carried  on  in  a  much  smaller  area  tfaiaxL 
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where  the  single-shift  system  preyatlecl.  i 
Yentilation  was  the  great  safeguard  against 
accidents  hy  explosion;  and  a  great  eco- 
nomy of  human  life  could  be  effected  by 
the  introduction  of  the  double-shift  system. 
It  was,  howefer,  greatly  opposed  by  the 
colliers  themselves  where  it  had  not  taken 
root.  He  would  suggest  the  appointment 
of  a  skilled  Commission  to  inquire  into 
this  subject,  and  to  report  upon  its  results 
in  security,  economy,  and  safety.  The  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  were 
marked  by  moderation,  and  he  had  only,  in 
conclusion,  to  express  a  hope  that  the 
whole  subject  would  receive  the  attention 
of  the  Government  during  the  approaching 
Recess. 

Mr.  GATHORNB  HARDY  said,  he 
had  so  recently  addressed  the  House  on 
the  subject  that  he  need  do  little  more 
than  briefly  to  repeat  what  ho  had  then 
stated.  The  subject  was  one  which  had 
not  been  lost  sight  of  by  the  Government ; 
and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  had  had  several 
interviews,  at  which  he  himself  had  not  time 
to  be  present,  with  persons  who  took  an 
active  interest  in  it.  He  had,  however, 
carefully  considered  the  Report  to  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite  had  drawn 
his  attention,  and  he  must  add  that  no  one 
was  better  qualified  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or 
possessed  a  moro  thorough  acquaintance 
with  it.  He  felt — having,  as  he  said,  care- 
fully considered  the  Roport — that  it  was 
impossible  to  introduce  any  measure  on 
the  subject  during  the  present  Session  ; 
but  he  could  assure  the  House  that  it  had 
been  and  was  occupying  the  attention  of 
the  Ministry.  Whether  it  might  or  might 
not  be  desirable  to  make  some  inquiry  also 
into  the  case  of  the  ventilation  of  tin  and 
copper  mines,  he  did  not  exactly  know  ; 
but  he  did  not  think  there  was  such  a  lack 
of  information  on  the  point  as  to  render 
such  an  inquiry  necessary.  If,  however, 
there  were  any  particular  matters  with 
respect  to  which  sufficient  information  had 
not  already  been  procured,  the  country 
would  not,  he  felt  satisfied,  grudge  any 
expense  which  might  be  incurred  in  obtain- 
ing it,  even  to  the  fullest  extent.  The 
question  of  the  stipendiary  magistrates 
was  a  somewhat  difficult  one  to  deal  with, 
because  hitherto  no  justice  had  been  ap- 
pointed without  a  requisition  from  persons 
interested  in  the  subject.  What  he  under- 
stood his  right  hon.  Friend  to  recommend 
was  a  sort  of  local  inquiry,  by  means  of 
which  it  was  supposed  that  both  the  fcel- 
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inga  and  wants  of  mnj  particular  dittiiet 
might  be  ascertained,  and  the  services  if 

magistrates  secured   who  were  aeqoslBied 
with  its  business  and  would  be  likely  to  W 
disinterested    in    deciding    the  questiflis 
which  might  be  brought  l^fore  them.   Ha 
must  add  that  lie  thought  the  multiplkstin 
of  sub-inspectors  to  any  considerable  extaH 
would  tend  to  take  away  the  retpoDsibiiitr 
for  the  proper  working  of  our  collieries fns 
those    to   whom    that    responsibility  bh 
attached.     He  was  not  at  all  sure,  bt- 
ever,  that  it  might  not  be  foand  eipediot 
to  increase  the  number  of  inspeeton,* 
that  a  fuller  knowledge  of   the  modek 
which  different  mines  were  worked  mijk 
be  obtained,  although  that  knowledgfia 
already  pretty  extensiye.     Probably  iB  k 
information  necessary   might  be  obtiid 
from  the  inspectors,  and  there  voaidli 
no  occasion  for  the  appointment  of  s  C» 
mission  for  the  purpose. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  thanked  the  tigi 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kerthi 
Tydvil  (Mr.  Bruce)  for  having  broaniiltk 
subject  before  the  House.  He  tboiKlt 
it  would  be  very  unfortunate  if  PariisMri 
should  separate  without  some  exprmmi^ 
opinion  on  it.  He  hoped  that  tbe  Bm 
Secretary  would  make  public  aoy  itf* 
tional  information  which  might  be  Ijiigi 
his  office,  so  that  it  might  be  diM 
throughout  the  country  for  the  iota-i 
tion  and  satisfaction  of  the  poblie  m^ 
during  the  Recess. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  that  whatemf' 
nion  the  working   miners  might  eateM 
as  to  the  value  of  the  labours  of  tbeC*- 
mittce  which  sat  on  the  subject,  eviiyisl 
who  had  presented  himself  before  it  i^ 
feel  that  their  cases  had   been  listeeaife 
with  the  greatest  care  and  altentioo.  b 
must  add  that  he  was  not  altogether  si 
fied  with  the  speech  which  had  jutk*, 
made  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Aij 
Home  Department  as  to  the  need  of  k|>^ 
lation.     At  the  same  time,  there  «>*{ 
doubt  that  the  circumstances  of  the  fn0\ 
Session  were  somewhat  extraordin«y,>^; 
as  the  Government  had    waited  lo  ^\ 
before  introducing  any   measure  os  i> 
subject,  ho  thought  they  would  do  *d^| 
avail  themselves  of  the  recommcadsW*! 
of  the  Commission    which   had  hees  i^j 
pointed  to  inquiro  into  the  supply  of  <* 
so   that    provision   might,  if  posiili^^ 
made  for  the  more  eflPeotual  and  eeosi'^ 
cal  working  of  our  coal  fields.  He  lh««|^ 
however,  that  they  might  at  ooeeiaei>* 
the  number  of  inspectors,  and  be  did  ^ 
see  how  a  measure  of  that  kind  foii'  ^ 
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moTe  any  responsibilitj  from  the  coal- 
owners.  To  show  the  ralue  of  inspection, 
he  might  obserTe  that  he  was  told  by  a  great 
authority  —  Mr.  Dickinson  —  a  few  days 
ago.  that  he  had  gone  into  a  mine,  and  that 
his  attention  was  attracted  by  what  he 
belioTed  to  be  a  great  accumulation  of  gas 
in  part  of  it.  He  satisfied  himself  that 
Buch  was  the  case  by  applying  his  lamp  to 
it;  and  he  had  some  difficulty  in  impressing 
upon  the  manager  the  danger  of  such 
accumulations  and  the  necessity  of  attend- 
ing to  the  matter.  That  furnished,  he 
thought,  a  good  illustration  of  the  good 
which  inspectors  might  do  by  entering 
mines.  He  could  not  reconcile  the  limited 
Tiew  which  the  Government  inspectors  took 
of  their  duty  with  the  22  &  24  Vict, 
which  empowered  them  to  visit  mines  at 
all  times  of  the  day  and  night ;  and  the 
point  was  one  with  which,  in  his  opinion, 
the  Gorernment  might  deal  at  once.  An- 
other point  to  which  he  would  invite  their 
attention  was  the  expediency  of  subjecting 
the  managers  of  mines  to  the  necessity  of 
obtaining  certificates,  as  was  the  case,  for 
instance,  with  the  captains  of  ships;  and 
neglect  of  duty  should  be  punished  by  the 
saapension  of  the  certificate.  Since  1832, 
Parliament  had  done  great  things  in  im- 
profing  conditions  of  ]abour»  especially  in 
the  case  of  young  persons,  and  he  thought 
it  was  well  worthy  of  consideration  whether 
there  might  not  be  a  Board  formed  to 
bave,  under  the  control  of  tho  Home  De- 
partment, charge  of  all  the  different 
organisations  for  regulating  the  conditions 
of  labour.  To  such  a  Board  the  inspectors 
might  make  all  their  Reports,  and  the  bend 
of  the  Board  might  communicate  these 
Beports,  in  a  condensed  form  to  the  Home 
Office. 

Mb.  GREENE  said,  he  was  glad  of  the 
discussion  of  this  evening,  because  it  would 
sbow  tho  public  that  there  was  not  id  the 
Hoose  of  Commons  such  apathy  on  this 
subject  as  might  hafc  been  supposed  in 
consequence  of  what  occurred  when  the 
dangers  of  coal  mines  was  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  on  a  recent  occa- 
sion. He  thought  the  question  was  one 
which  ought  to  occupy  tho  attention  of  the 
House  from  time  to  time.  From  an  ob- 
•er?ation  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  on  a  former  occasion,  it  would 
appear  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man thought  that  he  had  been  guilty  of 
some  presumption  in  calling  attention  to 
aeoidents  in    coal  mines.      [Mr.  Atrton 
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said  the  hon. Gentleman  was  mistaken.]  If 
he  were  to  read  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's remarks,  he  thought  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  that  they  had  that 
interpretation.  As  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  so  frequently  occupied  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  he  did  not  see  why 
OTon  so  humble  a  Member  as  himself  might 
not  be  permitted  to  bring  forward  a  ques- 
tion of  such  importance.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr. 
Bruce)  had  mentioned  to  the  House  that 
the  largest  portion  of  the  accidents  in  coal 
mines  occurred  from  the  falling  in  of  the 
roof.  He  (Mr.  Greene)  belicTod  that  the 
arrangements  for  the  proTcntion  of  such 
accidents  were  not  at  ail  what  they  ought 
to  be.  Then,  as  to  the  inspectors,  twelve 
were  not  enough  for  the  work  to  be  done. 
He  hoped  that,  if  not  in  this  Session,  there 
would  be  legislation  on  the  whole  subject 
before  the  end  of  next  year. 

Mr.  BAGNALL  said,  he  hoped  that  if 
there  was  to  be  an  addition  to  the  staff 
for  inspection,  it  would  be  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  additional  inspectors,  and  not  in 
that  of  sub-inspectors. 

Mr.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  circumstances  had  interfered 
to  preyent  legislation  on  the  subject;  but 
after  the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  he  was 
persuaded  that  some  attempt  to  alter  the 
law  for  the  better  would  be  made  next 
Session.  He  believed  a  Commission  would 
hardly  be  able  to  develop  any  facts  of  im- 
portance in  addition  to  those  which  had 
been  already  elicited  by  three  Committees 
of  this  House  and  by  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  which  had  ably  in- 
quired into  the  question.  He  believed  that 
all  the  substantial  facts  relating  to  the 
subject  were  already  fully  known;  but  at 
the  same  time  these  accidents  were  of  so 
dreadful  a  character  that  if  it  appeared  to 
bo  the  opinion  of  the  working  colliers  that 
a  Royal  Commission  might  be  able  to 
make  valuable  suggestions  which  had  not 
been  made  hitherto  for  the  greater  secu- 
rity of  their  lives,  he  should  be  glad  to 
support  the  appointment  of  such  a  Com- 
mission. With  regard  to  the  Commission 
on  the  future  coal  supply  he  hoped  it  would 
make  its  Report  before  next  Session  ;  but 
the  inquiry  was  extensive,  and  he  could  not 
say  when  it  would  conclude.  There  was, 
however,  no  connection  between  that  ques- 
tion and  the  subject  now  under  discussion; 
and  he  saw  no  reason  for  the  postpone- 
ment of  legislation  with  respect  to  acci- 
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dent!  in  mines  pending  the  inquiry  of  the 
CommiBsion.  He  believed  there  would  bo 
no  difficalty  in  the  way  of  passing  a  really 
good  measure  upon  the  subject.  A  ?ery 
yaluable  suggestion  had  been  made  by  a 
well-known  colliery  inspector  and  yiewer 
(Mr.  Buddie),  that  mines  should  be  se- 
parated into  districts,  each  district  haying 
separate  means  of  ventilation.  If  that 
suggestion  were  carried  out  he  believed 
we  should  not  again  have  such  enormous 
sacrifices  of  life  by  colliery  accidents  as 
we  had  had  recently  at  the  Oaks  and 
Ferndale  collieries.  The  plan  was  some- 
what similar  to  that  adopted  with  regard 
to  buildings  for  the  manufacture  of  gun- 
powder, which  were  so  arranged  thai  the 
explosion  of  one  building  could  not  cause 
the  explosion  of  another.  Another  valuable 
suggestion,  made  by  Mr.  Nixon,  an  exten- 
sive coalowner  in  his  district,  was  for  the 
general  introduction  of  the  double  shift 
system,  which  would  also  tend  to  lessen 
the  sacrifice  of  life  when  any  colliery  acci- 
dent should  happen.  With  regard  to  the 
inspection  of  mines,  he  thought  the  general 
feeling  of  the  country  would  be  against  the 
introduction  of  a  lower  class  of  inspectors, 
and  that  anything  which  tended  to  lower 
the  standard  of  the  inspectors  and  the 
confidence  placed  in  them  would  tend  to 
diminish  the  advantages  of  the  system  of 
inspection.  With  reference  to  tlie  mode  of 
dealing  with  cases  of  offences  arising  in 
ooal  mines,  he  would  observe  that  in  many 
mineral  counties  there  were  already  stipen- 
diary magistrates,  and  he  would  suggest 
the  expediency  of  requiring  that  offences 
under  the  Mines  Act  should  be  tried  before 
a  stipendiary  magistrate  instead  of  the  or- 
dinary bench  of  justices.  As  it  was,  the 
coalowner  was  placed  in  an  awkward  posi- 
tion. He  was  compelled  to  carry  out  the 
•triotest  discipline;  and  if  any  of  the  rules 
were  transgressed  his  only  remedy  was  to 
summon  the  offender  before  the  bench  of 
magistrates,  and  then  he  was  often  unable 
to  obtain  a  conviction.  Magistrates  at  petty 
sessions  did  not  sufficiently  appreciate  the 
serionsnesB  of  breaches  of  regulation  in 
ooal  mines.  It  should  be  remembered  that 
some  things,  such  as  smoking  or  the  pos- 
session of  lucifer  matches,  which  were  no 
offence  at  all  above  ground,  were  most  se- 
rious offences  underground,  and  might  lead 
to  the  most  fatal  results.  Punishment  for 
such  offences  would  be  much  more  certain 
if  a  stipendiary  magistrate  heard  the  case. 
With  regard  to  the  officers  who  had  charge 
of  the  mines  he  could  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
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and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Netis) 
who  had  conducted  the  inquiry  before  the 
Committee  in  the  moat  able  niaon«r.  He 
did  not  think  any  good  reaolt  would  folkw 
from  a  system  of  certificates.  He  shooid 
prefer  to  see  them  not  men  deeply  versed 
in  mathematics  or  history,  but  sound  prse- 
tical  men  upon  whose  practical  knowledge 
the  safety  of  the  men  employed  might  be 
allowed  to  rest  with  securitj.  He  tboogfat 
that  the  coalowners  themaelrei  must  be 
the  best  judges  of  the  men  to  put  in 
charge  of  the  mtnee.  He  again  ex- 
pressed an  earnest  hope  that  the  subject 
would  be  legislated  upon  in  the  course  of 
next  Session. 

Mr.  LBATIIAM  :  I  rise.  Sir,  merely 
to  say  a  word  to  strengthen  the  bands  oif 
the  Government  (in  the  absence  of  further 
legislation)  in  the  appointment  of  a  larger 
number  of  inspectors.  I  am  quite  aware 
that  it  is  very  important  not  to  shift  the 
responsibility  from  the  owners  of  mines  to 
the  inspectors  ;  but  I  am  of  opinion  that 
if  the  inspectors  are  to  be  of  substantisl 
use  their  number  must  be  largely  m- 
ereased.  I  believe  there  ore  now  twelve 
inspectors  of  mines.  If  I  may  venture  te 
suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  the  amount  of  their  la- 
crease,  I  should  say  that  they  ought  to  be 
at  once  doubled.  I  have  my  own  opinion 
respecting  some  of  the  causes  of  aecidenta 
in  coal  mines.  I  happen  to  live  where 
there  are  coal  measures,  within  eight  miles 
of  the  Oaks  colliery,  where  there  was  re- 
cently a  most  fearful  accident,  to  whidi 
allusion  has  frequently  been  made  in  tbii 
House  and  elsewhere.  I  have  nothiog 
to  do,  directly  or  indirectly,  yvith  cos! 
mines,  and  I  have  no  icicntifio  knowledge 
of  the  working  of  them  ;  but  I  am  of  opi- 
nion that  where  a  fiery  scam  of  coal  exists, 
as  is  the  case  in  some  parts  of  Torkshira, 
that  the  present  system  of  ventilation  is  on 
a  wrong  principle ;  that  the  use  of  lar^ 
fires  at  the  bottom  of  one  of  the  shafts  of 
the  mine,  to  produce  a  draft  and  ventilate 
the  mine,  is  a  most  dangerous  method,  be^ 
cause,  if  any  of  the  return-air  of  the  pit 
happens  to  pass  over  that  furnace,  w 
dangers  of  explosion  are  great.  I  do  not 
pretend  to  suggest  a  more  eflBcient  mode 
of  ventilation ;  but  it  has  often  struck  me 
that  pumping  fresh  air  down  into  the  pit 
so  as  to  drive  the  return-air  up  another 
shaft  would  effect  this  purpose.  Again, 
the  size  of  the  pit  has  often  much  to  do 
with  the  chances  of  explosion.  I  am  aware 
that  the  law  now  requires  two  shafts  io 
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every  pit ;  but  •ome  of  the  piti  are  ex- 
tended to  Buoh  a  Biie  that  four  or  fife 
shaflB  are  really  required  for  the  lafety  of 
the  pit.  I  merely  throw  these  out  ai  Bug- 
gestions,  to  those  who  are  more  capable 
of  looking  into  the  subject,  and  in  the 
absence  of  further  legislation  on  this  in- 
teresting subject,  I  beg  again,  respectfully, 
to  ask  the  Go?ernment  not  to  delay  in  the 
appointment  of  a  considerable  number  of 
fresh  inspectors  of  mines. 

REGISTRATION  OF  PUBLICATIONS. 
OBSERYATIOKS. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  ho  rose  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  state  of  the 
Law  regarding  registration  and  security  in 
respect  of  certain  publications.  He  re- 
gretted to  be  obliged  to  bring  this  matter 
again  before  the  House,  as  he  had  hoped, 
from  the  tone  of  the  discussion  last  year, 
that  it  would  not  ha?e  been  necessary  to 
revive  the  consideration  of  it  in  the  present 
Session,  but  that  some  measure  would 
have  been  brought  in  to  give  effect  to  the 
general  feeling  of  the  House  on  the  sub- 
ject. Some  years  ago,  when  he  asked 
the  House  to  repeal  this  remnant  of  laws 
which  were  most  oppressive  to  a  particular 
class  of  publications  in  this  country,  the 
Bill  which  he  introduced  was  passed,  and 
sent  up  to  the  other  House,  where  it  was 
rejected ;  and  upon  a  second  occasion  his 
Bill  passed  the  Commons,  and  was  again 
rejected  by  the  Lords.  The  laws  upon 
this  subject  were  such  as  could  never  have 
been  placed  upon  the  statute  book,  except 
in  the  most  evil  times — that  was  to  say, 
in  the  reign  of  George  III. — when  the 
old  Tory  party  was  engaged  in  desperate 
struggles  to  repress  the  expression  of  pub- 
lic opinion,  and  to  maintain  its  hold  of 
political  power.  Measures  of  relief  had 
been  from  time  to  time  granted  by  the 
Legislature  ;  but,  although  many  of  the 
severer  penalties  had  been  removed,  the 
process  had  been  always  accompanied  by 
some  stringent  regulation  on  the  sub- 
ject of  registration  or  security.  No  one 
could  publish  a  periodical  of  less  dimen- 
aioDS  than  714  square  inches,  and  with 
intervals  of  less  than  twenty-six  days  be- 
tween each  successive  publication  ;  and 
at  a  less  price  than  6d.,  without  giving 
security  that  they  would  not  publish  se- 
ditious and  blasphemous  libels.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  this  was  aimed  at 
a  class  of  periodicals  likely  to  inform  the 
mind  of  the  people ;  and  the  extravagance 


of  the  law  wai  shown  by  the  fact  that  it 
was  not  merely  directed  against  news- 
papers, but  against  essays  upon  the  moral, 
political,  or  religioua  condition  of  the 
country,  or  upon  the  phases  of  public 
affairs.  It  would  be  seen  at  once  that  a 
law  of  this  kind  was  totally  ineffective, 
because  a  man  might  print  any  amount  of 
sedition  or  blasphemy,  provided  he  only 
wrote  enough  of  it  to  fill  a  book  of  larger 
dimensions  than  714  square  inches,  and 
sold  at  a  higher  price  than  6d,  Great 
penalties  were  formerly  imposed  for  an 
infraction  of  this  law,  and  for  the  second 
offence  the  penalty  was  banishment.  That 
extreme  punishment  was  modified  a  few 
years  ago ;  but  at  the  same  time  the  se- 
curities were  increased  in  London  from 
£300  to  £400.  and  in  the  country  from 
£200  to  £300.  Moreover,  the  publisher 
was  compelled  to  find  two  persons  to  bo 
answerable  in  the  sum  of  £400  to  answer 
in  any  action  at  law.  Now,  there  was  no 
reason  whatever,  as  far  as  he  could  see, 
why  publishers  of  periodicals  any  more 
than  any  other  traders,  should  be  subject 
to  that  restriction  in  the  conduct  of  their 
business ;  they  were  engaged  in  a  useful 
and  a  necessary  work,  and  how  could  it 
be  maintained  that  a  man  who  published 
libel  or  sedition  in  a  few  pages  ought  to 
be  liable  to  penalties  which  a  man  who 
published  libel  or  sedition  on  a  larger 
scale  escaped?  When  the  tax  on  news- 
papers was  repealed,  there  was  a  general 
impression  that  the  declaration  which  pub- 
lishers were  previously  required  to  make 
at  the  Stamp  Office  would  fall  into  abey- 
ance. And  for  a  long  time  it  did  so. 
But  some  injudicious  persons  thought  it 
right  to  set  the  Stamp  Office  in  motion  ; 
and,  accordingly,  instead  of  having  a  free 
and  unloaded  Press  in  this  country,  it 
once  again  began  to  be  tampered  with. 
Last  year  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Ashton-under-Lyne  (Mr.  Milner 
Gibson)  brought  the  subject  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  ;  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral did  not  then  contend  that  it  was  de- 
sirable to  maintain  the  declaration,  and 
nobody  rose  to  suggest  that  the  existing 
law  should  be  continued  ;  accordingly,  he 
had  expected  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  introduced  a  short  Bill 
early  this  Session  to  put  an  end  to  tho 
state  of  things  complained  of ;  but,  instead 
of  that,  the  Stamp  Office  had  been  seised 
with  another  fit  of  injudicious  activity, 
and  had  instituted  proceedings  against  two 
or   three  journals.     These   proeeediogi 
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were  taken  OBtensibly  in  the  name  of  the 
Attorney  General,  and  it  was  highly  de- 
sirable that  if  persisted  in  they  should  be 
carried  on  upon  his  responsibility.  But, 
according  to  tho  present  system,  matters 
were  either  allowed  to  sleep  altogether, 
or  were  only  stirred  to  action  when  some 
individual  object  was  to  be  attained  by 
giying  private  information,  and  inciting 
the  department  to  commence  a  prosecution. 
He  submitted  the  Attorney  General  should 
not  permit  persons  to  make  use  of  his 
name,  as  the  prosecutor  under  the  Act  re- 
ferred, to  in  cases  where  their  object  was 
simply  to  gratify  personal  malignity  ;  the 
Attorney  General  wns  also  bound  to  see 
that  tho  law  was  uniformly  administered  ; 
that  all  or  none  were  prosecuted.  Ho 
found  that  proprietors  of  newspapers  of 
the  most  innocent  character  were  proceeded 
against ;  among  them  he  noticed  the 
National  Reformer  and  the  Parochial 
Critic.  The  latter  was  a  paper  which 
ministered  to  the  wants  of  persons  having 
what  might  he  described  as  a  parochial 
mind,  by  contributing  to  their  knowledge 
of  the  public  business  of  their  locality.  He 
trusted  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  prevent  this  abuse  of  power,  and  see 
that  the  spirit  of  the  law  was  carried  out. 
Ho  would  submit  to  tho  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  the  time  had  come  for  ef- 
fecting some  amendment  in  the  existing 
law  on  this  subject. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  snid, 
the  hon.  Member  had  assumed  in  that 
case  a  state  of  things  of  which  he  (the 
Attorney  General)  could  not  admit  the  ex> 
istenco.  The  hon.  Member  had  assumed 
that  tho  law  was  put  in  force  against 
newspaper  publishers  capriciously  and  for 
the  gratification  of  private  malice.  But 
10  far  as  he  (the  Attorney  General)  was 
aware  that  was  a  totally  incorrect  state- 
ment. He  had  been  informed  that  it  was 
only  when  due  notice  had  been  given,  and 
the  parties  had  refused  to  obey  the  law 
that  proceedings  were  taken.  A  circular 
was  issued  after  the  Act  of  1855  was 
passed,  pointing  out  what  it  was  necessary 
to  do  for  the  purpose  of  having  newspapers 
registered,  and  as  it  was  found  that  several 
newspapers  were  published  which  were  not 
registered  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  was  taken  as  to  whether  it  was 
incumbent  upon  the  Board  of  Inland  Re- 
venue to  enforce  registration.  An  affirma- 
tive reply  was  obtained.  Some  alteration 
was  at  that  time  made  in  the  law  with  re- 
spect to  the  particular  kind  of  papers  which 
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were  to  come  within  the  category  of  news- 
papers, but  nothing  was  done  in  the  shape 
of  any  alteration  of  the  penalties  which  it 
was  thought  proper  to  inflict.     The  Bosfd 
of  Revenue  had  on  all  occasions,  as  far  u 
possible,  been  guided  bj  tho  Law  Offieen 
in   ascertaining   what    particular   poblica- 
tions  were  or  were  not  newspapers.  In  cases 
where  the  law  was  infringed  by  the  pro- 
prietors of  newspapers  refusing  to  give  the 
requisite  securities  proceedings  were  taken; 
but  these  were  in  no  case   influenced  bj 
personal  motives,  or  by  any  considerationi 
as  to  the  particular  political  party  which  the 
newspaper  represented.      lie  did  not  pro- 
pose to  suggest  any  alteration  of  the  Isv 
as  it  at  present  stood.     Particular  instroe* 
tions  specifying  which  newspapers  were  to 
be  prosecuted  were  nerer  issued,  but  the 
Board    of    Revenue   proceeded    generaliv 
against  newspapers   whose  proprietors  re- 
fused to  give  the  proper  securities.     Pro- 
ceedings were  never  taken  against  anyone 
until  it  was  made  clear  that  a  violation  of 
the  statute  was  taking   place,  and  in  no 
case  were  these  proceedings  of  a  malidoss 
character.     As  to  whether  the  law  shoold 
be  altered  or  repealed,  that   was  another 
matter,  but  so  long  as  it  existed  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Board  of  Revenue  to  enforce  it. 
He  could  not  comply  with   the  request  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamleti 
and  propose  any  alteration  of  the  law. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  wu 
inclined  to  agree  with  the  observations  of 
the  Attorney  General  as  to  the  manner  ia 
which  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  \aA 
exercised  its  functions.  He  believed  the 
real  mischief  arose  from  the  law  itself 
more  than  from  the  mode  in  which  it  had 
been  administered.  It  was  onlj  that  day 
that  he  had  been  asked  to  present  a  peti- 
tion from  one  of  the  victims  of  this  law  (Mr. 
George  Hill),  who  believed,  and  had  so 
doubt  been  advised  that  his  paper  was  not 
a  newspaper  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act, 
and  who  was  compelled  either  to  conteit 
the  point  at  considerable  expense  or  to 
give  up  his  paper,  as  he  either  would  not 
or  could  not  enter  into  the  requisite  se- 
curities. He  was  willing  to  acknowled^ 
that  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  had 
exhibited  every  desire  to  give  to  the  cases 
which  came  under  its  notice  a  fair  and 
attentive  consideration,  but  he  believed 
also  that  there  had  been  an  evident  desirs 
on  the  part  of  the  Board  to  be  relieved 
from  what  was  a  disagreeable  duty.  If  it 
was  necessary  to  require  securities  for  the 
prevention   of   sedition,   blasphemy,   sod 
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libel,  it  was  absurd  to  Test  the  power  in 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  which  was 
excluBifely  intended  for  the  collection  of 
taxes.     Such  a  power,  if  exercised  at  all, 
as  it  was  of  a  moral  nature,  ought  to  be 
Tested  in  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
the    Secretary   of    State   for   the   Home 
Department,  or  some  such  authority.     It 
was,  moreover,  impossible  for  the  Board  of 
Inland  Revenue  to  enforce  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  impartially.     The  Board  knew 
nothing  of  newspapers,  and  could  only  act 
upon  private    information,  which  was  in- 
variably afforded  from   personal  or  party 
motives.      Although,    therefore,   no    vin- 
dictiveness  was  displayed  by  the  Depart- 
ment, still  the  prosecutions  often  originated 
in  some  petty  jealousy,  or  a  desire  to  in- 
jure, it  might  be,  a  proprietor,  who  had 
started  a  rival  paper.     He  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Attorney  General  to 
the  fact  that  there  appeared  to  be  a  con- 
stant desire  to  class  under  the  name  of 
newspapers  certain  publications  which  had 
not  hitherto  been  regarded  in  that  light. 
He  remembered  that  during  the  existence 
of  the  stamp   duty   it  was   attempted   to 
make  Charles  Dickens's  Household  Woi'ds 
and   Household  Narrative    liable  to    the 
stamp   and   to    securities.      The  Govern- 
ment was  defeated;  but  it  was  generally 
understood    that  by   the    law   Household 
Words  and  the  Household  Narrative  were 
liable.     The  necessity  for  again  trying  the 
question,   however,   was  done    away  with 
by  the  passing  of  a  small  Act  by  which 
the  meaning  of  the  word  "  newspapers  " 
was  so  altered  as  beyond  doubt  to  exempt 
from  liability  all  such  publications.     He 
charged  the  Government  of  this  country, 
speaking  generally  and  not  referring  to 
any  particular  Government,  with  retaining 
on^  the  statute    book  a  law  which  could 
not  be  enforced,  which  they  had  not  the 
good   grace   to   repeal,   and    which   they, 
nevertiieless,    did    not    entirely   allow    to 
remain  in  abeyance.     They  did  not  enforce 
it,  because  the  law  did  not  relate  exclu- 
sively to  newspapers,  inasmuch  as  it  re- 
ferred to  all  pamphlets  or  papers  dealing 
with   the   affairs    of    Church   and    State, 
which  were    sold  for  loss  than  Qd,,  and 
were  of  a  less  size  than  714  square  inches. 
The  provisions  of  the  Act,  too,  were  en- 
forced in  the  case   of  newspapers   which 
wore   not  liable,   while  others    that  were 
liable    were  exempted.      The    Saturday 
Review  was  a  case  in  point,  for,  though 
these  securities    were  compelled,   it  was 
not    published   for    less    than   6d»,    and 


was  not  of  a  less  size  than  714  square 
inches.  He  was  also  advised  that  there 
was  a  large  number  of  newspapers  upon 
which  these  provisions  were  illegally  im- 
posed, while  it  was  equally  notorious  that 
others  which  ought  to  be  liable  escaped 
without  these  securities  being  exacted. 
In  his  opinion  it  was  incumbent  upon  the 
Government  of  the  day  to  bring  in  some 
measure  which  would  put  an  end  to  this 
unsatisfactory  state  of  things.  For  his 
own  part  he  believed  it  was  desirable  there 
should  be  a  registration  of  periodical  pub- 
lications, which  he  did  not  think  the  Press 
at  large  would  object  to  ;  but  he  thought 
the  obnoxious  system  of  giving  security 
should  bo  done  away  with,  as  it  was  an 
insult  to  any  person  to  require  him  to  give 
security  that  he  would  not  be  guilty  ot  an 
indictable  offence.  If  the  Government 
could  not  introduce  such  a  measure  as  he 
had  indicated  this  Session,  he  hoped  that 
in  the  course  of  the  next  Session  they 
would  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  the  Acts  in 
question,  which  were  not  in  accordance 
with  the  policy  which  Parliament  had  re- 
cently adopted  on  this  subject,  which  was 
to  liberate  the  Press  from  all  those  fiscal 
fetters  by  which  it  was  formerly  restrained. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  was 
glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  endea- 
voured to  impress  upon  the  Government 
the  propriety  of  putting  an  end  to  all  the 
difficulties  to  which  reference  had  been 
made,  by  repealing  the  Acts  in  question, 
which  inflicted  a  punishment  upon  the 
whole  body  of  the  Press  because  some  of 
its  members  might  possibly  be  guilty  of  a 
violation  of  the  law.  What  would  be  said 
if  every  physician  were  bound  to  give  se- 
curity that  he  would  not  poison  his  patients? 
Surely  it  was  sufficient  to  punish  him  if  he 
did  poisen  them.  His  purpose  in  rising  was 
to  express  a  hope  that  if  the  Government 
could  not  bring  in  a  measure  of  the  kind 
proposed  this  Session,  they  would  at  least 
suspend  all  prosecutions  under  these  Acts, 
which  were  generally  condemned  by  public 
opinion,  which  it  had  been  found  impossible 
to  enforce  impartially,  and  which,  there- 
fore, operated  most  unjustly  upon  those 
who  were  prosecuted  under  them ;  often  by 
individuals  without  the  concurrence  of  the 
Attorney  General  and  of  the  Board  of  In- 
land Revenue. 

Mk.  MONTAGU  CHAMBERS  said, 
the  real  principle  upon  which  these  Acts 
of  Parliament  were  passed  was  for  the 
general  protection  of  the  State  against 
attacks  which  might  be  made  by  person^ 
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who  were  not  in  a  position  to  pay  the  penal- 
ties imposed  upon  those  guilty  of  Tiolating 
the  law.  It  was  found  tliat  when  persons 
started  publications  attacking  the  State 
or  pri?ate  individuals  there  was  consider- 
able difficulty  in  tracing  the  owners  of 
those  publications,  and  in  recovering  the 
penalties  when  the  owners  were  discovered 
and  prosecuted.  Under  these  circumitances 
he  desired  to  maintain  the  law  as  far  as 
it  was  useful  and  proper,  by  compelling 
the  owners  of  publications  to  register  them- 
selves, and  to  give  security  for  the  pay- 
ment of  penalties  which  might  bo  inflicted 
upon  them  in  the  event  of  their  violating 
the  law.  He  thought  that  the  preventive 
element  was  a  valuable  ingredient  in  any 
code.  There  might,  of  course,  be  some 
ground  for  altering  the  law  as  it  now  stood, 
but  he  did  not  think  these  Acts  should  be 
altogether  abolished,  by  which  all  safe- 
guards against  libels  injurious  to  the  State 
or  ruinous  to  the  private  character  of  in- 
dividuals would  be  done  away  with.  The 
principle  was,  that  where  a  violation  of 
the  law  was  committed  there  should  be  a 
solvent  party  to  proceed  against.  But  if 
any  different  law,  or  administration  of  the 
law,  could  bo  introduced  which  might  pro- 
tect private  character  from  slander  and 
libel,  at  the  same  time  that  it  protected 
the  Press,  by  all  means  let  that  be  carried 
into  effect.  It  did  not,  however,  follow 
that  because  the  present  law  could  not  be 
fully  enforced  it  was  a  bad  law.  It  was 
said  that  the  law  was  a  limited  law,  and 
that  if  the  paper  was  of  a  certain  size,  or 
was  sold  at  M.,  it  was  not  within  the 
range  of  the  law.  But  the  fact  of  its  ex- 
tent and  price  gave  it  a  certain  amount  of 
respectability,  and  was  a  kind  of  guarantee 
that  if  an  action  should  be  brought  there 
would  bo  the  means  of  recovery  against 
the  proprietor.  Ilis  desire  was  to  keep  up 
the  respectability  as  well  as  the  liberty  of 
the  Press — to  have  a  good,  sound,  strong 
Press,  against  which,  if  the  law  were  vio- 
lated, they  could  proceed  ;  so  that,  while 
protecting  the  Press,  they  chould  protect 
themselves. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  he  was  rather 
amused  at  his  hen.  and  learned  Friend's 
notions  of  respectability.  It  used  to  be  said 
that  a  man  was  respectable  when  he  kept 
a  horse  and  gig;  but  he  (Mr.  Craufurd) 
thought  it  was  quite  impossible  to  define 
the  respectability  of  the  Press  by  a  mere 
reference  to  price.  If  a  man  published  a 
newspaper  in  which  there  was  blasphemy, 
was  it  to  be  said  that  the  conduotors  of 
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that  newspaper  were  respectable  becaaM 
they  sold  the  blaaphemj  for  6d  inttead  of 
3d.  f  He  did  not  see  why  the  pnbriettioii 
of  newspapers  should  be  pat  upon  adiffemt 
footing  from  any  licenced  trade.  Why  was 
)  the  man  who  published  a  newspaper  not 
only  to  be  registered  and  to  give  his  td* 
dress,  in  order  that  he  might  be  fbond 
out,  but  to  give  securities  that  he  woold 
not  commit  an  indictable  offence?  The 
whole  thing  was  perfectly  absurd  and  ridi- 
culous. The  imprint,  which  gave  the  name 
and  address  of  the  publisher,  was  a  saffi- 
oient  protection,  and  it  was  unjust  to  de- 
mand any  further  security.  The  fact  wu 
that  the  restrictions  upon  the  liberty  of 
the  Press  arose  entirely  from  politieil 
causes,  and  dated  from  the  time  wbea 
everything  likely  to  enlighten  the  peopk 
was  tabooed.  They  were  told  that  tin 
fact  of  the  law  not  being  enforced  was  no 
proof  that  it  was  a  bad  one;  but  if  the  lav 
was  good  it  ought  to  be  fairly  and  impt^ 
tially  administered  against  all  persons,  sod 
he  asked  how  many  pamphlets,  written  by 
noble  Lords  and  others,  were  registered ! 
In  point  of  fact,  it  was  left  to  informen  to 
put  the  law  in  motion,  and  then,  espedaOj 
in  political  cases,  or  in  cases  in  which  tbs 
matter  complained  of  affected  the  Lav 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  the  whole  force  of 
the  law  was  brought  down  to  crush  tht 
unfortunate  newspaper  proprietors.  The 
interest  of  the  public  would  be  sofficientlj 
protected  by  a  simple  system  of  registratioi 
which  would  enable  individuals  to  pnniak 
libellers,  instead  of  which  the  law  was  siv- 
rounded  by  such  intricate  legal  meshei 
that  nobody  could  understand  it.  If  itwu 
good  it  ought  to  be  administered.  Lei 
everybody  be  dealt  with  in  a  fair  and 
straightforward  manner,  and  let  them  do 
longer  leave  in  the  hands  of  the  Law  Ofli- 
I  cers  the  arbitrary  and  unconstitutiooal 
power  which  they  now  possessed. 

Main  Question,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  negatind. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

COURT  OF  SESSION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL 

( T?ie  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  Oatkanu 

Hardy,  Mr,  Attorney  OeneraJ.) 

[bill  45].      SECOND  BBADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE,  in  moving 
that  this  Bill  be  now  read  a  secoiHi 
time,  said,  that  when  he  asked  leave  to 
introduce  it  in  Febmaryy  he  had  stated 


1517  Court  of  Session 


{Jttnb  12,  186g] 


{SeoUand)  Bill. 


1518 


that  it  was  not  bta  intention  to  proceed 
with  the  measure  until  it  had  recei?ed  the 
consideration  of  the  different  legal  bodies 
in  Scotland  who  were  interested  in  it. 
The  measure  had  accordingly  received  the 
careful  consideration  of  these  legal  bodies. 
In  the  first  place,  the  Bill  was  submitted 
to  a  committee  of  the  Faculty  of  Advo- 
cates, consisting  of  twenty  Members — men 
wlio  were  engaged  in  practice  —  and  the 
Committee  were  unanimously  of  opinion 
that  the  Bill  contained  many  valuable  pro- 
visions for  amending  the  procedure,  and 
the  judicial  arrangements  now  eiisting,  of 
the  Court,  and  they  added  that,  although 
further  and  early  legislation  might  bo 
thought  necessary  and  expedient,  they 
hoped  a  strong  effort  would  be  made  to 
carry  the  measure.  A  committee  of  the 
Writers  to  the  Signet  expressed  their  satis- 
faction at  finding  that  the  main  provisions 
of  the  Bill  were  to  abolish  unnecessary 
forms  involving  cxpcnies  and  delay,  and  to 
render  procedure  more  simple,  economical, 
and  expeditious  than  at  present.  To  these 
objects  they  gave  their  ready  approval, 
although  they  could  not  assent  to  all  the 
provisions  of  the  measure.  The  solicitors 
practising  before  the  Supreme  Court  had 
expressed  an  opinion  that  a  measure  em- 
bracing so  many  details  could  not  he  ex- 
pected to  be  acceptable  in  oil  its  provisions, 
or  to  meet  all  the  evils  of  the  system  with 
which  it  dealt ;  but  they  regarded  it  as  a 
step  in  the  right  direction,  and  many  of  its 
provisions  would  be  beneficial.  Having 
regard  to  the  necessity  of  obtaining  a 
measure  dealing  with  the  present  state  of 
things,  the  Council  were  of  opinion  that 
the  Bill  should  be  proceeded  with,  although 
many  of  its  provisions  might  not  be  ex- 
actly all  that  thoy  could  wish.  It  was  of 
course,  in  such  a  measure,  impossible  to 
expect  unanimity  in  all  matters  of  detail, 
but  such  were  the  views  of  those  much 
interested  in  the  matters  with  which  the 
measure  was  meant  to  deal.  Another  body 
of  legal  gentlemen  in  Scotland  had  given 
the  measure  a  good  deal  of  consideration 
—  the  solicitors  who  conducted  business 
before  the  Sheriffs'  Courts,  and  the  whole 
body  of  country  practitioners,  who  did  not 
practise  before  the  Supreme  Court,  but 
felt  an  interest  in  the  judicial  system  ;  and 
the  view  taken  by  the  Council  of  country 
practitioners  was  that  they  were  unwilling 
that  this  Bill  should  pass,  and  the  reason 
they  assigned  was  that  its  provisions,  so 
far  as  they  went,  were  so  good  that  they 
entertained  an  apprehension    that,  if  it 


passed,  there  wonld  be  no  further  investi- 
gation or  reform  in  the  Courts  of  Justice 
in  Scotland.  He  was  not  inclined  to  adopt 
that  view  ;  for  he  agreed  with  the  opinion 
of  the  practitioners  before  the  Supreme 
Court,  that  it. was  of  great  importance  that 
they  should  have  some  improvement  in  tho 
general  system,  and  that  such  improvement 
ought  to  bo  introduced  as  soon  as  possible. 
But  this  Bill  should  not  stand  in  the  way 
of  the  fullest  investigation  into  the  juris- 
diction and  constitution  of  all  the  Courts 
— not  only  of  the  Court  of  Session,  but  of 
all  the  Courts  throughout  Scotland.  It 
was,  therefore,  tho  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  issue  a  Commission  somewhat 
similar  to  tho  Judicature  Commission 
issued  last  year  in  this  country,  and  at 
present  sitting  and  applying  itself  to  tho 
constitution  of  the  English  Courts  ;  and 
he  was  assured  that  very  valuable  results 
were  likoly  to  attend  the  labours  of  that 
Commission.  As  representing  to  some 
extent  the  legal  body  of  Scotland,  along 
with  his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite,  who 
was  at  the  head  of  the  Bar,  he  felt  that  it 
was  for  the  interest  of  the  Bar,  and  for  the 
interest  of  all  connected  with  the  Courts, 
that,  if  there  existed  a  desire  on  the  part 
of  any  considerable  body  of  their  country- 
men for  investigation  into  the  constitution 
of  all  the  Courts,  and  into  the  judicial  ar- 
rangements of  the  country,  it  was  only 
reasonable,  and  for  the  interest  of  the  Bar 
and  the  Courts,  to  have  such  an  investiga* 
tion  as  might  bring  about  a  better  system 
of  the  administration  of  justice.  He  wished 
it  to  bo  distinctly  understood  that  while  ho 
considered,  along  with  the  practitioners 
interested  in  the  business  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  that  it  was  desirable  the  Bill  should 
pass  into  law — he  did  not  mean  to  say  as 
originally  introduced  ;  for  it  would  bo  his 
duty  to  give  effect,  as  far  as  he  possibly 
could,  to  the  conflicting  opinions  expressed, 
so  as  to  bring  the  whole  system  into  har- 
monious action  —  it  was  not  his  wish  to 
stifle  the  fullest  investigation  into  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Courts.  It  was  the  wish 
of  all  who  wished  well  to  the  country  that 
the  judiciol  system  should  command  its 
confidence  and  respect;  and  therefore  it 
was  that  he  proposed  such  an  investigation 
should  take  place.  He  sincerely  hoped 
that  he  might  be  able  to  modify  this  Bill, 
which  had  given  him  a  great  deal  of  trou- 
ble, in  such  a  manner  that  it  would  meet 
with  the  unanimous  assent  and  approbation 
of  the  profession,  and  pass  the  House  this 
Session.   There  would  then  be  this  advan- 
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tage,  that  the  Gommissionera  would  be 
able  to  observe  its  effect,  and  would  see 
whether  the  changes  which  it  made  were 
improvements  or  not.  If  they  found  that 
it  was  a  step  in  the  right  direction,  they 
could  continue  it;  and  if  it  were  not  sue- 
cessful,  they  could  try  some  other  plan. 
He  therefore  proposed  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time,  pass  through  Commit- 
tee pro  formd,  and  then  the  suggestions 
of  the  various  legal  bodies  having  been 
received,  should  be  re-committed,  and  such 
alterations  should  be  made  in  it  as  were 
deemed  advisable  after  consideration  of 
these  suggestions. 

Mr.  mono  re  iff  said,  he  would  not 
go  into  the  details  of  the  Bill,  but  while 
supporting  tlio  second  reading,  he  felt  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  Bill  did  not 
go  far  enough.      He  had    long  been   of 
opinion    that   the  forms  of  their  judicial 
procedure  in  Scotland  had  been  framed  at 
a  time  when  the  operations  of  commerce 
were  much  slower  than  they  were  at  pre- 
sent,   end    that    those    forms    were    not 
adapted  for  the  scale  of  commercial  rela- 
tions which  now  existed.     He  could  have 
wished,  therefore,  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  dcnlt  with  the  matter  with  a 
bolder  hand.     He  recollected  that  not  very 
long   ago    the   Common    Law    Courts  at 
Westminster  Hall  were  almost  deserted  in 
consequence  of  the  dilatory  forms  of  pro- 
cedure.  The  result  was  thnt  the  legal  pro- 
fession inquired  into  the  matter,  and  a  Bill 
was  brought  in  which  passed  —  namely, 
the  Common  Law  Procedure  Bill — which 
abolished  a  great   many  old  obstructions 
and  useless  legal  forms,  and  in  a  couple  of 
years  afterwards  Westminster  Hall  was  as 
full  of  business  as  ever.     Now,  that  was 
an  example  which  he  thought  ought  to  be 
followed  in  Scotland,  and  which  legal  re- 
formers there  need  not  be  ashamed  to  fol- 
low.    Ho  was,  therefore,  preporcd  to  sup- 
port tlie  proposition  of  the  Government. 
He  thought  that  the  Bill  would  be  an  im- 
provement, and,  at  all  events,  a  step  in  the 
right  direction  ;  and  there  was  no  reason 
whatever  why  it  should    not  go  further, 
and  put  an  end  to  a  groat  deal  of  unneces- 
•ary  deloy.    He  was  very  glad  to  find  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  was  going  to  recom- 
mend the  issuing  of  a  Committee  of  In- 
quiry.    There  was  nothing  on  the  part  of 
those  who  were  connected  with  the  judicial 
system  of  Scotland  which  need  make  them 
fear  the  results  of  that  inquiry.     On  the 
contrary,  such  investigation  was  very  de- 
Birable,  with  a  view  to  put  an  end  to  some 
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of  the  ignorant,  and  he  migbt  laj  ibnri, 
misrepresentation  that  had  baen  pat  fo^ 
ward  from  time  to  time  in  the  public  piiirti 
on  the  subject  of  the  hnainess  of  the  Coort 
of  Session.  If  that  inqairy  were  mode,  u 
he  had  no  doubt  it  would  be,  by  compettat 
persons,  it  would,  he  believed,  produce  tke 
greatest  possible  benefit,  and  put  a  stop  to 
many  abuses  which  had  been  caused  Vy 
the  exaggerated  miarepreaentations  to 
which  he  referred. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaeation  propoied, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  tmvi 
time." — ( The  Lord  Advocate.) 

SirEDWARD  COLEBROOKB  said,b 
would  not  oppose  the  second  reading,  ht 
cause  the  Bill  contained  many  vtliiaUi 
provisions;  but  he  thought  the  House  woili 
have  been  very  glad  to  have  had  a  little  our 
satisfactory  assurance  from  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate as  to  the  extent  of  the  inquiry  to  k 
made  by  the  proposed  Commiasioo  vjiiol 
was  to  follow  the  Bill.  The  learned  Lord 
had  stated  that  it  was  to  inquire  intothi 
jurisdiction  and  constitution  of  the  Coortik 
and  he  mentioned  some  minor  details  wiA 
respect  to  the  number  of  the  Judges  snd  i 
the  Courts  ;  but  he  did  not  think  thattte 
country  would  he  satisfied  unless  there  wii 
also  a  full  inquiry  into  the  procedors  rf 
those  Courts,  and  the  best  means  of  pl^ 
venting  their  present  dilatory  mode  4 
conducting  business.  The  state  of  tte 
law  required  great  amendment  both  wi& 
regard  to  the  internal  administratioo  d 
the  Court  of  Session  and  in  its  relatios  li 
the  subordinate  Courts.  He  hoped  tbit 
the  inquiry  which  they  had  been  promiiei 
would  have  special  relation  to  the  pro* 
ccdure  in  the  Courts,  and  expressly  iojoij 
trials  ;  for  on  all  these  points  there  wii 
great  room  for  improvement.  The  peoflo 
of  Scotland  had  an  example  before  thfir 
eyes  in  the  cheap  and  rapid  justice  of  thi 
Sheriffs*  Courts,  and  they  could  not  fsilti 
contrast  it  with  the  cumbrous  forms  tint 
were  followed  when  their  suits  went  belbro 
the  Court  of  Session.  He  thought  the  rigirt 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  given  too 
high  a  colour  to  the  reception  which  hit  61 
had  met  with  from  the  profession;  hethooglit 
he  had  seeu  some  opinions  expressed  of  t 
contrary  character.  The  countrj  prteti* 
tioners,  and  even  some  persons  who  pric- 
tised  in  Edinburgh,  objected  to  the  detsili. 
and  indeed  to  some  of  the  fundamentil 
principles  of  the  measure.  He  put  it  ts 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  whetber, 
looking  at  the  state  of  the  Session  and  tke 
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scanty  opportonitj  that  would  be  afforded 
for  discussing  the  details,  the  best  course 
would  not  be  to  refer  the  question  to  a 
Select  Committee,  with  a  yiew  of  separat- 
ing those  parts  which  were  strongly  ob- 
jected to   from   those  parts  to  which  no 
objection  was  entertained  ?     He  did   not 
think  that  any  reform  of   tho   Court  of 
Session,  as  it  now  stood,  would  giro  satis- 
faction to  the  country  which  did  not  pro- 
ceed  more  upon  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
introduced  four  years  ago  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  fur  Edinburgh   (Mr.   Moncreiff). 
He  was  not  so  sanguine  as  the   learned 
Lord  in  anticipating  that  small  measures  of 
this  kind  would  stave  off  more  comprehen- 
sive  legislation  ;  and  there  was  an  inoon- 
Tenience   in   requiring   people   to  become 
acquainted  with  new  modes  of  procedure 
which  were  likely  to  be  superseded  by  more 
radical  changes.     He  had  no  wish  to  stand 
in  the  way  of  some  moderate  reform ;  but 
he  thought  that  something  far  more  search- 
ing and  comprehensi?e  was  necessary  to 
gi?e  satisfaction  to  the  people  of  Scotland. 
Mb.  CARNE6IB  said,  ho  had  no  ob- 
jection to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  advanced 
this  stage,  on  the  understanding  that,  in 
asienting  to  the  Preamble,  they  were  only 
assenting  to  what  cYory  Scotchman  would 
concur  in — that   somo   alteration  for  the 
Vetter  ought  to  be  made  in  tho  Court  of 
Session.     He  was  inclined  to  think  that 
tbe  Commission  should  precede  legislation. 
He  hoped  that,  when  the  Commission  was 
issoed,  some  care  would  be  taken  that  it 
did   not  consist  too  exclusively  of  Edin- 
bargh  lawyers — because,  whether  rightly 
or  wrongly,  throughout  Scotland  there  was 
j|[reai  distrust  of  Edinburgh  lawyers.     Of 
course,  the  legal  profession  must  be  repre- 
sented on  the  Commission  ;   yet  country 
lawyers,  and  gentlemen  who  were  in  the 
Snierests  of  the  clients,  should  also  be  re- 
presented. 

Mb.  M*L  A  REN  said,  he  hoped  the  Lord 
u&.dvocate  would  not  take  the  advice  given 
to  send  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee. 
Of  all  things  that  could  be  done,  that  would 
le  the  worst,  for  it  would  prevent  the  pos- 
aibility  of  any  legislation  taking  place  this 
year  ;  and  the  Bill  contained  so  many 
good  provisions,  that  it  would  be  a  great 
pity  to  lose  the  benefit  of  them  even  for  one 
year.  Reference  had  been  made  to  the 
opinions  of  the  legal  bodies  on  the  ques- 
tioD  ;  and,  in  fact,  it  seemed  to  be  assumed 
that  Courts  were  made  solely  for  the 
lienefit  of  legal  practitioners,  but  he  main- 
tained that  the  public  were  those  who  bad 


the  main  interest.  Among  all  the  parties 
who  had  given  their  approval  to  this 
messure,  the  Lord  Advocate  had  omitted 
one  which  was  of  more  importance  than 
any  other — namely,  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce of  Edinburgh.  That  body  contained 
about  500  members  ;  it  inclnded  every  per- 
son of  importance  connected  with  commerce 
or  trade  in  the  county  or  city  of  Edinburgh 
and  the  burghs  surrounding  it ;  and  the 
Chamber  had  sent  a  petition  to  the  House 
of  Commons  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  expressing 
general  approval  of  its  provisions,  and 
praying  that  it  might  pass  with  tho  least 
possible  delay.  He  thought  this  was  the 
highest  possible  testimony  in  favour  of  the 
Bill ;  for  at  least  four-fifths,  and  probably 
a  larger  proportion,  of  all  tho  cases  that 
came  before  the  Court  were  cases  con- 
nected with  mercantile  affairs.  The  mer- 
cantile community,  therefore,  had  a  deep 
interest  in  promoting  the  cheap,  rapid,  and 
just  administration  of  justice  by  means  of 
improved  legislation,  such  as  the  present 
Bill.  As  regarded  the  Royal  Commission, 
he  rejoiced  at  the  prospect  of  its  appoint- 
ment ;  but  he  agreed  with  what  had  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire 
(Mr.  Carnegie),  that  it  should  not  consist 
wholly  of  Edinburgh  lawyers ;  for  he  knew 
that  there  was  a  certain  measure  of  dis- 
trust— though,  perhaps,  not  so  great  as 
had  been  indicated — but  still  there  was  a 
certain  measure  of  mistrust  or  prejudice 
which  would  operate  against  any  Royal 
Commission  composed  exclusively  of  that 
class.  There  were  some  other  questions 
which  had  not  been  referred  to  ;  one  was 
the  number  of  Judges.  In  1852  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  House  of  Commons  upon  Public 
Salaries  reported  that  the  number  of 
Judges  was  too  large,  and  ought  to  be  re- 
duced by  two.  He  thought  that  was  a  very 
important  point.  The  salaries  of  persons 
connected  with  most  public  offices  had 
been  considerably  increased;  but  the  sa- 
laries of  the  puisne  Judges  in  Scotland 
remained  as  they  were  —  at  £3,000 
a-year.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
number  of  the  Judges  be  reduced  by 
two,  and  that  the  salaries  saved  should  bo 
added  to  the  salaries  of  tho  remaining  nine 
Judges,  so  that  each  would  get  £3,666. 
The  salaries  of  the  two  presiding  Judges  he 
thought  were  large  enough.  Then  there 
were  in  all  parts  of  Scotland  a  number  of 
local  Judges  called  sheriff-substitutes, 
whose  functions  resembled  very  much  those 
of  the  County  Court  Judges  in  England, 
only  they  were,  in  addition,  charged  with 
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tbe  admiDistration  of  criminal  justice  in 
pott  J  cases.  But  the  judgments  of  these 
gentlemen,  who  heard  the  case  and  ex- 
amined the  witnesses,  and  knew  the  cha- 
racter of  the  persons  on  the  spot,  might  be 
reversed  by  the  principal  sheriff  resident 
in  Edinburgh,  who  had  never  seen  the 
witnesses,  and  knew  nothing  about  the 
case  except  what  he  learned  by  reading 
the  evidence  laid  before  liira.  On  appeal 
to  the  Higher  Courts  it  was  often  held,  as 
might  be  expected,  that  the  judgment  of 
the  principal  sheriff  was  wrong,  and  that 
of  the  local  sheriff  right.  Many  parties  in 
Scotland  thought  these  non-resident  sheriffs 
ought  to  be  abolished  altogether,  and  that 
the  position  of  the  local  sheriffs  should  be 
somewhat  improved,  and  put  on  a  more 
permanent  and  respectable  footing  than 
at  present.  He  admitted  there  was  a  dif- 
ference of  opinion  on  this  subject,  and 
that  there  were  some  advantages  in  the 
system  of  non- resident  sheriffs  ;  but,  in  his 
mind,  the  disadvantages  greatly  outweighed 
the  advantages.  Another  great  anomaly 
was  that  although  these  local  sheriffs  were 
all  paid  by  the  Crown  by  annual  Votes,  the 
Crown  did  not  appoint  them.  The  Edin- 
burgh non-resident  sheriff  appointed  his 
sheriff-substitute  at  one  place  with  a  salary 
of  £1,000,  at  another  with  a  salary  of 
£800,  and  at  another  with  £600  a-year. 
All  these  sheriff-substitutes,  he  thought, 
should  be  appointed  directly  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  at  a  salary  to  be  fixed  by 
Act  of  Parliament.  Though  he  would  have 
liked  a  larger  measure,  he  thought  it  would 
be  mistaken  policy  to  let  this  Bill  drop,  in 
order  that  they  might  wait  for  a  more 
comprehensive  measure,  such  as  that  in- 
troduced four  or  five  years  ago  by  the 
Lord  Advocate  then  in  Office.  It  would  be 
better  to  seize  the  opportunity  of  passing 
this  Bill,  which  contained  a  great  deal  of 
good.  When  the  Royal  Commission  had 
reported,  he  hoped  that  an  additional  good 
measure  would  be  passed,  based  on  its 
Report. 

Mr.  CRUM-EWING  said,  there  were 
yery  many  anomalies  and  clauses  in  the 
existing  law,  and  it  was  essentially  im- 
portant to  get  some  of  them  removed  as 
Boon  as  possible.  If  they  waited  till  they 
got  a  complete  and  in  every  way  satisfac- 
tory Bill,  they  might  wait  a  very  long 
time  ;  and  he  was  therefore  in  favour  of 
taking  the  present  Bill  as  a  step  in  the 
right  direction.  He  hoped  the  Lord  Ad- 
Yocate  would  carry  out  his  suggestion  of  a 
Royal    Commission,   and  he  trusted  this 
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inquiry  would  not  be  confined  to  one  put, 
but  would  include  the  whole  system,  par- 
ticularly as  to  the  double  Bheriffships— « 
system  that  principaHy  existed  for  the  ptv- 
pose  of  finding  emplojment  for  the  Edia- 
burgli  lawyers.  He  treated  tbe  Conmii- 
sion  would  be  issued  immediately. 

A{r.  CRAUFURD  said,  he  would  ei> 
nestly  ask  the  Lord  AdTocate  not  to  pssis 
Bill  which  they  had  no  opportunity  of  diF 
cussing  or  examining.  He  contended  that 
if  there  was  to  be  a  Rojal  Commissiofl,  it 
should  be  issued  before,  and  not  after 
legislation.  He  hoped  the  Bill  wodd  be 
delayed  until  after  tbe  fullest  and  moA 
searching  inquiry.  The  opinion  of  thoie 
who  know  the  business  of  the  Cosit 
thoroughly,  and  whose  interests  would  be 
most  affected,  should  be  taken  upon  the 
subject.  They  should  strive  to  get  a  BiB 
not  to  satisfy  the  Edinburgh  lawyers,  hot 
to  be  beneficial  to  the  country.  He  shoaU 
like  to  hear  the  Lord  Adrocate  defend  thit 
most  monstrous  institution,  the  systen 
of  double  sheriffs. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  wished  to  imprai 
upon  the  learned  Lord  Adrocato  the  in- 
portance  of  appointing  upon  the  Commii- 
sion  he  proposed  somo  gentlemen  who 
would  look  into  the  matter  from  ss 
economical  point  of  view.  By  this  he  metat 
gentlemen  who  were  not  connected  with 
that  House,  and  who  were  not  only  is- 
terested  in  legal  procedure  in  ScothuA 
but  were  conversant  with  the  finances  «f 
this  country,  and  would  consider  tbe  quel' 
tion  accordingly.  Somo  years  ago  the  ex- 
travagance connected  with  the  Irish  Coorti 
was  brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  a  Committee  was  appointed  hj 
the  Treasury,  and  it  recommended  coaii* 
derable  economical  reforms  ;  nothing,  bo«- 
ever,  was  done,  and  the  Irish  Courts  cob- 
stituted  one  of  the  greatest  scandals  thit 
could  be  imagined,  their  cost  exeeedisl 
the  fees  by  £30,000,  while  the  Eog&k 
Courts  paid  their  way.  Last  year  Actt 
were  passed  stereotyping  some  of  the 
worst  abuses  of  the  Courts,  and  for  the 
time  even  increasing  their  cost.  He  hoped 
that  in  this  case  the  principle  of  ocodoib} 
would  be  recognized  in  the  Commission. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  he  bad 
already  explained  that  the  Commisaionwu 
to  inquire  into  all  questions  connected  with 
the  constitution  and  jurisdiction  of  tht 
Courts  and  the  number  of  the  Judges; 
and  his  purpose  was  that  the  investigatias 
should  be  as  full  and  searching  as  it  wti 
possible  for  it  to  be.     Ho   would  reeoa* 
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mend  that  it  shonlcl  not  confitst  entirely  of 
either  Edinburgh  or  Scotch  lawyers,  bat 
that  it  should  embrace  English  lawyers, 
although  the  English  Commission  included 
no  Scotch  lawyer,  notwithstanding  which 
it  was  likely  to  recommend  some  assimila- 
tion of  the  English  to  the  Scotch  system. 
He  was  most  anxious  that  the  Bill  should 
proceed,  because  it  proposed  amendments 
of  the  system  in  a  aireotion  in  regard  to 
which  there  was  no  difference  of  .opinion, 
while  it  also  proposed  experiments  which 
it  would  be  adyantageous  to  hare  tried  to  a 
certain  extent  before  the  Commission  con- 
cluded its  labours.  He  would  remark  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Ayr  burghs  (Mr. 
Craufurd)  was  an  ardent  reformer  when  he 
took  the  initiative,  but  was  rather  an  ob- 
Btructive  when  others  did  so.  It  did  not 
rest  with  him  to  name  the  members  of  the 
Commission,  but  he  was  quite  of  opinion 
that  it  should  embrace  some  one  connected 
with  the  Treasury. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  \ 
for  Monday  next. 

LAND    WRITS   REGISTRATION  (SCOT- 
LAND)  {r€'C<mmxtUd)  BILL— [Bill  56.] 

( The  Lord  AdvocaUf  Mr,  Secretary  OcUhome 

Hardy,  Mr.  WcUpole,) 

COlOaiTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  l£r.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Bill  coneidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  Title  of  Act). 

Mr.  WALDEGRAVE  -  LESLIE  in- 
quired  what  was  the  intention  of  the  Oo- 
Temment  with  regard  to  the  recommend- 
atioD,  respecting  the  Lord  Clerk  Register, 
of  the  Select  Committee  which  sat  two 
years  ago,  on  the  subject  of  this  Bill  ?  The 
Committee  stated  in  their  Report  that 
large  powers  were  vested  in  the  Lord  Clerk 
Segister,  and  that  a  considerable  amount 
of  labour  had  actually  been  performed  by 
fhe  present  occupant  of  the  post.  All  of  it 
had  been,  and  promised  to  be,  of  indis- 
putable public  advantage.  It  was  inezpe- 
client,  they  said,  that  powers  so  extensive 
should  be  vested  in  an  unpaid  officer.  They, 
therefore,  suggested  the  propriety  of  pro- 
viding an  adequate  salary  for  the  respon- 
sible head  of  this  important  office.    The 


post  of  Lord  Clerk  Register,  which  had  for 
many  years  been  held  as  a  sinecure,  was 
deprived  by  the  24  ft  25  Viet.  o.  81,  of  a 
salary  of  £1,200  a  year.  By  the  25  ft  26 
Viet,  c.  53,  a  salary  of  not  less  that  £2,500 
a  year  was  assigned  to  the  Chief  Registrar 
of  the  Land  Registry  of  England.  The 
Lord  Clerk  Register  was  one  of  the  officers 
of  State  of  Scotland,  and  the  head  of  an 
office  of  which  the  revenue  largely  ex- 
ceeded the  expenditure.  The  Committee 
were  unanimous  in  their  Report— and  he 
should  like  the  House  to  remember  that  by 
the  Bill  now  under  their  consideration, 
very  large  and  increased  duties  would  de- 
volve upon  the  whole  staff  of  the  Register 
House  in  Edinburgh.  He  trusted  that 
the  Government  would  do  their  duty,  and 
give  a  proper  salary  to  the  very  efficient 
Lord  Clerk  Register,  and  also  increased 
pay  to  the  clerks  and  officers  in  the  De- 
partment. He  would  remind  the  House 
that  the  present  Lord  Clerk  Register,  Sir 
William  Craig,  had  resigned  his  post  of 
Referee  to  the  House  of  Commons,  of  the 
value  of  £1,000  a  year,  in  order  to  attend 
to  his  duties  at  the  Register  House. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  that  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion  on  Supply  a 
few  nights  ago  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, in  reply  to  a  Question,  intimated 
that  the  Government  had  it  under  their 
consideration  to  give  effect  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Select  Committee  on  that 
subject,  and  he  could  now  add  nothing  to 
that  statement. 

Mr.  CRUM-EWING  complained  of  the 
way  in  which  gentlemen  who  did  nothing 
were  paid  high  salaries  at  the  expense  of 
the  public. 

Mr.  MCLAREN  said,  it  had  been  as- 
sumed that  the  duties  of  the  Lord  Clerk 
Register  had  been  increased,  but  he  had 
seen  no  evidence  that  that  was  the  fact, 
and  he  did  not  believe  it.  No  new  duties 
had  been  imposed  by  any  Act  of  Parliament 
on  that  officer,  whose  work,  such  as  it  was, 
was  done  by  a  deputy,  even  for  whom 
there  was  not  enough  to  do.  His  own 
opinion  on  that  matter  was  shared  by  nine- 
tenths  of  the  people  of  Edinburgh ;  and  he 
hoped  that  the  Government,  after  they  had 
concluded  their  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject, would  see  that  the  right  course  to 
take  was  to  provide  no  salary  whatever  for 
that  office. 

Mr.  craufurd  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  who  had  just  spoken  reminded  him  of 
the  adage  that  none  were  so  blind  as  those 
who  would  not  see.    Having  sat  on  the 
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Select  Committee  himself,  he  could  state 
that  the  evidence  adduced  was  so  irresist- 
ible that  the  general  body  of  the  Com- 
mittee, feeling  astounded  at  the  work  per- 
formed by  the  present  Lord  Clerk  Kegister, 
who  took  the  office  under  the  impression 
that  it  would  be  merely  honorary,  sponta- 
neously came  to  the  conclusion  that  they 
ought  to  recommend  that  he  should  receive 
a  salary.  Whatever  step  might  be  proper 
in  regard  to  sinecurists,  there  was  no  rea- 
son  why  a  gentleman  who  really  performed 
useful  public  labour  should  not  be  remune- 
rated. 

Mr.  MONCREIFF   said,    that,   as  he 
was  Lord  Advocate  when  the  salary  was 
taken  away  from  the  Lord  Clerk  Register, 
ho  thought  it  right  to  say  a  few  words  on 
this  subject.     The  office  was  one  of  great 
responsibility  and  important  duties.  It  was 
an  entire  mistake  on  the  part  of  his  hon. 
Colleague  to  suppose  that  there  were  no 
duties  to  be  performed,  or  that  the  Register 
of  Land  Writs  was  not  within  the  depart- 
ment of  the  Lord  Clerk  Register.  So  little 
was  this  the  case,  that  the  ancient  statute 
which  was  the  basis  of  the  system  of  regis- 
tration named  the  Lord  Clerk  Register  as 
the  high  officer  of  State  under  whom  the 
system  was  to  be  administered.     Although 
the  actual  recording  of  the  Writs  was  in- 
trusted to  the  Keeper  of  the  Sasiues,  the 
whole  searching  Department  was  uuder  the 
direct  superintendence  of  the  Lord  Clerk 
Register,  who  had  besides  a  general  control 
over  the  system.     The  office  ought  never 
to  have  been  a  sinecure.     Unfortunately, 
when  the  late  Earl  of  Dalhousie  was  ap- 
pointed Governor  General  of  India,  he  re- 
tained the  office,  while  he  surrendered  the 
salary  ;  and  although  he  (Mr.  Moncreiff) 
was  very  averse,  on  that  nobleman's  death, 
to  deprive  the  office  of  its  salary,  having 
in  view  the  improvements  which  it  is  the 
object  of  this  Bill  to  carry  out,  it  was  im- 
possible at  that  time  to  insist  on  its  not 
being  abolished.  But  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  present  holder  of  the  office,  has  dis- 
charged its  duties  for  the  last  ten  years 
with  such  labour,  fidelity,  and  ability  that 
the  Committee  which  was  appointed  two 
years  ago  unanimously  recommended  that 
the  salary  should  be  restored.    lie  entirely 
concurred  in  that  opinion.     Some  allusion 
had  been  made  by  his  hon.  Colleague  to 
the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Edinburgh. 
He  was  quite  satisfied  that  the  Govern- 
ment could  do  no  more  popular  act,  as  far 
as  its  citiseus  were  concerned,  than  to  give 
effect  to  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
Mr.  Crau/urd 


mittee.  Some  obsenrationa  had  been 
in  regord  to  the  Keeper  of  the  BiiiMs. 
There  was  no  foundation  whatever  for  tk 
assertion  that  this  gentleman  hadnodatiii 
to  discharge.  Ilia  duties  were  important tij 
essentia],  and  thej  were  most  thonx^j 
discharged,  and  he  was,  as  was  well  knon, 
a  most  able  and  valuable  public  aervtot 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  the  real  qnei- 
tion  was  whether  there  should  be  an  ii- 
crease  in  the  expenditure  of  the  eosntij 
or  not.  If  one  person  was  sufficient  ta 
discharge  the  duties  of  the  office,  ikr 
should  two  be  paid  for  their  performutt! 

Sir  jambs  FERGUSSON  said,  be 
I  could  bear  testimony  to  the  efficiency  will 
which  Sir  W.  Gibson  Craig  had  perforod 
the  duties  of  the  ofiice.  There  might  be 
a  question  whether  the  office  was  orr 
manned ;  but  there  could  be  no  qoeitiH 
that  there  were  important  datiet  to  b 
performed,  and  he  thought  there  eoM  b 
no  doubt  as  to  the  propriety  of  ptji^ 
persons  who  discharged  important  dstiei 
for  performing  them  eflioientlj. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  23  (Compensation  Clause). 

Mil.  M'LAREN  said,  that  the  eompei- 
sation  payable  to  the  suppressed  keepsi 
of  the  local  Registers  of  Sasines  swr 
this  Bill  represented  a  capital  vm  i 
about  £200,000.  Some  of  the  oiecs 
who  would  be  compensated  under  tbtB3 
as  it  stood  had  taken  their  office  oil 
commission  in  which  a  clause  was  intotd, 
stating  that  they  took  the  appoiotadt 
subject  to  its  being  abolished,  or  a  ciiai{t 
made  in  it,  and  providing  tliat  no  dffi 
for  compensation,  in  either  event,  ibMii 
be  competent.  He  moved,  as  an  Amei^ 
ment,  the  insertion  of  the  words,  "  Hsriif 
regard  to  the  terms  of  his  comnu8noD,'*ii 
order  to  limit  the  claims  for  corapensstiiB. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  hoped  U 
the  Committee  would  agree  to  the  Aneai- 
ment  of  his  hon.  Friend.  Since  183Si 
clause  to  the  effect  stated  by  his  b* 
Friend  had  been  inserted  in  the  eonuwi' 
sion  of  persons  taking  the  appointoMBlik 
for  which  it  was  now  proposed  to  coop* 
sate  them.  The  clause  was  not  in  sU  eiMi 
framed  in  precisely  the  same  words,  b 
some  cases,  the  condition  was  based  « 
the  event  of  the  office  being  abolished;  ■ 
others,  on  that  of  alterations  being  oii^ 
in  it.  What  would  less  well-paid  ciii 
servants  in  other  parts  of  the  countrj  9^ 
if  it  should  be  ottempted  to  enforce  ii 
their  case  conditions  of  this  kind,  soppM* 


1529         JStiahUshed  Chureh  (Jumi  12,  1868} 


ilrelatul)  BiU. 


1580 


ing  they  were  now  giren  Dp  in  the  case  of 
the  influential  officera  proposed  to  be  com- 
pensated under  this  Bill  ? 

Sir  JOHN  OGILVY  said,  he  thought 
it  would  be  more  judicious  to  1ea?e  the 
elause  as  it  stood,  as  these  gentlemen  had 
held  their  offices  for  ten  years,  and  had 
discharged  their  duties  most  efficiently. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  considering  the  terms  upon 
which  these  officers  were  appointed,  it  was 
impossible  to  resist  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Laren). 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he  would 
sot  object  to  the  introdnction  of  the  words 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
Dorgh,  if  it  was  understood  that  it  should  be 
left  to  the  Treasury  to  deal  with  all  the 
claims  for  compensation,  as  all  the  appoint- 
ments were  not  made  in  the  same  terms, 
and  a1sotoha?e  regard  to  the  recommenda- 
tion in  the  Beport  of  the  Select  Committee 
as  to  those  appointed  since  1858. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  that  it  was  now 
ten  years  since  these  officers  were  ap- 
pointed, with  the  expectation  that  their 
offices  would  be  speedily  abolished  ;  but 
•ince  their  appointment  their  whole  time 
bad  been  deroted  to  the  discharge  of  their 
dotiesy  and  it  seemed  hard  to  turn  them 
adrift  without  compensation. 

Mb.  clay  thought  that  a  bargain  was 
a  bargain,  and  onght  to  be  adhered  to. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Clanse.  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Hooae  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thursday  next. 

ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
(Jfr.  OladiUms,  Sir  George  Orey,  Mr,  Lawton,) 

[bill  117.]       CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered, 

Mb.  VANCE  said,  that  the  Bill  was 
one  paving  the  way  for  the  confiscation  of 
the  property  both  of  the  English  and  Irish 
Inaoches  of  the  Established  Church.  It 
was  a  fiolatton  of  the  rights  of  property, 
of  the  Act  of  Union,  and  of  the  Oath  of 
the  SoTcreign.  Upon  the  present  occasion 
ko  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the  Bill  itself, 
bot  wished  to  draw  attention  to  a  clause 
which  had  been  hastily  and  inad?ertently 
introduced  the  other  evening.  The  clause 
professed  to  deal  in  a  tender  manner  with  pri- 
Tate  rights,  hut  seemed  to  treat  corporate 
rights  in  a  rough  way.    The  misfortune  of 


the  intended  measure  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  that  it  was  a  Bill  of  confisca- 
tion, without  having  any  object  of  public 
utility.  It  proposed  to  confiscate  three- 
fifths  of  the  property  of  the  Irish  Churoht 
without  providing  any  equivalent  fund  for 
the  support  of  that  Church.  It  was  a 
great  defect  in  many  of  our  Acts  of  Par- 
liament that  they  showed  too  great  a  re- 
spect for  private  rights,  and  too  great  a 
disregard  for  corporate  rights.  One  of  the 
greatest  anomalies  in  the  Irish  Church  was 
caused  by  certain  clauses  which  had  crept 
into  an  Act  of  Parliament.  There  would 
have  been  but  little  complaint  of  the  want 
of  provision  for  religious  purposes  in  cer- 
tain parishes  in  Ireland  had  it  not  been  for 
the  enactments  which  had  crept  into  the 
Church  Temporalities  Act.  The  misfortune 
was  that  whilst  that  Act  enacted  that,  where 
there  was  no  church  in  any  parish  or  where 
service  had  not  been  performed  in  a  parish 
for  a  certain  length  of  time,  the  revenues 
of  such  parish  should  be  forfeited  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners;  but  it  con- 
tained a  saving  clause,  which  enacted  that 
where  a  benefice  in  such  parish  was  in  the 
gift  of  a  private  individual  there  was  to  be 
no  sequestration,  and  thus  such  parish  fre* 
quently  remained  without  any  religious  su- 
pervision while  its  revenues  were  received 
by  an  absentee  clergyman.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  carried  that  tenderness  for 
private  rights  through  the  whole  of  the 
measure  he  shadowed  forth — while  con- 
fiscating, according  to  his  own  admission, 
three-fifths  of  the  property  of  the  Irish 
Church,  without  offering  any  counterbalanc- 
ing public  advantage.  The  clause  in  the 
Bill  to  which  he  wished  on  the  present  occa- 
sion to  draw  special  attention  was  one  which 
appeared  to  have  crept  into  it  through 
haste  and  inadvertence.    It  provided  that — 

'*  Every  person  who  shall  ho  appointed  to  any 
offloe  in  the  College  of  Maynooth  after  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Act  shall  hold  the  said  offloe  subject  to 
the  pleasure  of  Parliament,  and  liliewise  every 
Presbyterian  minister  hereafter  to  be  appointed 
to  receive  any  share  of  the  Return  Donum** 

The  first  part  of  (hat  clause  was  an  abso- 
lute injustice,  while  the  last  part  of  it  was 
an  absolute  absurdity.  The  Bill  proposed 
to  enact  that  the  presentation  to  all  bene- 
fices in  the  Irish  Church  which  should 
become  vacant  should  be  immediately  sus- 
pended, and  it  was  understood  that  the 
presentation  to  the  oflBces  in  the  College 
of  Maynooth  were  to  be  suspended  also. 
So  far  from  that  being  done  by  this  clause, 
however,  it  permitted  all  vacancies  which 
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might  occur  in  that  inBtitutioQ  to  he  filled 
up,  merely  directing  that  the  whole  grant 
should  be  lubjeot  to  the  pleasure  of  Par- 
liament. But  what  was  the  effect  of  that 
proTision  ?  Had  not  the  grant  to  Maynooth 
always  heon  subject  to  the  pleasure  of 
Parliament,  which  had  at  any  time  power 
to  abolish  it  either  in  part  or  altogether. 
The  part  of  the  clause  which  referred  to 
the  Regium  Donum  was  ?ery  rague.  The 
Eegium  Donum  was  commonly  understood 
to  be  a  profision  for  the  Presbyterian  and 
Nonconformist  clergy  in  Ireland  ;  but,  in 
fact,  technically,  it  might  be  a  Royal  grant 
for  any  other  purposes.  There  was  no 
public  recognition  by  any  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment of  the  Regium  Donum,  It  was  mere 
surplusage  to  say  that  that  grant  was  to 
bo  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament,  when  it 
was  Toted  in  the  Estimates  year  by  year, 
and  might  at  any  time  be  abolished,  either 
wholly  or  in  part.  The  clause  if  agreed  to 
would  be  utterly  inoperative,  and  therefore 
he  begged  to  move  that  that  part  of  it 
which  referred  to  the  Regium  Donum 
should  bo  omitted. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  New  Clause  ( Maynooth  and  Regium  Donum), 
to  leave  out  the  words  *'and  the  right  of  any  per- 
son to  a  share  in  the  Regium  Donum  which  shall 
accrue  after  the  passing  of  this  Act."  —  {Mr, 
Vance.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  had  been  rather  severe 
upon  this  clause,  and  it  was  a  great  pity 
that  he  had  not  been  present  when  it  was 
agreed  to  in  Committee.  All  he  could 
say  was  that  he  was  in  no  way  responsible 
for  the  clause,  which  had  been  introduced 
in  order  to  meet  the  views  of  those  who 
sympathized  with  the  hon.  Member  with 
respect  to  this  measure,  and  which  was 
not  necessary  either  to  carry  out  the  ob- 
jects of  the  authors  of  the  Bill,  or  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  Government  as  expressed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary.  The  hon.  Member  said  that 
the  first  part  of  the  clause — that  which 
related  to  Maynooth  —  was  unjust,  ond 
that  the  second  part  of  it — that  which 
related  to  the  Regium  Donum — was  ab- 
surd. He  appeared,  however,  to  be  more 
scandalized  by  the  absurdity  than  by  the  in- 
justice, for  he  proposed  to  omit  the  absurd 
part  of  the  clause  and  to  retain  the  unjust 
part  of  it.  The  course  that  the  House  should 
lake  upon  the  subject  was  quite  plain. 
Mr.  Vance 


These  prifate  rights  wera  recogniied  is  ike 
4th  ReiolotioQ.    In  his  opinion  there  cooU 
be  no  doubt  that  with  respect  to  this  dsvi 
they  had  gone  beyond  all  oaage;  and  if  tLi 
matter  were  Tie  wed   in  a  strict  and  In* 
tidious  sense,   poasiblj  beyond  pro|irietj, 
in  taking  notice   in    a  statote  of  rigku 
which  depended  entirely  on  the  plesem 
of  Parliament.     But  if  the  grant  to  Uty 
nooth  were  to  be  referred  to  in  the  staute, 
it  was  only  just  that  the  Regium  Iktm 
should  be  placed  upon   the   same  footing 
and  that  the   legislation   with  regsrd  u 
both  grants  should  be  equal,  which  tgiU 
be  the  case  if  the    clause   were  ptssei 
The  fact  was  that   the  provision  with  »• 
spect  to  the  Regium  Donum  grew  setflf 
the  4th  Resolution  which  had  been  adopd 
by  the  House.     That  Resolution  distiidlf 
recognized  the  existence  of  a  personil  it- 
terest  on  the  part  of  those  who  reednl 
the  Regium  Donum.     It  was  not  a  le^ 
interest,  but  it  was  an  interest  of  a  kai 
with  which  the  House  had  always  sksn 
its  readiness  to  deal  generously ;  tnd  if 
they  were   to    make    any   distinction  \t 
tween  the  College  of  Maynooth  and  (b 
Regium  Donum  they  would  be  comnittiif 
a  manifest  practical  injustice.     The  ka 
Gentleman  appeared    to    forget  that  tb 
Bill  contained  provisions  for  the  dischiqi 
of  the  duties  of  the  minister  during  & 
continuance  of  the  Act,  and  that  the  djj 
object  was  to    prevent    the    creatiea  i 
freeholds  until  Parliament  could  ded  liA 
the  whole  subject  of  the  Irish  Church. 

Mr.  N£WDEGAT£  said,  he  wfd 
reiterate  his  objection  to  the  Bill;  aidki 
presumed  his  arguments  had  some  w^k 
because  the  Roman  Catholic  Meaboi 
were  so  desirous  to  refute  them.  HeM 
voted  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Eifk- 
caldy  (Mr.  Aytoun)  on  the  ground  thstit 
was  unjust  to  pass  an  Act  designed  tf 
injure  the  Anglican  clergy,  while  tbi 
professors  of  Maynooth  were  allowed  ti 
be  free  from  its  operations.  The  r^ 
hon.  Momber  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  apparently  thought  sock  • 
course  just,  and  bad  voted  the  other  vij; 
but  now,  by  sanctioning  the  claoie,  hi 
had  endeavoured  to  cover  an  injustiee  kf 
an  absurdity.  The  position  of  those  vis 
derive  benefit  from  the  Regium  Doititm 
was  totally  different  from  the  profcssifi 
at  Maynooth,  because  the  latter  were  ap- 
pointed under  an  Act  of  Parliament.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  the  Regium  Dcm^ 
in  the  aggregate  was  sanctioned  luAr 
the  Appropriation  Act,    but  the  sppoiB^ 
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ments  were  not  specified  in  any  Aoi  of 
Parliamont.  On  the  other  hand  there  was 
a  clause  in  the  Maynooth  Act  specifying 
the  appointments.  The  position  of  per- 
sons receiving  a  share  of  the  Eegium 
Donum  was  therefore  totally  different  from 
that  of  persons  appointed  under  the  May- 
nooth  Act  of  1845. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill   to  he  read  the  third  time  upon 
Tuesday  next. 

REVENUE  OFFICERS*  DISABILITIES 

REMOVAL  BILL— [Bill  76.] 

{Mr,  Monk,  Sir  Earry  Vemey,  Mr,  OtUHxy.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  monk  said,  that  he  was  glad  to 
afford  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  an 
opportunity  of  which  he  knew  tiiat  his 
right  hon.  Friend  was  anxious  to  avail 
himself,  to  explain  to  the  House  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  Her  Majesty's 
GoTernment  had  deemed  it  consistent  with 
their  duty  not  to  ho  present  in  their  places 
at  the  hour  at  which  the  Speaker  usually 
takes  the  Chair  on  Wednesday  last,  wheu 
he  had  the  honour  to  move  the  second 
reading  of  this  important  Bill.  He  was 
tare  that  hon.  Memhers  who  were  present 
on  that  occasion  would  hear  him  out  in  the 
remark  that  he  was  extremely  reluctant  to 
snatch  what  was  deemed  by  some  to  he  a 
supposed  advantage,  but  which  he  desired 
most  distinctly  and  deliberately  to  state 
was  not  an  unforeseen  success,  through  the 
absence  of  all  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
It  was  true  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
came  down  to  the  House  half-an-hour  after 
the  usual  hour  of  meeting,  but  when  he 
(Mr.  Monk)  rose  to  address  tlio  House 
there  was  only  one  hon.  Member  present 
on  the  five  Ministerial  Benches  above  the 
Gangway.  It  would  have  been  absurd  for 
him  to  address  mere  empty  Benches.  He 
belieyed  he  was  actiog  discreetly  in  moving 
the  second  reading  and  in  reserving  his 
arguments  in  favour  of  the  measure  for  a 
reply.  The  reasons  which  had  induced 
him,  as  an  humble  and  independent  Mem- 
ber, to  introduce  another  Franchise  Bill  to 
the  House  at  a  time  when  two  most  impor- 
tant Government  measures  for  the  Reform 
of  the  representation  of  the  people  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland  were  occupying  the 

freater  part  of  the  time  and  attention  of 
'arliament,  were  briefly  these.     It  would 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that 


when  the  English  Beform  Bill  was  in  Com- 
mittee last  year,  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Buckingham  (Sir  Harry 
Verney),  proposed  a  clause  by  which  the 
right  of  TOting  at  Parliamentary  elections 
would  be  conferred  upon  officers  employed 
ID  the  Revenue  Departments,  who  were 
otherwise  entitled  to  the  franchise.  That 
clause  wes  negatived  almost  without  dis- 
cussion by  the  advice  and  recommendation 
of  the  present  Prime  Minister,  and  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire,  partly  on  the  ground  that  by 
conferring  the  franchise  on  Revenue  officers 
new  influences  would  be  introduced  into 
public  life,  which  might  not  be  of  a  bene- 
ficial character,  and  partly  because  my 
right  hon.  Friend  thought  that,  although 
there  was  a  (aW  primd  facie  case  in  their 
favour,  preliminary  inquiry  was  desirable ; 
but  chiefly  because  the  House  was  anxious 
that  no  delay  should  take  place  in  sending 
the  Bill  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  that  it 
should  become  law  as  speedily  as  possible. 
My  hon.  Friend  allowed  his  clause  to  bo 
negatived  without  a  division,  and  for  a 
time  the  hopes  of  the  Revenue  officers  wero 
doomed  to  disappointment.  The  object  of 
this  Bill  was  to  relieve  the  public  servants 
employed  in  the  management  and  collection 
of  Her  Majesty's  Revenues  from  certain 
disabilities  imposed  by  an  Act  of  the 
Legislature  in  the  last  century.  In  1782, 
shortly  after  the  formation  of  the  Rock- 
ingham Ministry,  a  Bill  was  introduced 
into  the  House  of  Commons  for  the  purpose 
of  hotter  securing  the  freedom  of  election 
of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament  by 
disabling  them  from  voting  at  such  elec- 
tions. That  Bill  was  warmly  contested 
in  all  its  stages,  but  it  was  passed  by  con- 
siderable majorities,  though  in  no  one 
division  were  more  than  110  Members 
present.  At  that  time  it  was  computed 
that  the  Revenue  officers  formed  nearly  20 
per  cent  of  the  whole  number  of  electors 
throughout  the  country.  On  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill  the  Marquess  of  Rock- 
ingham stated  that  in  no  less  than  seventy 
horoughs  the  elections  depeuded  chiefly 
upon  the  votes  of  the  Revenue  officers,  so 
that  in  point  of  fact  they  could  influence 
140  votes  in  the  then  House  of  Commons. 
At  present,  they  would,  if  these  disabilities 
were  removed,  form  a  very  insignificant 
proportion  of  the  whole  number  of  electors. 
Shortly  after  the  union  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  the  Act  of  43  Geo,  III.,  c. 
25,  was  passed,  creating  similar  disabilities 
for  the  sister  country,  and  by  the  7  &  8 
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Oeo,  IV.,  0.  53,  B.  9,  the  provisionB  of  the 
former  Acts  were  amended  and  atiil  further 
extended  hy  increasing  the  penalty  to  be 
inflicted  upon  a  Revenue  officer  for  voting 
whilst  in  Her  Majesty's  service  and  for 
two  months  subsequently,  from  £100  to 
£500.  Those  were  tho  enactments  which 
the  Bill  sought  to  repeal.  It  was  simply 
and  solely  a  Franchise  Bill,  and  was  con- 
fined to  the  relief  of  the  officers  in  the 
Revenue  Departments  from  a  fine  of  £500 
and  the  further  penalty  of  being  for  ever 
disabled  and  incapable  of  holding  or  exe- 
cuting any  office  of  trust  under  Her  Ma- 
jesty, her  heirs,  and  successors,  to  which 
they  are  liable  for  voting  at  elections.  The 
Bill  had  been  for  some  weeks  in  the  hands 
of  Members  and  of  the  public.  There  had 
been  no  undue  haste,  no  surprise.  The 
petitions  which  had  been  presented  were 
unanimously  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  It  was 
worthy  of  note  that  those  Acts  affected 
one  branch  only  of  the  Civil  Service.  The 
Treasury,  Homo  Office,  Foreign  Office, 
War  Office,  and  Admiralty  were  wholly 
unaffected  by  them.  The  employes  in 
those  Departments  could  exercise  the  fran- 
chise freely  without  let  or  hindrance,  and 
with  respect  to  the  officers  in  the  Customs, 
Post  Office,  and  Inland  Revenue,  whatever 
might  have  been  the  apprehensions  of  Par- 
liament in  1782  as  to  the  special  influence 
of  the  Crown  in  directing  their  votes,  it 
was  preposterous  to  suppose  that  any  such 
apprehensions  could  reasonably  be  enter- 
tained in  1868  ;  indeed,  if  there  were  any 
grounds  for  apprehending  any  undue 
influence  from  that,  or  from  any  other 
quarter,  an  excellent  opportunity  would 
have  been  found  for  making  trial  of  the 
ballot  in  taking  the  votes  of  the  civil 
servants  of  the  Crown.  The  chief  argu- 
ment used  in  favour  of  tho  Disabilities 
Bill  in  1782  was  that  the  Revenue  officers 
themselves  desired  to  bo  relieved  from  the 
franchise.  One  of  the  Members  for  Kent 
(Mr.  Honywood)  said  that  tho  Bill  gave 
universal  satisfaction  in  tho  ports  in  that 
eounty,  as  the  officers  were  liable  to  be 
dismissed  from  their  employment  if  they 
dared  to  have  an  opinion  of  their  own  in 
matters  of  election.  That  argument  no 
longer  held  good.  The  Revenue  officers, 
as  might  be  seen  by  their  petitions,  con- 
sidered their  continued  disfranchisement 
as  a  stigma  and  as  a  disgrace,  and  as  in- 
dicating a  belief  that  they  were  under  the 
control  of  the  Qovernment  of  tho  day,  and 
unfit  to  be  entrusted  with  the  franchise. 
The  Revenue  officers  themselves   were  a 

Mr.  Monk 


highly  edaeated  class,  possetaing  poBM 
capacity  equal    to,    if    not    above,  tbck 
fellows.     They    were   eminently  fit  to  bi 
entrusted    with    the   franchise,  and  fol^ 
capable  of  exercisini;  it  with  intellignei 
and  independence.   Thej  had  been  seleetsi 
by  competitive  examinations  to  fill  offica 
of  trust  in    tho     public    service.    TboN 
offices    they    filled    with  credit  to  tbeo- 
elves   and  with    adTantage    and   satilfl^ 
tion  to  the  country.      Ue  would  ask  tW 
House    whether    it     was    not    a   glsrii| 
anomaly  that  theae  men  should  be  depnvd 
of  their  electoral  rights  upon  enteriog  Her 
Majesty's  service,  and  that  they  shoaM  k 
restored  to  them  only  on  being  dismiiiei 
on  account  of  incompetency  or  some  gnu 
and  serious  oflTence  ?     In  the  face,  tos,  i 
the  wide  enfranchisement  by  the  Act  i 
last  year,  their  position   wonld   be  mn 
galling  and  intolerable  than  it  had  hitkoti 
been.     He   would    appeal    to    the  Hosn 
whether  this  was  not  a  necessary  eorollsy 
of  the  Reform  Act  of  laat  year  ;  he  vooU 
appeal  to  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Menkm 
whether  this  was  not  a  necessary  adjoscl 
to  the  Reform  Bills  for  Scotland  aid  Ii» 
land  ?     Nothing  but  the  good  of  the  Still 
could  justify  the  continuance  of  those  » 
strictions,  and  he  did  not  helieve  that  tb^ 
were  necessary  for  the  good  govemmeftt  if 
the  country  or  for   tho   well-being  of  tk 
public  service.     At  that  hour  of  the  m^ 
it  would  be  impossible  for  him  to  do  Mn 
than  to  allude  to  the  Report  of  the  Cm- 
missioners  of  Customs  and  Inland  Revifl 
just  delivered  to  Membcra.     Some  of  tk 
arguments  were  inapplicable  to  the  Kl 
others  might  easily    be   refuted.     Bit  li 
must  call  the  attention  of  the  Hosis  li 
the  remarkable    absence    of    any  Rspat 
from  the  Post  Office.      I**  Move,  move!*] 
In  deference  to  tho  wishea   of  the  HosR^ 
he  would  at  once  move  that  Mr.  Spsskr 
do  now  leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propotfi 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  Ai 
Chair."— (Ifr.  3fonk.) 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  moved  lb 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  said,  he  thought  it  was  utterly  mr 
possible  at  that  hour  of  the  night  to  disc* 
a  measure  of  so  serious  a  character.  Hi 
wished  to  explain  and  apologize  to  tiN 
House  for  his  absence  when  the  Bill  tMi 
for  a  second  reading  tho  other  day.  ^ 
came  on  at  an  earlier  hour  than  was  oioil 
for  the  first  Order  of  the  Day,  and  he  vti 
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not  prepared  for  its  coming  on  so  soon. 
He  was  on  his  way  to  the  House,  but  was 
unezpectedlj  detained,  and  reached  very 
soon  after  twelve  o'clock,  but  found  the 
second  reading  had  been  ogreed  to  without 
any  discussion.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk)  had  on  that  occasion 
an  ample  opportunity  for  detailing  the 
reasons  for  reading  the  Bill  a  second  time 
— indeed,  the  Bill  might  have  occupied  the 
whole  day  ;  and  if  he  had  gone  on  with  his 
speech  he  would  have  had  the  advantage 
of  the  presence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Member  for  South  Lancashire, 
who  came  into  the  House  a  few  minutes 
after  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
did.  A  few  minutes  ago  he  had  received 
a  message  from  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  the  effect  that  he  understood  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Otway), 
whose  name  was  on  the  back  of  the  Bill, 
that  it  would  not  be  proceeded  with  to- 
night, and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
left  the  House  on  that  understanding.  On 
the  same  understanding  he  had  told  a 
number  of  his  Friends  who  intended  to 
support  him  in  opposing  the  Bill  that  they 
were  at  liberty  to  leave.  He  therefore 
hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  no 
hesitation  in  acceding  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Mb.  OTWAT  explained  that  he  had  a 
abort  conversation  with  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  South  Lancashire,  who  in- 
formed him  that,  being  very  much  tired, 
he  could  not  wait  for  a  long  discussion, 
npon  which  he  said  he  would  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk)  not  to 
proceed  with  the  Bill ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  left  the  House  beforo  he  had 
the  opportunity  of  learning  the  result  of 
that  communication,  which  was  that  his 
hon.  Friend  intended  to  persevere  in  his 
Motion.  He  thought  it  would  be  impos- 
•ible  now  to  persist  in  going  into  Coni- 
rnittee  when  the  Government  declined  to 
discuss  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  clay  said,  he  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  could  not,  in  Parliamentary  cour- 
tesy, resist  the  adjournment  of  the  debate, 
but  he  hoped  a  Morning  Sitting  would  bo 
appointed  for  the  Bill,  which  excited  con- 
eiderable  interest  among  the  large  class 
whom  it  concerned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  *'  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."  —  (Mr, 
SelaUf  Booth.) 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  36 ;  Noes 
52:  Majority  16. 

VOL.  CXCII.    [thibd  series.] 


I     Question  again  proposed,   "  That  Mr. 
i  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair.'* 

Lord  EDWIN  HILL-TREVOR  moved, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.'* 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '*  That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn,"  — •  {Lord 
Edwin  Hill'  Trevor ;) — after  some  discus- 
sion, put,  and  negatived. 

Question  again  proposed,  '*  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — {Mr, 
Powell.) 

After  further  discussion,  the  House  di- 
vided : — Ayes  33 ;  Noes  42  ;  Majority  9. 

Main  Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  MONK  said,  that  if  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  thought,  after  what  had 
happened,  he  (Mr.  Monk)  had  a  claim 
upon  the  Government,  he  should  be  happy 
to  allow  the  debate  to  be  now  adjourned, 
and  he  would  put  the  Motion  down  for 
Monday. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  thought  the  question  very 
worthy  of  discussion,  and  he  should  be 
glad  to  hear  it  fully  discussed.  He  had  no 
objection  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
I  tleman. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

Ilouse  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock, 
till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
Monday t  June  15,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— Selict  CoiOiiTTiE— On  Artixans' 
and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  The  Marquesg  of 
Bath  added. 

Public  'RiuA-^Firtt  Reading — Metropolitan  Re- 

Julations  *  ( 140) ;  Metropolitan  Roads  *  ( 150) ; 
ndustrial  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment* 
(151). 
Second  Reading — County  Conrts  (Admiralty 
Jarisdiction)  (108) ;  Unclaimed  Prise  Money 
(India)*  (121). 
Committee-^  SzXb  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Act 
Amendment*  (103-148). 

PUBLIC  SCHOOLS.— OBSERVATIONS. 
ADDRESS  FOR  PAPERS. 

Barl  STANHOPE  rose  to  call  the 
Attention  of  the  House  to  the  Report  of 
the  Public  Schools  Commission  in  1864, 
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with  the  View  to  Bome  further  MeaBures  ;  of  the  Commissioners  on  Endowed  Sehoob, 
beyond  the  Bill  now  pending  in  Parliament ;  .  so  ably  presided  over  bj  his  nobla  Friend 
and  to  move  for  Copies  of  nny  Petitions  or  j  opposite  (Lord  Taunton).     Id  one  pauagi 
Memorials  on  the  subject  of  Public  Schools  { the  Commissioners  said  of  such  schools— 
which  have  been  received  by  Her  Majesty's    and  the  words  though  few  are  most  weightj 
Government  since  the  Ist  of  July,  1866.    — *'  Where  Latin    is    best  taught  Frenek 
He  had  no  intention  of  discussing  the  Bill  ;  and   mathematics    are    best   taught  alio, 
now  pending  in  the  other  House — had  ho  ;  Where  Latin  is  not  taught,  other  sabjecti 
desired  to  do  so  he  should  certainly  have    are  rarely  well  taught.**    While coneorrisg 
waited  until  it  came  before  their  Lordships ;  |  in  the  desire  that  Greek  and  Latin  stndifi 
but  all  ho  had  to  say  about  the  Bill  was  .  should  be  made  the  foundation  of  the  carri- 
that  he  heartily  wished  it  success,  for  it  was  '  culuni  of  these    school^*,   he  would  saj  it 
substantially  the  measure  which  was  framed  ;  did  not  follow  that  tlicjr  should  be,  as  th<r 
two  years  ago  by  a  Select  Committee  of    were  fifty  years  ago  the  only  studies.   It 
their  Lordships'  House,  to  which  the  Bill  '  was  gratifying  to  find    how    many  othsr 
introduced  on  behalf  of  the  Government    branches  of  study  recommended  by  the 
by  his  noble  Friend  (the  Enrl  of  Derby)    Commission  of  1864    were   being  taovbL 
was  referred.     As  the  Bill  wns  received  ,  Until  1836  mathematics  were  not  tsoglt 
from  the  Government,  it  was   intended  to  i  at  Eton  ;  it  was  onlj   provided  that  tke 
legislate  for  a  great  number  of  cases  ;  but  •  writing  maBter  might  be  permitted  to  adJ 
the  Committee  adopted  a  more  general  and  ( them    to   his   other   teaching.      It  wwl 
he  thought  a  much  sounder  principle — that ;  appear  incredible  in  the  n^zt  age  that  tbc 
of  leaving  each  case  to  be  decided  as  it  arose  ;  countrymen  of  Sir  Isaoc  Newton  eoold  be 
by  a  Commission  which  commanded  confi-    content  to  leave  mathematics  at  thisgreit 
deuce.     It  was  on  that  principle  the  Bill    public  school  to  be   a   mere    makeweigiil 
which  had  been  introduced  into  the  Com-   and  appendage  to  the  duties  of  the  vrilii^ 


mons  this  year  was  framed,  and  he  trusted 
it  would  como  to  their  Lordships  without 
any  material  alteration.  But,  important 
though  the  Bill  was,  it  gave  no  power  to 


master.  Since  then,  both  at  Eton  ted 
other  public  schools,  mathematics  had  k- 
como  part  of  the  school  course.  Moden 
languages   had    also    been    introduced  il 


the  Commission  it  appointed  to  deal  with  ;  Eton.     It  was  not  the  least  of  themiif 
the  question  of  the  course  of   studies  at   services    which   the    Prince    Consort  hd 


public  schools.  Yet  the  subject  occupied 
much  of  the  time  of  the  Commission  of 
1864,  and  no  one  v»ould  deny  that  it  was 


rendered  to  tho  cause  of  intellectoal  pro- 
gress in  this  country  tliat  he  had  foosdad 
prizes  at  Eton  for  the  study   of  moden 


one  of  paramount  importance.     He  did  not ,  languages.     Notwithstanding  these  prifc^ 


complain  that  no  power  over  the  course  of 
studies  was  given  to  the  Commission,  for 
the   subject   was  one  which  properly  be- 


the  study  of  French  had  been  pumedit 
Eton  under,  he  might  say,  great  diaeoi- 
ragement  from  the  school  authorities.  B« 


longed  to  the  governing  body  of  a  school,  '  at  present  it  was  otherwise.  Since  tki 
and  he  disclaimed  all  idea  of  constraint  or  '  subject  was  last  discussed  by  their  Lcd- 
compulsion.  Tho  question  he  desired  to  '  ships,  French  had  been  made  a  Mco- 
Bubniit  to  their  Lordships  was  whether,  ;  sary  part  of  the  school  course.  If  ds* 
without  any  constraint  or  compulsion,  some  i  paraging  terms  were  to  be  used  of  EtMi 
measurea  of  a  practical  character  might  not ;  they  could  apply  only  to  the  past,  and  Ml 
be  introduced  which  might  facilitate  the  im- 1  to  tho  present  or  future;  for  the  ijito 
provoments  we  desired  to  see  effected  in  the  ;  had  undergone  a  most  salutary  cbanf^ 
course  of  studies,  and  which  might  enable  ;  and  it  was  probable — nay,  more,  he  wow 
the  governors  of  public  schools  to  do  what  |  say  certain — that  Eton  "^  would  heneefoitk 
he  believed  many  of  them  were  desirous  of  \  take  the  lead  in  all  improvemeoti  rf 
doing.  It  did  seem  most  esBontial,  as  i  study.  Modern  history  and  geography  hid 
was  well  urged  by  the  Commissioners'  Re-  been  introduced,  and  natural  science  hid 
port  of  1864,  that  the  studies  of  the  public  made  more  progress  at  Eton  and  other 
schools  should  continue  to  have  a  classical ;  public  schools  than  he  could  have  veotared 
basis,  and  that  they  should  still  proceed  |  to  anticipate.  When  he  laat  adJraised 
from  the  languages  of  Greece  and  of  Rome.  '  their  Lordships  on  this  subject  he  ezprened 
A  striking  testimony  to  the  valuo  of  that !  doubts  whether  natural  science  eonld  hi 


clasaical  foundation,  even  where  the  teach 
ing  was  of  a  far  less  elevated  order,  was 
supplied  incidentally  in  that  other  Report 
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introduced  into  the  course  of  studies;  hil 
now  he  found  with  great  pleasure  thai  (hit 
object  was  actually  accomplished.  Accord- 
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ing  to  a  Return  kindly  supplied  to  him  by 

the  Provost  of  Eton — 

"  FreDoh  is  taught  oompulaorily  thronghout  the 
school  to  the  top  of  Division  4.  The  first  three 
divisioDs  comprise  together  just  100  boys.  Some 
branch  of  physical  science  is  taught  ooropulsorily 
throughout  the  fifth  form  to  the  top  of  Dirision  4. 
The  branches  now  being  taught  are  physical  geo- 
graphy,  mechanics,  hydrostatics,  optics,  astro- 
nomy. These  divisions  (4  to  11)  comprise  about 
280  boys." 

In  fact,  BO  many  new  branohes  of  study 
had  been  introduced  that  it  had  become 
absolutely  necessary  to  consider  what  por- 
tions of  the  present  cuniculum  could  be 
laid  aside  while  retaining  the  classical 
foundation — for  the  conclusion  was  irre- 
sistible, that,  with  due  regard  to  the  health 
and  physical  training  of  the  boys,  it  was 
impossible  to  increase  materially  the  time 
devoted  to  study.  Much  might  be  done 
by  increased  application  and  by  improved 
methods  of  teaching  ;  but  substantially  the 
question  was  what  branches  of  study  were 
to  bo  given  up  for  the  branches  which 
were  to  be  adopted.  He  could  not  but 
think  it  was  desirable  with  that  view  to 
deal  with  the  practice  of  Greek  composi- 
tion in  prose  and  in  verse,  which  he  be- 
lieved could  be  wholly  set  aside.  Latin 
eomposition  might  be,  not  set  aside, 
bal  restrained  within  smaller  boundsi  and 
especially  should  it  be  confined  to  those 
who  showed  an  aptitude  for  it.  But  he 
maintained  there  was  no  good  argument 
for  eontinuing  the  practice  of  composition 
in  Greek  verse.  To  illustrate  that  point 
he  would  take  the  case  of  the  noble  Earl 
the  late  Prime  Minister  (the  Earl  of 
Perby),  who,  it  was  universally  allowed, 
Lad  gained  great  credit  by  his  spirited  and 
eaccessfnl  translation  of  tho  Iliad  into 
Boglish  verse,  and  who,  he  might  remark 
m  passing,  would  greatly  gratify  gentle- 
men of  all  political  parties  if  he  would 
employ  his  present  leisure  in  translating 
the  Odyssey  also.  Now,  supposing  that 
the  noble  Earl,  instead  of  giving  on  Eng- 
lish version  of  the  Iliad,  had  been  so  misled 
bj  his  school  recollections  as  to  have  un- 
dertaken the  translation  of  Paradise  Lost 
into  Greek  iambics,  he  would  duubtless 
hmve  been  subjected  to  very  disparaging 
remarks — and,  indeed,  he  observed  that 
the  very  idea  caused  his  noble  Friend  to 
smile.  A  very  painful  impression  was  in 
like  manner  produced  on  his  mind  by  tho 
deseription  of  the  ludicrous  efforts  of  a 
school -boy  who,  being  required  to  cele- 
brate the  inauguration  of  a  neighbouring 
railway  in  some  price  verses,  endeavoured 


to  convey  the  notion  of  a  railway  in 
pure  and  classical  Greek ;  and  it  cer- 
tainly was  a  strong  condemnation  of  the 
system  that,  whereas  other  branches  of 
study,  if  pursued  in  after-life,  brought 
praise  and  honour  to  those  who  cultivated 
them,  the  pursuit  of  Greek  and  Latin 
composition  would  be  productive  of  ridi- 
cule. Then  when  so  many  other  branches 
of  study  demanded  our  attention,  what 
argument  could  be  adduced  in  favour  of 
continuing  this  system  of  Greek  and  Latin 
composition  at  our  public  schools  ?  The 
sole  argument  which  he  had  heard  was 
that  it  tended  to  promote  good  scholar- 
ship. But  was  that  the  fact  ?  He  would 
venture  to  bring  forward  evidence  to  tho 
contrary,  and  he  felt  sure  it  would  be  lis- 
tened to  with  respect  by  their  Lordships. 
There  was  a  very  important  letter,  dated 
the  8th  of  November,  1862.  from  Dr. 
Whowell,  the  late  Master  of  Trinity  Col- 
lege. It  would  be  found  in  the  second 
volume  of  the  Commission  of  1862.  In 
that  letter  Dr.  Who  well  said — 

**  The  very  great  amount  of  time  and  oare 
which  is  bestowed  on  this  acoomplishment  [of 
writing  Latin  verses]  is  disproportioned  to  the 
value  of  it  as  a  condition  and  element  of  an 
exact  knowledge  of  the  Latin  language.  Still 
more  are  the  writing  of  Greek  prose  and  Greek 
▼erse  not  necessary  to  the  scholar  ;  and  it  can- 
not be  doubted  that  a  most  exact  knowledge  of 
Greek  may  exist  in  persons  who  could  not  fluently 
translate  Addison  into  Greek  prose  or  Pope  into 

Greek  yerse The  great  amount  of  time  and 

attention  bestowed  on  these  accoinplishments  in 
this  University  has,  I  think,  an  unfavourable 
effect  upon  the  knowledge  of  classical  literature 
which  our  scholars  acquire.  The  result  of  its 
occupying  so  much  of  their  time  is  that  they 
bestow  comparatively  little  of  their  time  and 
thoughts  upon  the  reading  of  Greek  and  Latin 
authors  with  a  view  to  their  matter.  They  are 
much  better  acquainted  with  the  Greek  and  Latin 
written  by  themselves  and  their  companions  than 
with  any  Greek  or  Latin  written  by  ancient 
authors." — [p.  43.] 

He  trusted  their  Lordships  would  mark 
well  these  words.  If  even  Greek  and 
Latin  scholarship  were  to  be  taken  as  tho 
sole  and  entire  aim  of  public  schools,  see 
what  so  high  an  authority  pronounced  to 
be  the  effect  upon  that  scholarship  of  tho 
system  of  Greek  and  Latin  composition. 
Dr.  Whewell  declared  that  it  was  actually 
unfavourable.  The  result  of  that  system 
was  in  general  to  make  the  scholars  mere 
copyists  of  copies — to  turn  them  from  the 
study  of  such  writers  as  Virgil  to  the 
study  of  such  writers  as  Vincent  Bourne- 
If  he  wished  to  describe  our  present  sys- 
tem of  compulsory  compositions  in  Greek 
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and  Latin  bj  two  words  only,  he  wonld 
take  the  two  words  in  which  that  great 
critic  Boileau  described  some  bad  poets  of 
his  time — he  bade  us  to  beware  of  their 
"sterile  abundance."  Nothing  certainly 
could  bo  more  abundant  than  the  crop  of 
Greek  and  Latin  verses  at  our  Universities 
and  public  schools  ;  nothing  could  be  more 
sterile  than  the  supposed  advantages  they 
brought.  Why  was  the  existing  system 
maintained  ?  He  thought  he  could  clearly 
show  that  some  of  our  greatest  public 
schools  wero  themselves  disinclined  to 
encourage  or  extend  it.  Here,  for  in- 
stance, were  some  extracts  from  a  circular 
letter,  dated  April  10,  1867,  and  addressed 
by  the  very  able  Head  Master  of  Harrow, 
Dr.  Butler,  "  to  masters  and  tutors  en- 
gaged in  preparing  boys  for  Harrow."  He 
said — 

"  It  may  be  convenient  for  you  to  receive  early 
inrormation  of  an  important  change  which  we 
propose  to  introduce  into  our  school  instruction. 
Boys  in  the  fourth  form  will  bo  henceforward  ex- 
empted from  Latin  verses  altogether.  In  the 
shells  the  great  majority  will  be  exempted ;  in- 
struotion  in  verses  being  reserved  for  such  young 
boys  in  this  part  of  the  school  as  shall  appear  to 
their  tutors  to  have  a  decided  talent  for  them." 

Dr.  Butler  then  proceeded  to  show  that 
by  some  other  classes  Latin  versification 
might  be  still  pursued ;  and  he  said  in  his 
final  paragraph — 

**  You  will  not,  I  trust,  infer  from  this  circular 
that  I  am  an  opponent  of  Latin  verses.  On  the 
contrary,  I  have  a  strong  sense  of  their  value  as 
a  means  of  imparting  and  developing  a  taste  for 
refined  scholarship.  But  experience  has  convinced 
me  that  with  a  very  large  proportion  of  our  boys 
they  are  thrown  away,  and  I  cannot  resist  the 
conclusion  that  the  intellectual  interests  of  this 
large  number  demand  some  modification  in  our 
long- established  system." 

The  reason  why  the  present  system  was 
continued  was  that  the  public  schools  were 
looking  to  the  Universities,  while  the  Uni- 
versities were  looking  to  the  public  schools. 
Each  expected  the  other  to  make  the  first 
step.  Anyone  conversant  with  our  public 
schools,  if  interrogated  as  to  the  reason 
why  the  system  of  Greek  composition, 
which  had  become  the  laughing-stock  of 
the  best  scholars  of  France  and  Germany, 
was  Btill  continued  in  this  country,  would 
reply  that  the  public  schools  were  bound 
to  train  boys  for  the  Universities  of  Ox- 
ford and  Cambridge,  where  prizes  were 
awarded  for  Greek  composition — as  the 
Person  Prize  at  Cambridge  and  the 
Gaisford  Prize  at  Oxford  —  and  where 
Fellowships  and  other  posts  of  dignity 
and  profit  were  to  some  extent  depcnd- 
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ent  upon  such  acquirementa ;  and  tlm«- 
fore    that   if   aach    instraetion  were  not 
given  the  boya   would  not  learn  what  lliej 
expected,   and   would   be  sent  elsewhere. 
If,  on  the    other  liand,  any   one  at  tbe 
Universities  were  aaked   why  any  eneos- 
ragement    was    atill     afforded    to   Greek 
verses,    the    answer    might    be— "  WW, 
what  can  we  do  ?      la  not  this  the  verj 
accomplishment  to   which  the  young  nea 
who  come  to  us  from  public  schools  btre 
been  most  carefully   trained  ?     Woold  it 
be  fair  to  exclude  them  from  the  chance  ef 
obtaining  academical  distinction  from  tluc 
branch  of  classical    study    to  which  tber 
have  previously  giFen    so    much  of  tbdir 
time  and  care  ?  There  was  much  force  tid 
weight  in  those  arguments  urged  on  bock 
sides;  and  though  both  the  public  schoob 
and  the  Universities  might  desire  a  change 
of  system  neither  of  those  bodies  could  effut 
it  singly.    Thero  waa.  however,  a  prtctieil 
suggestion  which  much  reflection  had  M 
him   to   think  would  meet  the  diffiealty; 
and  ho  desired  to  submit  it  to  their  Lori- 
ships*  attention.  The  Public  Schools  Con- 
mission,  as  he  had   reminded  their  Lord- 
ships, had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  tie 
course  of  study;   and    what   he  desired  ti 
submit  to  the  Houfe   and   to  the  Goven- 
ment  was,  that  when   the  Public  ScIhmIi 
Bill  had  been  in  operation  for  some  tiai 
— say  after  an  interval  of  a  year  or  dmr 
— there  should  be  nominated  another  CflO- 
mission,  consisting  solely  of  persons  cci- 
nected    with   the    gOFerning    or   tetchiis 
bodies  of  the  public  schools,   and  with  ^ 
governing  or  teaching  bodies  of  the  Ua> 
versitics.     He  would  have  no  one  ob  the 
Commission   who  was   not  connected  viA 
either  the  schools  or  the  Colleges,  beessK 
he  thought  there  ought  to  be  nothing Ekt 
pressure  in  the  case.     If  a  ComroissiMirf 
able  men  wholly  connected  with  the  pabfie 
schools  and  the  Colleges  were  so  appointed, 
and  if,  assisted  by  an  able  secretary,  ^ 
met  from  time  to  time,  he  thought  it  higUf 
probable  that  great  improvements  woold  be 
made  in  the  course  of  study.     He  did  Ml 
mean  to  suggest  that  the  Report  of  tbi 
Commission  should  bo  binding  on  the  go- 
verning bodies  ;  but  they  would  have  n 
opportunity  of  considering  it,  and  be  lad 
no  doubt  that  good  results  would  folkiv. 
If  it  was  true  —  and  he  thought  it  eoold 
not  be  denied  —  that  those  pnblie  bodiei 
were    desirous    of    finding   time   for  the 
more   important  branches  of  study,  with- 
out trenching  unduly  on  tbe  hoars  of  ex- 
ercise and  recreation   wbicb   it  wit  is- 
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portant  to  presenre  — •  if  it  was  true  that 
those  public  bodies  were  desirous  of  im- 
provements, and  yet  could  not  effect  them 
aingly,  he  asserted  that  there  was  no  other 
means  by  which  improvements  in  tho  course 
of  study  could  bo  brought  about  than  by 
giving  those  bodies  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing details  with  the  view  of  retrench- 
ing superfluities  in  other  branches  in  order 
to  obtain  time  for  those  more  important 
subjects  to  which  he  had  adverted.  He 
owned  there  was  one  reflection  which  oc- 
curred to  him  with  great  force  on  reading 
passages  in  the  Report  recently  presented 
reference    to  Endowed    Schools.      He 


111 


thought  it  very  striking  to  observe  how 
yery  much — and  he  said  it  to  their  honour 
— the  middle  class  of  this  country  at  the 
endowed  schools  were  striving  to  obtain 
intellectual  superiority,  and  to  push  for- 
ward for  an  intellectual  lead.  Now,  he 
would  desire  that  the  sons  of  the  gentry 
of  this  country  should  maintain,  as  here- 
tofore, the  leading  position  in  public 
affairs — that  they  should  be,  as  they  had 
hitherto  been,  the  leaders  in  the  intel- 
lectual and  political  movements  of  this 
country.  If  they  were  to  do  so — and  he 
did  not  doubt  that  such  was  their  desire — 
it  must  be  by  honourable  competition  in 
those  useful  courses  of  study  in  which  tho 
youth  of  the  middle  class  were  striving  to 
excel  them.  In  the  endowed  schools  they 
found  young  men  studying  the  principles 
that  regulate  the  wealth  of  nations  in  the 
admirable  work  of  Adam  Smith  ;  discern- 
iDg  the  early  revolutions  of  this  planet, 
and  the  substances  that  go  to  compose  it 
10  the  recent  discoveries  of  Murchison  and 
Lyell ;  or  with  Airey  and  Adams  and 
other  eminent  astronomers  exploring  the 
Btill  sublimer  rules  which  are  obeyed  in  the 
•tarry  sphere,  and  which  enable  us,  mere 
atoms,  to  calculate  with  minute  precision 
the  slightest  movements  of  the  heavenly 
lodies.  When  the  young  men  studying 
these  objects  at  the  middle-class  seminaries 
came  to  compete  with  those  from  tho 
public  schools,  that  competition  should 
nod  the  latter  enj:;aged  in  the  same  course 
trith  perhaps  still  superior  advantages  of 
atudy.  Let  not  that  competition  find  our 
grandsons  as  it  would  have  found  our 
grandfathers — toiling  merely  in  the  com- 
position of  wearisome  Greek  iambics,  or 
explaining  in  full  detail  the  five  varieties 
of  the  Asclepiadean  metres  !  Let  it  be 
remembered,  also,  that  those  studiea  of 
imitative  verse  and  prose  were  naturally 
Stationary,  while  science  was  progressive. 


Their  Lordships  would  remember  the  noble 
words  used  by  Lord  Bacon — Multx  per^ 
iransibunt  ei  augehitur  scientia.  Some 
short  time  ago  he  took  occasion  to  explain 
to  his  noble  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Council  the  object  he  had  in  view.  Ho 
was  very  far  from  expecting  his  noble 
Friend  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  give  him  any  definite  reply  at  pre- 
sent. He  was  well  aware  how  numerous 
and  pressing  were  the  subjects  which  now 
occupied  tho  attention  of  the  Government ; 
but  he  hoped  he  might  hear  from  his  noble 
Friend  the  assurance  that  this  matter 
would  not  hereafter  be  neglected.  He 
thought,  moreover,  that  he  was  justified 
in  bringing  the  question  under  the  con- 
sideration of  their  Lordships,  because 
there  could  be  no  place  better  fitted  for 
its  discussion  than  an  assembly  in  which 
there  were  so  many  Prelates  who,  so 
greatly  to  their  honour  and  credit,  had  at 
the  outset  of  their  careers  been  teachers  of 
youth  in  our  public  schools  and  Colleges. 
Tho  education  in  those  institutions  was  of 
immense  importance;  for  there  was  nothing 
which  conduced,  in  the  long  run,  more 
effectually  to  tho  object  their  Lordships 
all  had  in  view — to  maintain  unimpaired 
the  greatness  of  the  English  nation  and  of 
the  English  name. 

Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for,  Copies  of  any  Petitions  or 
Memorials  on  tho  Subject  of  Public  Schools  which 
have  been  received  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment since  the  Ist  of  July,  1866."— (TAtf  Earl 
Stanfiope.) 

The  Earl  of  CLARENDON  said,  that 
as  one  who  took  a  great  interest  in  our 
public  schools,  he  could  not  help  express- 
ing his  thanks  to  his  noble  Friend  for 
having  again  brought  this  question  before 
their  Lordships.  The  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Stanhope)  had  alluded  to  the  Report  of 
the  Commission  over  which  he  (the  Earl 
of  Clarendon)  had  had  the  honour  to  pre- 
side. That  Heport  was  the  result  of  a  very 
laborious  and  impartial  inquiry,  in  the 
course  of  which  evidence  was  taken  of  a 
very  remarkable  character ;  but  he  re- 
gretted to  say  that  hitherto  the  labours  of 
the  Commission  had  been  almost  barren  of 
results.  A  Bill  was  brought  in  and  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee.  He  admitted  that 
the  measure  was  much  improved  by  the 
Committee.  Machinery  was  introduced  by 
which  great  ond  important  reforms  might 
have  been  effected  ;  but,  to  the  regret  and 
surprise  of  those  interested  in  the  public 
sohoolsi  valuable  clauses  were  struck  oa( 
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by  their  Lordships  after  the  Bill  came  from 
the  Select  Committee.  It  was  now  two 
years  since  that  Bill  had  passed  their  Lord- 
ships' House  ;  and  although  during  the 
last  two  Sessions  the  House  of  Couimons 
had  been  almost  exclusiycly  engaged  in 
the  discussion  of  questions  of  Reform,  he 
thought  that  if  the  Government  had  been 
earnest  on  the  subject,  and  had  attached 
to  the  Bill  of  last  year  the  ioiportance  it 
deserved,  there  would  have  been  no  insur- 
mountable difficulty  in  passing  it.  This 
Session  the  Rill  had  been  introduced  in  the 
House  of  Commons  and  had  been  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee ;  but  whether,  after 
coming  down  from  the  Committee,  it  would 
undergo  another  discussion  and  reach  their 
Lordships  in  time  for  consideration,  or 
whether  it  would  be  one  of  those  measures 
abandoned  at  the  close  of  the  Session,  he 
was  of  course  unable  to  say.  Sure  he 
was,  however,  that  no  further  delay  ought 
to  occur  in  legislation  which  was  univer- 
sally admitted  to  be  necessary,  and  in 
which  the  middle  classes  of  this  country 
took  a  great  interest,  notwithstanding  the 
strange  apathy  with  which  it  appeared  to 
be  viewed  by  the  country,  and  particu- 
larly by  the  parents  of  children  who  would 
be  affected  by  the  public  school  system  of 
education.  To  show  how  deeply  interested 
parents  were  in  improving  that  system, 
he  would  quote  a  single  passage  from  the 
Report  of  the  Public  Schools  Commis- 
sion— 

"  If  a  youth,  after  four  or  five  years  spent  in 
school,  quits  it  at  nineteen,  unable  to  construe  an 
easy  bit  of  Latin  or  Greek  without  the  help  of  a 
dictionary,  or  to  write  Latin  grammatically,  almost 
ignorant  of  geography  and  of  the  history  of  his 
own  country,  unacquainted  with  any  modem  lan- 
guage but  his  own,  and  hardly  competent  to  write 
English  correctly,  to  do  a  simple  sum,  or  stumble 
through  an  easy  proposition  of  Euclid,  a  total 
stranger  to  the  laws  which  govern  the  physical 
world  and  to  its  structure,  with  an  eye  and  hand 
unpractised  in  drawing,  and  without  knowing  a 
note  of  music,  with  an  uncultivated  mind  and  no 
taste  for  reading  or  observation,  his  intellectual 
education  must  certainly  be  accounted  a  failure, 
though  there  may  be  no  fault  to  find  with  his  prin- 
ciples, character,  or  manners.  We  by  no  means 
intend  to  represent  this  as  a  type  of  the  ordinary 
product  of  English  public  school  education  ;  but, 
speaking  both  from  the  evidence  wo  have  received 
and  from  the  opportunities  of  observation  open  to 
all,  we  must  say  that  it  is  a  type  much  more  com- 
mon than  it  ought  to  be,  making  ample  allowance 
for  the  difiioulties  before  referred  to,  and  that  the 
proportion  of  failures  is  therefore  unduly  large." 

He  thought  he  could  appeal  to  ninny  of 
their  Lordships  whether  there  was  any  ox- 
ftggoration  in  this  description  of  the  results 

Tlie  Earl  of  Clarendon 


of  our  public  school  edacatlon.    He  wodi 
not  weary  them  with  mny  farther qooistiaDi 
from  the  Report  or  the  evidence ;  bet  it 
had  quoted  enoogh  to  abow  that  ao  edoet- 
tiou  confined  to  Latin  and  Geeek  was  sbbi- 
tural ;  that,  though  tbeae  were  everyvbm 
professed   to    be    taught,    they  were  m( 
taught  thoroughly  ;  and  that,  in  any  cue, 
it  was  a  miserable    mis-speDding  of  tk 
best  years  of  a  boy's  life.     They  were  ill 
agreed  that  the  study  of  Latin  and  Greek 
should  be  the  basis  of  a  liberal  edocatin, 
lie    was   conTinced    that    if    these  vcr 
taught  upon  a  better  system,  there  wM 
be  abundance  of  time  for  them  and  im 
studies  which  were  more  directly  fitted  fv 
boys  for  the  practical  age  in  whieh  tlwj 
lived  ;  and,  without  oTcrtaxing  the  biu 
or  encroaching  upon  the  recreation  of  boji^ 
they  might  be  much  better  qualified  tki 
they  now  were  for  the  battle  of  life.    Ei 
would  not  follow  hia  noble  Friend  into  (k 
details  of  Latin  and  Greek  compositioa  uA 
verse-making,  because  he  could  not  tpStB 
agree  with  his  noble  Friend  that  ihen  vv 
any  practical  utility  in  such  a  discosML 
Nor  could  he  concur  with  his  noble  Fried 
in  thinking  that  such  a  Commissios  uk 
desired  to  appoint  would    be  useful  at  tk 
present  moment.    Hereafter  it  might  bsrf 
use;  but  just  now   the   whole  sobjectff 
education  had  been  oyerloaded  by  inquiji 
and  the  time  had  arrived  when  investigi' 
tion  might  safely  be  suspended,  and  wki 
legislative  action  should   properly  fidsK- 
What  was  really  wanted  was  the  piiMf 
of  this  Bill,  re-constituting  the  govenaf 
bodies ;  and  by  and    by   the  time  mi^ 
arrive  when  a  further  number  of  profti- 
sional   men   might   be   appointed,  as  ^ 
noble  Friend  suggested.      At  the  iptmtA 
moment  he  thought  there  was  some  riA 
that  the  chances  of  a  sounder  systea  d 
education  would  be  rather  retarded  te 
promoted,  if  men  of  such    emineDce  nl 
authority  as  his  noble  Friend  desired  ti 
appoint  were  to  commit  themselves  ten 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  existing  sjitn* 
A  Report  by  them  would  hare  such  weigk 
upon  the  new  governing  bodies  sod  ik 
executive  Commission  as  rather  to  hamper 
than  odvonce  tho  reform  of  the  ezitlaf 
system.     It  was  also  quite  true  that  loai 
of  the  schools   had   not   been  inactive  er 
unmindful  of  public  opinion,  so  far  at  it 
had  been  elicited   by  the  inquiries  of  tht 
Commission.  His  noble  Friend  bad  allidcd 
to  some  of  these.     At  Rugby  natural  lei- 
ence  and  modern  languages  were  now  put 
of  the  regular  course.     At  Hanev  tkt 
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cruel  infliction  of  yerBe- making  upon  boys, 
who  had  about  as  much  aptitude  for  mak- 
ing verseB  as  they  had  for  flying  in  the 
air,  was  now  greatly  abated.  Modern  lan- 
guages had  also  been  introduced :  and  he 
vraa  glad  to  hear  that  great  changes  were 
in  contoniplation  —  he  feared,  rather  than 
in  active  operation  —  at  Eton.  [Earl 
Stanhope  :  French  is  now  compulsory.] 
Ho  was  glad  to  hear  the  fact  quoted  by 
his  noble  Friend,  as  a  triumph  of  the  new 
83'steni,  that  100  boys  were  now  studying 
French  compulsorily  at  Eton.  [Earl 
Staxhope  :  180.  |  Such  a  fact  showed  that 
public  opinion  had  operated  upon  the  pub- 
lic schools,  and  that  they  could  act  inde- 
pendently of  other  bodies.  The  great  point, 
in  his  opinion,  was  to  see  the  governing 
bodies  re-constituted,  and  the  new  system 
brought  into  action,  not  in  opposition  to 
the  Head  Masters,  but  in  concert  with 
them,  and  profiting  by  their  knowledge. 
When  such  a  system  had  been  brought 
into  operation,  the  time  might  arrive  for 
Appointing  such  a  Commission  as  his  noble 
Friend  suggested  ;  and  he  believed  that 
the  very  men  who  would  now  be  put  upon 
it  would  be  better  fitted  a  year  hence  to 
undertake  the  task.  A  great  change  of 
opinion  was  in  progress,  and  the  volume  of 
essays  upon  public  education,  which  no 
doubt  most  of  their  Lordships  had  seen, 
would  greatly  assist  in  promoting  that 
change.  What  was  wanted  was  to  infuse 
Buch  new  life  into  our  public  schools  as 
would  bo  able  to  deal  vigorously  with  ex- 
isting prejudices.  This  could  only  be  done 
by  legislation,  and  if  his  noblo  Friend's 
speech  had  the  effect  of  contributing  to  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  now  before  the  other 
Uouse  this  year,  he  would  have  done  bet- 
ter service  than  by  promoting  further  in- 
quiry. 

The  Dukb  op  MARLBOROUGH  was 
glad  that  his  noblo  Friend  had  alluded  to 
the  Bill  which  was  the  practical  result  of 
the  inquiry  of  the  Public  Schools  Commis- 
sion, over  which  his  noblo  Friend  had  him- 
self so  ably  presided.  They  must  remem- 
ber that  the  Bill  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendation of  tho  Commission  had  been  in- 
troduced into  Parliament  in  three  succes- 
sire  Sessions.  In  1865  tho  noble  Earl 
who  has  just  sat  down  (the  Earl  of 
Clarendon)  presented  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  and  a  Bill  which  was  the  com- 
plement of  that  Report  followed  upon  it. 
That  Bill  was  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee and  underwent  a  laborious  investi- 
gation during  the  greater  part  of  the  SeB« 


sion  ;  indeed,  so  much  time  was  consumed 
in  investigation  that  the  Bill  could  not  be 
further  proceeded  with.  In  1866  the  late 
Government,  acting  consistently  with  what 
they  had  done  in  the  preceding  Session, 
re-introduced  the  Bill  into  this  House,  and 
it  was  passed  and  tent  down  to  tho  Com- 
mons ;  but,  owing  to  the  change  of  Go- 
vernment, the  further  progress  of  tho  Bill 
was  stopped.  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Clarendon),  however,  was  hardly  fair  to 
the  Government  of  which  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  was  the  head,  when 
he  said  that  if  they  had  used  a  little  more 
exertion  they  might  have  secured  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill  ;  for  in  1867  his  noble 
Friend  introduced  the  Bill  on  the  7th  of 
February,  immediately  after  the  meeting 
of  Parliament ;  the  third  reading  passed 
on  tho  8th  of  March ;  and  it  was  sent 
down  to  tho  other  House  of  Parliament. 
Anybody  who  remembered  tho  proceedings 
of  the  other  House  last  Session  must  bo 
fully  conscious  how  the  time  of  the  other 
House  was  overtasked  with  the  discussion 
on  the  Reform  Bill,  and  could  not  be  sur- 
prised that  a  measure  of  this  importance, 
occupying  the  whole  time  of  Parliament, 
precluded  the  fair  consideration  of  any 
other  measure.  Therefore,  considering  the 
magnitude  of  the  question,  he  was  bound 
to  say  the  Government  of  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  used  every  exertion  to 
pass  their  measure ;  and  one  of  the  first 
acta  of  the  present  Government  this  Ses- 
sion was  to  re-introduce  the  Bill  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  where  it  was  now  under 
consideration.  Their  Lordships  would,  uf 
course,  listen  with  the  greatest  respect  to 
everything  which  fell  from  his  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Stonhope)  on  the  subject  of  educa- 
tion in  public  schools  ;  but,  at  tho  samo 
time,  considering  Parliament  was  already 
engaged  in  legislating  on  the  subject,  he 
thought  it  would  havo  been  better  if  his 
noble  Friend  had  postponed  his  observa- 
tions until  the  Bill  had  come  from  the 
Commons,  where  it  was  being  considered, 
and  perhaps  considerably  changed,  by  a 
Select  Committee.  Tho  Commissioners 
had  strongly  and  wisely  urged  the  mo- 
dernizing of  tho  studies  in  public  schools; 
and  the  mere  introduction  of  a  Bill  to  carry 
out  the  Report  of  tho  Commissioners  in 
three  successive  Sessions  had  already  ex- 
ercised a  beneficial  influence  on  the  govern- 
ing  bodies.  At  both  Eton  and  Harrow 
the  coarse  of  instruction  had  been  modi- 
fied ;  and  the  result  so  far  induced  him  to 
recommend  their  Lordships  not  to  press  tbt 


1651  J^hlie  SeiooU—  (LOI 

hekdi  of  KbooU  too  fnr,  but  to  deal  witli 
tbem  very  tenderly.  Th«  noble  Earl  0|>- 
poiite  (tbe  Earl  of  Clarendon)  had  ad. 
mitted  that  bia  original  Bill  bad  been  im- 
prored  b;  tbe  Select  Committee  to  which 
it  waa  referred  ;  it  wai,  tberefore,  reason- 
able to  liope  tlio  present  moaiure  irould 
introiluco  inio  the  goTenimeiit  of  pnblio 
■oliooin  those  aalutarj  changes  ao  ably  ad- 
vocated by  tbe  noble  Earl.  Ho  waa  aure 
hii  noble  FrienJ  would  not  prcii  him, 
under  the  circumstances,  to  gire  a  reply 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  to  bit  state- 
ment; and,  respecting  hia  request  for 
Papers,  he  assured  him  that  no  memoriaU 
nhatever  on  the  subject  had  been  received 
by  tbe  Government. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  ho  thought 
that  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Stanhope)  was 
wrong  on  one  point,  when  he  said  that  the 
Bill  now  before  tbe  Legislature  gave'  the 
Commissioners  no  power  to  deal  with  the 
stadies  of  the  schools  ;  for  one  of  the 
clauses  expreaslj  gave  the  Commissioners 
power  to  make  regulationa  with  respect  to 
the  introduotion  of  new  clnssci  of  studies. 

The  Earl  of  UALMESBURV  rose  to 
Order,  The  noble  Lord  was  not  in  Order 
in  discussing  the  details  of  a  Bill  which 
was  now  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  he  asked 
leave  of  the  Hoaie  to  point  out,  as  the 
noble  Earl  had  already  referred  to  the  Bill, 
that  the  goveruing  bodies  and  tbe  Com- 
missioners had  power  to  make  regulations 
concerning  studies  ;  and,  that  being  so,  be 
contended  a  measure  such  as  that  pro- 
posed hy  the  noble  Earl  was  not  needed. 
As  regarded  the  Bill,  be  desired  to  express 
bis  regret  that  it  had  been  hitherto  dropped, 
and  his  hope  that  it  would  pass  this  Ses- : 
■ion  and  become  law.  He  hclicved  that  it 
was  the  necessary  and  the  adequate  sequel 
lothe  Coromiasion,  which  could  not  be  said 
to  be  a  failure  till  this  Bill  had  lieea  con-  ] 
sidcred  on  its  nicrila  atiJ  rejected  by  Par-  , 
lianient.  Ho  thought  the  chief  difference  | 
between  hii  noble  .Friend  and  the  late  Com-  i 
mission  was  as  to  the  time  ncceasar}  for 
the  different  studies.  His  noble  Frieud  ' 
argued  that  there  was  not  time  for  tbe  | 
now  studies,  unless  at  the  expense  of  the 
old  ones,  Kow  in  tbe  Report  ho  would  j 
find  a  carefully  prepared  scheme  with  re- 
spect to  Eton,  in  which  the  new  studies 
were  introduced,  without  any  nnnccessarj  { 
curtailment  of  the  time  given  to  ihe  old 
ones.  He  regretted  (hat  the  noble  Earl 
bad  ahown  himself  as  inretcrate  an  op-  ' 
ponent  as  ever  of  Greek  and  Latin  com-  I 
Th»  Duh  of  Marlborough 


position.  H< 
emineot  tl)o 
was  wbo  ha 
public  Bohool 
in  the  habit 
of  each  othei 


It  ' 


I  adm 


luch  time 
Latin  compo 
tbougbt  with 
lotted  to  ther 
—but  not  tl 
disregarded. 
if,  as  his  no' 
Loit  should 
hies,  but  a 
hexameters 
indeed,  if  tii 
undertake  tn 
be  hoped  bis 
The  noble  Ei 
the  idea  of  tl 
railway  beinj 
Well,  he  wo 
beautiful  mo 
seen  wns  a  i 
engine,  in  hei 
of  Rochester 

pi  i  shed  in  tbi 
guage  of  Gre 
Greek  and 
treated  just  I 

lamentable  to 
bom  with  a  s 
had  been  co 
learning  jcar 
only  wiih  sli 
clined,  witho 
that  natural 
sired  that  all 
be  placed  so 
there  should 
boys  as  had  a 
should  he  abl 

physics,  or  i 
cei<re  full  en< 
He  thought 
for  iiinugurat 

Until  they  a* 
that  was  air 
portion  of  or 
besides  the  c 
pect  that  til 
would  cease 
elusive  attcu 
schools  must  i 
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ftUeotion    to  tlioBa  subjects  vrhicli  wero  in 
the  greatest  favour  in  the  UnirerHUiea. 

Earl  STANHOPE  ttUhed  to  m;  in 
reference  to  the  obsorratioDs  of  Iiia  noble 
Friend  oppnailo  (ilie  Enrl  uf  Clnreodau], 
ttiat  tic  hnd  not  in  niijr  case  coutemplaiod 
tlie  immediato  appointment  of  a  Commii- 
aion.  lie  had  been  careful  to  explain  that 
he  did  not  wish  for  its  appointment  for  a 
year  or  more  after  the  first  Commisaioii  to 
be  appointed  under  the  Public  School  Bill 
bad  been  at  work  for  some  time.  His  ob- 
ject had  been  in  a  great  nieniure  attained 
b;  the  opinionH  trhich  he  had  elicited.  After 
the  discussion  tliat  bad  been  held,  and  on 
learning  from  the  noble  Duke  that  no 
petitions  or  uieinorialB  had  been  recciTed  hjr 
Her  Majesty's  Oovernment  since  the  1st 
of  July,  IS66,  he  should  withdraw  his 
Uotion. 

Uotion  (bj  Leave  of  the  House)  viith- 
dravm. 

COUNTY   COURTS   ADMIRALTr  JURIS- 

DICTION  BILL.  (The Earl GranvilU) 

(no.    108.)      SECOND   RBASIHG. 

Order  of  the  Do;  for  the  Second  Reading 
read. 

Eaul  GRANVILLE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time,  ei- 
-plnined  that  the  object  of  the  measure  was 
to  transfer  to  Countj  Courts,  nominated 
and  appointed  by  Her  Majesty  iu  Council, 
the  power  and   jurisdiction  ^tTen  to  two 
Jnitteea  and  a  County  Court  Judge  by  cer- 
tain  seelioni  of    the  Merchant    Shipping 
Aet  1854,  and  tho  Merchant  Shipping  Act 
Amendpient  Act  1862.     The  operation  of 
(be  Bill  would  be  to  enable  small  cuitors  in 
'  Admiralty  cases  to  make  (heir  claims  before 
<i-  Conntj  Courts.     To  enable  the  Judge  to 
1^  perform  hi*  funolions  satisfactorily,  he  was 
'   to    be   aided   by  aBSCssars,  who  were  to  bo 
ji  approTcd  by  the  Judge  oF  the  High  Court 
1  of  Admiralty.      An  oppeal  lay  from  the 
J  County  Court  to  the  High  Court  of  Ad- 
f  miralty. 

'       Moved,  •■  That  (be  Bill  be  now  read  2^."  ■ 
'  —(Earl  GranvHU.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 


1  the  c< 


eof  I; 


a  Bill  •» 


trodoced  by  the  Government  into  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  CotiDty  Courts  jurisdiction  in  Ad- 
miralty caacB  ;  but  the  measure  was  ohligeil 
to  be  plaoed  in  abeyance  in  consequence  of 
the  eioiting  anbjects  which  arose  at  that 


I  time,  ant!  which  fully  bcoupied  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament.  After  the  close  of  the 
'  Session,  a  Commission  was  appointed  for 
I  the  purpose  of  considering  this  among  other 
'  important  subjects  connected  with  the  law, 
I  and  he  should  have  been  more  satisfied  had 
'the  present  Bill  not  been  introduced  nntil 
.after  the  Report  of  that  Commission  had 
been  made.  As,  however,  there  was  evi- 
dently a  strong  feeling  throughout  the 
country  in  favour  of  some  Admiralty  juris- 
diction  being  conferred  upon  the  County 
Courts,  and  as  the  House  of  Commons  had 
passed  the  present  measure,  he  should  not 
wish  to  oppose  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  While  assenting  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  however,  he  should  reserve 
to  himself  the  right  of  proposing  several 
AmeudmeniB  upon  it  in  Committee. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  also  thought 
that  it  would  have  been  desirable  to  have 
deferred  logiilation  upon  this  subject  nntil 
after  the  Report  of  the  Conimisgiou  had 
been  presented.  He  Ihonght  it  unfair  to 
impoee  this  additional  labour  upon  the 
County  Court  Judges,  whom  ha  might  de- 
scribe as  judicial  beasts  of  burden,  upon 
whom,  whenever  any  new  work  of  judicial 
business  was  devised,  and  it  was  not  known 
to  whom  to  allot  it,  the  burden  was  thrown. 
He  objected  to  the  Admiralty  jurisdiction 
in  Liverpool  being  conferred  upon  the  Court 
of  PoBssge,  aud  to  the  large  fees  likely  to 
prise  out  of  the  litigation  being  given  to 
the  corporation  of  that  town. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
proposed  to  introduce  an  Amendment  in 
Committee  relative  lo  the  Liverpool  Court 
of  Passage. 

Motion  agreed  to  :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
iogly. 

SALK    OF    POISONS    AND   PIIARMACT 

ACT.      ( Tkt  Earl  GramilU.) 

(no.  103.)    COXUIITEB. 

Order  of  the  Day  fur  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

Eaul  GRANVILLE  explained  that  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  provide  for  the 
safety  of  tho  public  by  compelling  all  per- 
sona keeping  shop  for  the  sale  of  poisons, 
and  all  chemists  and  druggists  to  undergo 
an  eiamination  before  the  Pharmaceutical 
Society  of  Qreat  Britain  as  to  their  practi- 
cal knowledge;  and  no  person  was  to  be 
permitted  lo  keep  a  shop  for  the  sale  of 
poisonous  drugs,  or  to  call  himself  a  "ohe- 
miat  aod  druggist "  unleaa  duly  oerlified. 


i 

f 


Lord  VAUX  of  IIARROWDEN  cx- 
pressed  hia  general  concurrenco  in  the  Bill, 
and  Ilia  wish  that  its  provisiona  might  be 
extended  to  Ireland.  | 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  as  far  as  he; 
was  concerned,  he  should  only  ho  too  happy  i 
to  extend  the  operation  of  the  Bill  to  Ire- 1 
land  on  the  suggestion  of  ao  high  an  autho- ! 
rity.  I 

The  Duke  op  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
be  would  not  question  the  discretion  of  his 
noble  Friend  in  extending  the  Bill  to  Ire- 
land, but  he  should  hare  thought  that 
would  not  facilitate  its  progresain  the  other 
House.  [The  noble  Duke  proceeded  to 
quote  tho  Report  of  the  Medical  Officer  of 
the  Pri?y  Council  for  1866  to  ahow  the 
danger  to  life  from  the  indiscriminate  sale 
of  poisons  in  village  shops,  and  referred  to 
tho  fatal  case  at  Bradford,  in  which  arsenic 
was  sold  by  mistake  for  plaster  of  Paris, 
and  used  in  tho  making  of  lozcugoa.]  The 
Pharmaceutical  Society  was  a  voluntary 
one,  and  if  there  had  been  any  other  of 
the  same  character,  it  would  have  been  fair 
to  consider  its  claims  to  be  put  upon  an 
equal  footing  ;  but  as  this  Society  occupied 
tho  ground  alone,  having  como  forward  in 
the  public  interests  to  promote  examina- 
tions, it  was  desirable  that  it  should  have 
the  advantago  which  the  Bill  would  confer 
of  conducting  throughout  the  country  such 
examinations  of  chemists  as  were  nccca- 
aory  for  the  protection  of  the  public.  But 
it  was  necesaary,  as  these  examinations 
were  to  be  made  compulsory  upon  all  per- 


«/t 


v»» 


ample  evidence  that  opium 
tions  were  most  cxtcn^ivel 

■ 

parts  of  England.  It  was 
used  by  nien  and  women  I 
to  infants,  and  great  destrt 
the  result.  Tho  reports 
were  most  distressing,  nnd 
fore,  havo  been  ^lad  to  see 
the  Schedule.  He  did  no 
there  was  any  special  reas 
it ;  but,  in  the  absence  of  i 
there  was  good  ground  for 
House  thought  tit  to  do  i 
qualifications,  he  approved 
one  calculated  to  be  goneri 
LordREDESDALE  sa 
Notice  of  a  clause,  which  m 
and  others  were  anxious  to 
and  if  any  objection  were  ( 
ing  it  in  Committee,  he  w 
the  Report.  The  Pharoiai 
had  not  proposed  it  because 
give  a  little  trouble  to  ad 
bottle  as  a  <*  poison  bottle/ 
it  became  known  that  poi 
sold  only  in  a  particular 
which  would  be  known  \ 
bottle,**  and  when  it  was 
not  only  to  sell  poisons  in  e 
to  sell  things  not  poison 
bottlea,"  there  would  be  f 
there  was  at  present  of 
poisoned  by  mistake,  as  \ 
tuuately  were.  Fatal  mist 
times  made  in  the  dark,  i 
be  avoided  by  having  a   I 


1557        Immoral  PuUicatwm      (Juke  15,  1868} 


mid  Plays. 


1558 


VOLUNTEER  REVIEW  AT  WINDSOR. 

QUKsnoy. 

Lord  TRURO  asked,  Whether  it  it  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  QoTernment  to 
grant  a  general  lioliday  to  those  employed 
in  the  Offices  of  the  Public  Departments  on 
the  occasion  of  the  Queen's  Review  of  the 
Volunteers  at  Windsor  on  the  20th  of  June? 
The  Government  were  as  much  interested 
in  the  success  of  this  Review  as  anybody, 
and  large  employers  of  labour  would  be  a 
£;ood  deal  influenced  by  the  decision  of  the 
Government  in  granting  a  holiday  to  their 
employis. 

The  Earl  op  MALM  ES BURY  said, 
that  the  object  of  the  noble  Lord  was  a 
Tery  desirable  one,  and  he  was  glad  to  say 
that  the  Government,  having  taken  the 
matter  into  consideration,  had  already  given 
their  subordinates  who  were  Volunteers 
leave  to  join  their  respective  regiments. 
Besides  this,  a  Treasury  Minute  had  been 
eent  to  the  Public  Departments  directing 
that  a  holiday  should  bo  granted  to  the 
clerks  and  others  who  were  Volunteers. 

XXTBOPOLITAK     REGULATIONS     BILL     [h.  L.] 

(ko.  149)— a  Bill  to  provide  RegaUtiong 
for  the  Government  of  the  Metropolis  in  eer^ 
tain  Matters :  Also, 

mSTBOPOLITAN  ROADS  BILL  [h,L.]    (NO.  150) 

— A  Bill  to  improve  the  Roads  of  the  Metro- 
polis:  And  also, 

htdustbial  schools   act  (1866)   ahekd- 

XElfT  BILL  [h.L.]  (no.  151)--A  Bill  to 
amend  the  Industrial  Schools  Act,  1866  : 

Were  severally  presented  by  The  Marquess  Towws- 
BXND ;  read  1*. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Seven 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday ,  June  15,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— ^SnppLT — considered  in  Committee 
— Resolutions  [June  4]  reported, 

Pnuo  Bills — Ordered — Uxial  Government  Sup- 
plemental (No.  6).* 

Firtt  Reading — Liooal  Govornmont  Supplemental 
(No.  6)*  [175]. 

Second  Reading  —  GoyetJimeni  of  India  Act 
Amendment  [01]  ;  Governor  General  of  India 
[92];  Registration  [167];  Inolosure  (No.  2)» 
[1621;  CourU  of  Uw  Fees,  Ac.  (Scotland)* 
[158] ;  Curragh  of  KUdare  [134]. 


Referred  to  Select  Commt^M— Curragh  of  Kil- 
dare  [134]. 

Commt((tf«>-Representatioii  of  the  People  (Iro- 
land)  [71]  —  b.p.  ;  Petroleam  Act  Amend- 
ment (re^omm.)  [141]  ;  County  General 
Assessment  (Scotland)*  [84];  Local  Govern- 
ment Supplemental  (No.  4)*  [159];  Local 
Government  Supplemental  (No.  5)*  [160]; 
Alkali  Act  (1863)  Perpetuation  *  [153] ;  Court 
of  Session  (Scotland)*  [45];  Court  of  Justi- 
ciary (Scotland)*  [46];  Drainage  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  *  [169] ;  Judgments  Ex* 
tension  (re-comm.)*  [163]. 

Report — Petroleum  Act  Amendment  (re-^onwi.) 
[141-171] ;  County  General  Assessment  (Scot- 
land)* [84-172];  Local  Government  Supple- 
mental (No.  4)*  [1591;  Local  Government 
Supplemental  (No.  5)*  [1601;  Alkali  Act 
(1863)  Perpetuation*  [153] ;  (Jourt  of  Session 
(Scotland)* [173];  Court  of  Justiciary  (Scot- 
land)* [174];  Drainage  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  *  [169]  ;  Judgments  Extension 
(recomm.)  •  [163]. 

Third  Reading — ^Thames  Embankment  and  Me- 
tropolis Improvement  (Loans)  Act  Amend- 
ment* [133]  ;  New  Zealand  Company  *  [156]  ; 
Duchy  of  Cornwall  Amendment  *  [136] ;  Voters 
in  Disfranchised  Boroughs*  [128], and /xuftfot. 

COLLIERY  PROSECUTION. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De« 
partDient,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  case  of  a  man  named  Hopley, 
who  having  been  summoned  before  the 
Magistrates  at  tho  instance  of  Mr.  Wynne, 
the  Inspector  of  Mines  for  the  Stafford- 
shire district,  for  having  refused  to  bring 
up  a  gang  of  Colliers  from  the  Madelej 
Court  Colliery  when  required  to  do  so,  had 
dismissed  the  summons  ;  and  whether  tho 
reasons  had  been  given  which  induced  the 
Magistrates  to  dismiss  the  summons  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNB  HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  he  was  informed  by  the  clerk 
to  the  magistrates  in  question  that  there 
was  not  sufficient  evidence  adduced  before 
the  Bench  to  justify  a  conviction.  The 
circumstances  appear  to  have  been  that  the 
men  down  the  mine  disobeyed  orders  by  not 
sending  up  the  weight  whieh  should  have 
been  used  to  counterbalance  the  other 
shaft,  and  Hopley.  therefore,  would  not  send 
down  the  "  doubles  *'  to  bring  them  up. 
The  men  below  then  procured  "doubles  " 
from  another  place,  but  Hopley  gave  them 
notice  that  he  would  not  land  them  until 
they  sent  up  the  weight. 


IMMORAL  PUBLICATIONS  AND   PLAYS, 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  UUBBARD  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Houie 
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Department,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  lamentable  amount  of 
juTonile  oriminnlity,  largely  attributable  to 
the  spread  of  cheap  publications  and  thea- 
trical representations  of  an  exciting  and 
immoral  character,  which  corrupt  the  chil- 
dren of  the  lower  classes,  and  stimulate 
them  into  courses  of  dishonesty  and  Tice  ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  propose 
any  remedy  for  these  growing  and  most 
serious  eyiis  ? 

Mr.  GATIiORNE  HA.RDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
good  enough  to  place  in  his  hands  samples 
of  the  publications  of  which  he  complained. 
The  police  authorities  had  aUo  placed 
similar  periodicals  in  his  possession.  The 
publications,  although  very  bad  in  their 
character,  wore  not  of  such  a  nature  as  to 
make  them  liable  to  prosecution.  They 
were  merely  sensational,  and  did  not  come 
within  the  provisions  of  Lord  Campbeira 
Act,  or  they  would  be  seized  and  destroyed. 
With  respect  to  the  theatrical  representa- 
tions referred  to,  he  was  informed  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  exaggeration. 
With  regard  to  those  places  that  were 
known  as  "penny  gaffs," — the  police  had 
told  him  that  those  which  thoy  had  visited 
the  performances  were  not  in  themselves 
immoral,  and  therefore  the  authorities 
could  not  interfere.  As  to  the  publications, 
he  begged  to  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
if  anything  whatever  could  be  done  to 
counteract  their  tendency  he  should  be 
happy  to  do  so. 

EGYPT— LAW  COURTS.— QUESTION 

Mr.  LAYARD  said,  ho  would  bog  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  has  received  any  pro- 
posal from  tho  Egyptian  Government  on 
the  subject  of  a  roodiBcation  of  tho  Capitu- 
lations, and  the  introduction  of  improved 
Law  Courts  in  Egypt,  to  which  all  fo- 
reigners shall  be  amenable;  whether  such 
proposal,  if  made,  has  been  entertained  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House,  Copies  of  a  Despatch  on  this 
subject  addressed  to  Her  Majesty's  Consul 
General  in  Egypt  in  the  month  of  October 
of  last  year ;  of  a  Note  on  the  same  sub- 
ject communicated  by  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment to  the  European  Powers  ;  and  of 
any  other  Correspondence  relating  to  the 
Capitulations  and  Consular  jurisdiction  in 
Egypt  ?  He  wished  also  to  know  whether 
the  Papers  could  be  produced  at  an  early 
period,  the  matter  being  of  such  importance 
Mr.  Hubbard 


that  be  thought  it  called  for 
the  House  f 
Lord  STANLBT  aaid,  in  i 

Sropoaal  aimilar  to  tliat  referr 
00.  Member  had  been  recei 
it  had  and  was  engaging  the 
consideration  of  the  Goverom 
consulting  the  Law  Officers 
ject.  The  queatioa  was  also 
attention  of  the  oilier  Grei 
Europe.  He  need  not  say  th 
was  one  of  very  great  diffic 
plexity,  and  that  it  irould  tal 
to  decide.  He  should  be  haf 
a  copy  of  the  despatch  which 
to  the  British  Conaul  General 
October  last  containing  the 
Majesty's  Government  upon 
He  apprehended  that  there 
difficulty  in  laying  the  Note 
tian  Government  alao  upon  t 
he  thought  it  better  to  wait  ai 
production  of  the  rest  of  the 
encCi  until  it  was  completed. 


SCIKNTIFIC  INSTRUCTION 
COUNTRIES.— QQES' 

Mr.  SAMUELSON  said, 
ask  the  Vice-Preaident  of  th 
of  Council  on  Education,  Whi 
of  the  continued  delay  in  the 
the  information  received  froi 
tions  abroad  on  Scientific  I 
foreign  countries  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAC 
snidy  the  delay  complained  c 
the  immense  mass  of  matter 
lated.  As  soon  as  the  tran 
prepared,  they  were  forwai 
Foreign  Office,  in  which  Dei 
responsibility  of  printing  the  i 

Mr.  SAMUELSON  said,  ' 
to  know  if  any  delay  had  \ 
Foreign  Office? 

Lord  STANLEY   did    no 
would  make  inquiry    as  to  tl 
believed  the  fact  to  he  that  a 
of  ihcso  Papers  were  nl ready 

Mr.  W.  E,  FORSTER  m 
beg  to  ask,  If  the  Reports  i 
the  Secretaries  of  Legation 
laid  on  the  Table  at  once,  Icav 
documents  to  follow  as  soon  ni 

Lord  ROBERT  MONT  AG 
could  be  no  objection   to  thii 
lie  believed  that  260  pa^cs 
been  printed. 
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nient  for  the  Frmioli  lerTioe  tni  for  all 
pirtiet  iDtereited. 


■'  SMALLPOX  HOSPITAL.— ftUESTlON. 
T,  SiB  J.  CLARKE  JBRTOIBE  Mid,  h« 
,  withml  to  atk  the  Yioo  Preaident  of  the 
g  Prirj  Council  oo  Education,  Whether  he 
bu  obserTed  in  the  AddhbI  Report  of  the 
~     Smallpox  HoBpital  juat  isiued  the  increaie 

-  in  TBCcinated  cates  from  66*7  per  ceot  iu 
the  epidemio  of  1851-3  to  841  per  cent 

^  in  1867.  and  how  thia  ia  KoDOunted  for  ; 
'.'  and,  irhen  the  Report  of  the  Medical 
";  Officer  of  the  Pr'ny  Council,  which  Uem- 
'*  bert  wore  iofarmed  thej  might  calonlate 
'  OB  bating  in  their  hands  immediately  after 
'  the  Eeater  Reeeaa,  will  be  delivered  f 
"^  Lord  ROBERT  MONTAOU  aaid,  in 
'  reply,  that  the  Pmy  Coancil  Report  had 

'  b«en  delayed  in  consequence  of  the  great 
3  number  of  chromo-lithograplit  whieh  it  waa 
~    to  eontain,  and  in  consequence  of  the  work 

■  of  litbognphy  occupying  much  more  time 
'  than  he  had  anticipated.  With  regard  to 
^    Iho  Smallpox  Hoipitsl  he  had  to  aay  that 

-  be  had  leen  the  Report  alluded  to;  but  in 

-  flonaequenee  of  the  great  number  of  eaaea 
fae  feared  that  the  operation  of  Tacelnation 
must  have  been  performed  very  imperfectly. 

;       THE  BRINDISI  ROUTE.— QDESTION. 

Ub.  OOLDSMID  aaid,  he  wished  toaak 

.    the  Secretary  to  the  Treaaury,  Whether,  in 

.    oooaeqoenoe  of  the   openini;  of  the  Fell 

.    Railway  over  Mont  Cenia,  Her  Majetly'a 

Government  intend  to  adopt  the   Brindisi 

route  for  the  Indian  Mails ;  nnd,  whether 

they  hava  made   nny  application    to   the 

French  OoTerotoent  to  put  an  end  to  the 

tvelre  houra'  detention  in  Parr*  of  Letters 

potted  for  Italy  by  the  Evening  Maila  ? 

Mr.    SCLATER-BOOTH   aaid,  iu  re- 
ply, that  he  thought  it  waa  prematnre  at 
present  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  the  ne- 
eeaaily  of  changing  the  route  for  the  In- 
dian Mails.     The  subject  waa  fully  con- 
■idered  by  a  Select  Committee  which  sat 
in  1866,  and,  anticipating  the  opening  of 
the  Fell  Railway,  a  very  elaborate  Report 
'    ma  presented  to  the  Post  Office  by  Captain 
'    Tjler.     On  the  aetllement  of  the  coniroct 
''   with  the  Peninaular  and  Oriental  Steam 
''    Company  last  November,  it  was  stipulated 
'    that  the  Brindisi  route  should  be  adopted 
'    in  preference  to  Marseilles  if  circumstancea 
*     rendered  the  change  expedient.     With  re- 
gard to  the  latter  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Qaeation,  he  waa  informed  that  although 
the  detention  operated  inoonrenientlj  for 
letters  from  London,  ihia  was  not  the  coae 
with  respect  to  provincial  letters,  and  that 
the  present  arrangement  was  most  eonve- 


FOREIGN  OFFICE  AGENCIES. 
qtresnoH. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  would 
beg  to  osk  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  any  Correapon* 
dence  has  taken  place  between  the  Foreign 
Office  and  the  Treasury  on  the  subject  of 
the  amount  of  compensation  to  be  granted 
to  Foreign  Office  Agents  in  the  event  of 
their  agencies  being  abolished  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  has  any  objection  to  lay  such 
Correspondence  upon  the  Table  of  tlie 
House  ? 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  he  would  lay 
on  the  table  the  Co rrospon dence  betireen 
the  Foreign  Office  and  the  Treasury  on  the 
amonot  of  compensation  to  be  awarded  Id 
Foreign  Office  Agents  in  the  erent  of  their 
officea  being  abolished. 

IRELAND  — POST  OFFICE.— QUESTION. 

Gbheaal  DUNNE  aaid,  ho  wiahed  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trensnry,  Whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
Houae  the  Report  of  a  Commission  or  a 
Coinmissiouer  directed  by  his  Grnce  tho 
Postmaster  General  to  inquire  into  tho  sub- 
ject of  a  deduction  of  25  per  cent  from  tho 
salaries  of  officers  employed  in  the  Irish 
Post  Office,  and  to  state  any  reason  why 
that  deduction  was  made  in  1854,  after  a 
Minute  of  the  then  Foslmoster  General 
had  stated  that  the  salaries  of  the  officials 
in  London  ond  Doblin  ehonid  be  the  same  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  fae  understood  that  no  reduction  of 
25  per  cent  ever  was  made  from  the  aala- 
riea  of  the  clerks  in  the  Irish  Post  Office, 
nor  waa  any  Report  of  a  Commission  or 
Commissioner  made  to  the  Postmaster 
General  on  that  subject.  The  supposed 
Minute  of  the  Postmaater  Genera!  did  not 
exist.'  The  question  was  probably  founded 
upon  the  fact  thnt  there  was  a  Treaaury 
Commission  which  sat  upon  tho  salaries  of 
the  London  Post  Office  officials,  and  which 
recommended  that  in  ihe  event  of  a  re- 
arrangement of  the  aalaries  of  the  Edin- 
burgh and  Bablin  officials,  similar  altera- 
ttona  should  be  mode,  due  regard  being 
had  to  the  relative  cheapneas  of  living  in 
Dublin  and  Edinburgh  as  compnred  with 
living  in  London. 
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the  competition  entered  into  by  the  archi- 
tects, be  a  correct  statement  ? 

Me.  SCLATER- booth,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  true  that  Mr.  Barry  had  written 
a  letter  to  the  Treasury,  which  had  been 
published  that  morning  in  the  newspapers, 
protesting  against  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
Street  as  architect  of  the  Now  Law  Courts. 
This  letter  would  be  laid  on  the  table,  with 
other  Correspondence  on  the  same  subject. 
With  regard  to  an  exhibition  of  the  designs 
of  the  New  Law  Courts  in  the  Library  of 
the  House,  he  might  remark  that  the  de- 
signs had  already  been  on  view  for  six 
months  in  Lincoln's  Inn,  and  that  no  ob- 
ject would  be  gained  by  another  exhibition 
in  the  Library. 

Mb.  WALDEGRAVE-LESLIE  :  Was 
Mr.  Barry's  protest  received  before  or  after 
Mr.  Street's  appointment  ? 

Mk.  SCLATER-BOOTH:  After  his 
appointment. 

SPAIN— CASE  OF  THE  "  TORNADO." 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  SMOLLETT  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  with  reference  to  the  discussion  in 
the  House  of   Commons  on  the  23rd  of , 
July  last,  If  any   authoritative  decision  ! 
has  been  given  by  the  Spanish  Tribunals  j 
in  the  case  of  the  Tornado  ;  whether  the 
claims  of  the  crew  for  compensation  for 
harsh  and  unjustifiable  treatment  are  still 
under  cousideration  ;  and,  if  he  is  prepared 
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Telegraphs  ordered  by  th 
21  St  April  will  be  presenl 
is  the  oauae  of  the  delay  ii 
Return,  and  the  annual  Re 
Railway  Compnniea  ? 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVI 
that  it  would  be  impoaaib 
the  Return  relating  to  Elec 
would  be  presented.  Nol 
second  circular,  the  requii 
had  not  been  received  fro 
nnd  North- Western,  Lond< 
Western,  Midland,  Manch 
and  Lincolnshire,  Great  N 
Western,  Caledonian,  and 
companies.  It  was  evidei 
particulars  from  these  large 
panics  the  Return  would  be 
as  to  bo  entirely  useless, 
swer  must  be  given  to  the 
the  lion.  Member's  Questio 
in  presenting  the  compiled  i 
of  the  Railway  Department 
failure  of  the  companies  i 
particulars  earlier.  These  p 
compiled  daily  as  they  arrive 
of  Trade  ;  so  that  as  soon  i 
tails  were  received  tho  ooi 
was  ready  for  presentation, 
days  for  computing  the  to 
generally  also  in  type  at  t 
ready  for  printing.  Last  yc 
five  reminders  were  sent  < 
whole  of  tho  Returns  were  i 
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Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  the  Despatohes 
have  not  yet  been  received.  Some  por- 
tions of  the  Despatches  have  been  received; 
but  not  the  Despatch  which  ought  to  be 
placed  before  the  House  before  the  Vote 
of  Thanks  is  moved,  and  which  refers  par- 
ticularly to  the  recommendations  of  Sir 
Bobert  Napier  as  to  the  services  of  the 
individuals  engaged.  The  moment  the  re- 
maining Despatches  are  received  they  will 
be  placed  on  the  table,  and  the  House  will 
see  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  have 
them.  When  they  are  received,  I  will 
give  Notice  of  a  day  for  moving  the  Vote 
of  Thanks. 

Mr.  LAYARD  said,  the  delay  was  a 
little  remarkable.  Was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  there  were  some 
persons  now  in  town  who  had  been  present 
at  the  taking  of  Magdala  ? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  As 
X  hare  seen  the  officers  who  have  returned 
from  Abyssinia.  I  will  venture  to  answer 
the  Question.  Sir  Robert  Napier  informed 
me,  in  a  Despatch  which  has  been  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  that  it  was  his 
intention  to  send  an  officer — Colonel  Mil- 
ward — with  a  Despatch  containing  detoils 
of  the  engagement  which  resulted  in  the 
eapture  of  Magdala.  On  Saturday  evening 
last  Colonel  Mil  ward  arrived,  having  been 
detained  in  consequence  of  the  vessel  in 
which  he  sailed  getting  aground.  The 
Despatch  gives  full  details  of  the  action 
before  Magdala;  but  the  closing  paragraph 
states  that  Sir  Robert  Napier  proposed  to 
send  by  the  following  mail  a  further  De- 
apatohy  which  would  give  the  re-embarka- 
tion  of  the  troops,  and  at  the  same  time 
full  particulars  of  the  services  of  those 
whom  he  wished  to  recommend  to  notice. 
In  a  private  letter  tome  Sir  Robert  Napier 
aaid  he  hoped  to  send  this  by  Colonel 
Fraser.  Very  late  on  Saturdoy  Colonel 
Eraser  arrived,  and  left  some  letters  at  my 
house.  The  Despatch  in  question  was  not 
among  those  letters;  but  I  have  hopes  that 
it  may  be  among  some  other  Papers  that 
were  sent  to  the  Horse  Guards. 

REVENUE  OFFICERS'  DISABILITIES 
REMOVAL  BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask. 
Whether  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
would  appoint  a  Morning  Sitting  for  the 
discussion  of  this  Bill  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  it  is  always  most 
agreeable  to  me  to  accommodate  Gentle- 
men on  both  sides  of  the  House  who  are 


ititrusted  with  the  conduct  of  any  public 
question  of  importance.     At  the  same  time 
I  have  a  primary  duty  to  fulfil — to  carry 
through   the   necessary  Business   of    the 
House  with  all  possible  despatch  consis- 
tent with  mature  legislation.     It  is  there- 
fore very  difficult  to  give  those  facilities 
which  I   should  otherwise    be  happy  to 
afford.     I  do  not  understand  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  ony  grievance  to  complain 
of.     He  experienced,  I  am  informed,  un- 
expected   facilities    in    passing    his    Bill 
through  a  second   reading,   and   that,  of 
course,  cannot  be  a  cause  of  complaint  on 
his  part,  but  one  rather  of  rejoicing.     In- 
asmuch, however,  as  there  was  no  discus- 
sion upon  a  Bill  which  it  is  admitted  is 
,  one  of  grave  importance,  he  could  hardly 
I  doubt  that  on  the  Motion  for  going  into 
Committee  a  discussion  would  ensue.     I 
believe  that  there  was  an  opportunity  of 
going  into  Committee  on  Friday  an  hour 
after  midnight,  when  it  is  our  custom  not 
to  enter  upon  discussions  of  a  grave  cha- 
racter.  I  am,  therefore,  justified  in  saying 
that  the  hon.  Member  has  no  cause  of  com- 
plaint so  far  as  the  course  of  Public  Busi- 
ness is  concerned.     The  measure  is,  how- 
ever, one  which  is  of  interest  to  Gentlemen 
on  both  sides.     I  should  be  sorry  to  be 
churlish  in  the  matter,  and  on  Friday  there 
is  an  opportunity  of  placing   this  as  the 
first  Order  of  the  Day  after  the  Notices  of 
Motion.     I  trust  that  this  facility  will  meet 
the  wishes  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

ARMY— VOLUNTEER  REVIEW  AT  WIND- 
SOR.— QUESTION. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  that  Her  Majesty 
had  graciously  signified  her  intention  of 
reviewing  the  Volunteer  Force  in  Windsor 
Great  Park  on  Saturday.  As  it  was  de- 
sirable that  there  should  bo  as  large  an 
attendance  as  possible,  he  wished  to  know. 
Whether  it  is  intended  to  give  the  gentle- 
men engaged  in  the  Government  Offices 
who  are  Volunteers  a  holiday  on  Saturday, 
in  order  that  they  may  have  an  opportunity 
of  going  to  Windsor  ?  If  tho  Government 
set  the  example  by  giving  the  holiday,  it 
would  be  followed,  he  trusted,  by  employers 
in  the  metropolis. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Notice,  Sir,  has  al- 
ready been  given  to  all  those  engoged  in 
Public  Offices  who  are  Volunteers,  that 
thoir  public  services  will  not  be  required 
on  Saturday  next,  in  order  that  they  may 
have  an  opportunity  of  attending  the  re- 
view.    That  Notice  has  been  generally 
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eommunicated  to  all  engaged  in  the  Pablic 
Service,  and  if  there  have  been  anj  omis- 
sions  I  will  take  care  thej  are  supplied. 
I  trust  that  the  good  example  thus  set  by 
the  Government  may  be  followed  bj 
others. 

GOVERNMENT  OF  INDIA  BILLS. 
QUESTION. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKB  said, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  Whether  it  is  his  intention  to 
go  on  with  those  Bills  that  night  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTIICOTE  said, 
in  reply,  that,  although  he  was  anxious  to 
proceed  with  those  Bills,  there  were  others 
of  greater  importance  on  the  Paper — the 
Irish  Reform  Bill  for  example — which  stood 
before  them  on  the  Paper,  and  the  Regis- 
tration Bill,  which  stood  next.  If  he  found 
that  tho  Committee  on  the  Irish  Reform 
Bill  was  concluded  at  such  an  hour  as 
would  leaye  the  Registration  Bill  sufficient 
time  to  pass  a  second  reading,  he  would 
proceed  with  the  India  Bills,  but  not  other- 
wise. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  wished  to 
know.  Whether  the  Electric  Telegraphs 
Bill  would  be  taken  on  Thursday  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE. 
QUER :  Yes. 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
said,  he  wished,  in  consequence  of  an  An- 
swer just  given  to  a  Question  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  case 
the  Committee  on  the  Irish  Reform  Bill 
should  not  be  finished  that  night,  which 
was  highly  probable,  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  right  to  place  it  first  on  the  Or- 
ders for  Thursday  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  think  there  are 
reasons  why  the  arrangement  which  has 
been  made  should  be  adhered  to  at  present; 
but  I  will  certainly  take  care  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  tho  Irish  Reform  Bill  shall  not 
be  neglected. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

UOUSE. 

Mr.  MORRISON  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask.  When  the  Government  intended  to 
bring  on  again  the  Election  Petitions  and 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Bill ;  and 
also,  if  they  were  to  have  Morning  Sit- 
tings ? 

Me.  DISRAELI :  In  answer.  Sir,  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr. 
Morrison),  I  would  just  make  one  remark 

Mr.  Disraeli 


on  the  proposition   which  I  am  tbwt  to 
make,  because  it  greatly  affects  the  mb- 
duct  of  Pablio  BusioeM.     The  Ifotlwii, 
that  on  Tue«daj«  the  7th  of  July,  aod  « 
every  succeeding  Taesday  doring  the  Sei- 
sion,  Orders  of  the   Day  shall  bare  prees- 
dence  of  Notices  of  MotioOt  and  thst  (Iw 
Orders  of  the  Day  of  the  GoTemment  ihill 
have  precedence  over  other  Orders  of  tlie 
Day.     That  is  an  indulgence  which,  if  tl» 
House  felt  any  considerable  indispositioo 
to  grant  us,  I  should  be  sorry  strosglj  ti 
press  for,  because  I  attach  much  valae  ti 
the  priyileges  of   private   Members.    Ai 
the  same  time,  it  is  an   indulgence  vbid 
was  extended    to    the    QoTemment  toot 
years  ago  almost  perpetuallj  in  the  moolk 
of  July.     It  interferes,  no  doubt,  to  see^ 
tain    degree  with   the    pririleges  of  hm. 
Members  ;  but,  on  the  whole,  I  think  tk 
Gofornment  may  be  permitted  to  hare  tlii 
great  assistance  in  winding  up  the  PaUi 
Business.     The  hon.  Gentleman  asks  le 
whether  I  am  going  on  with   the  Comf 
Practices  at  Elections  Bill,  and  whether  I 
will    have   Morning    Sittings  ?      Nov,  I 
adhere  to  the  statement  I  originally  mill 
on  the  subject  of  Pablic  Business — nsmdj^ 
that  my  first  object  was  to  carry  the  tkifi 
supplementary  Reform   measures.     Nor, 
the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  and  the  Boomiij 
Bill,  though  they  have   not  yet  left  tto 
House,  moy  be  regarded  as  Tirtusllj  Ml* 
tied.    But  we  haye  still  a  third  meuorBrf 
Reform  before  us  which  may  require  fris 
us   a  great   deal    of    consideration;  fli 
when  I  see  that  measure  in  tho  same  pis' 
tion  as  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  and  tk 
Boundary  Bill,  I  shall  then  be  able  to  tih 
a  general  view  of  the  Business  before  thi 
House,  and  to  state  the  course  of  PnlGi 
Business  which  I  think  will  be  satisfaetoiy 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  generally.     Theref«ik 
I  would  rather  postpone  saying  anjtkii| 
about  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill,  or  sM 
having  recourse    to    Morning    Sittings  it 
this  moment.     If  the  Motion  with  whickl 
shall  presently  conclude  is  acceded  to,  tkl 
Government  may  be  able,  without  unMcsi' 
sarily  using    what,    no   doubt,   is  a  weH 
efficient   instrument    for    carrying  on  iki 
Public  Business  towards  the  end  of  a  Sfli- 
sion — namely.  Morning  Sittings  —  to  it* 
tain  the   results   which  wo  all  desire.  I 
I  would  remark  that  Morning  Sittings,  n- 
I  der  the  system  which,  with  the  favoorif 
I  the  House,  I  instituted  last  year,  are  eer- 
I  taiuly  a  most  powerful  instrument  onto 
certain   circumstances.     They  are  adsrt^ 
ably  efHcient  when  dealing  with  an  iS" 
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portant  Bill  in  Committee.  Then  you  may 
make  very  great  progress  ;  and  if  it  be 
necessary  we  can  have  recourse  to  them 
for  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill.  But  they 
are  really  productive  of  very  slight  results, 
mrhen  devoted  to  the  second  reading  of  a 
Bill;  because  there  is  something  so  eapti 
Tating  in  the  discussion  of  a  general  prin- 
ciple that  time  is  whiled  away  in  a  most 
extraordinary  manner;  and  such  a  sacri- 
fice of  the  comfort,  the  convenience,  and 
the  time  of  the  House  has  generally  a  very 
injurious  effect  upon  the  efficiency  of  the 
Evening  Sitting,  if  the  Morning  Sitting 
lias  been  occupied  in  debating  a  second 
reading.  Therefore,  though  tho  weapon 
in  our  armoury  is  one  of  great  value  and 
powerful  temper,  still  I  think  we  should 
not  unnecessarily  and  with  levity  resort  to 
it.  At  present,  if  the  House  consents  to 
the  Motion  which  I  am  now  making,  there 
is  a  fair  prospect  that  we  shall  not  need  to 
task  the  energies  of  the  House  in  an  ex- 
traordinary manner  with  respect  to  Morn- 
ing Sittings.  But,  at  the  same  time,  I 
should  not  refrain,  if  I  thought  there  was 
not  a  fair  chance  of  our  disposing  of  the 
Corrupt  Practices  Bill  without  them,  from 
proposing  Morning  Sittings. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  No  doubt,  Sir, 
the  Motion  just  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  one  that  is  agreeable  to  the 
usage  of  the  House  at  a  certain  period  of 
the  year  ;  and  that  time  is  generally  fixed 
bj  a  reference  to  the  o mount  of  Business 
before  the  House  in  the  hands  of  the  Oo- 
▼ernment,  by  the  general  views  of  the 
House  at  to  the  termination  of  the  Session. 
and  by  the  amount  of  Business  also  before 
va  in  the  hands  of  private  Members.  As 
Car  as  I  am  aware,  I  know  of  no  reason 
connected  with  any  of  these  topics  to  pro- 
Tent  us  from  acceding  to  this  Motion ;  and 
If  it  should  happen  that  there  is  any  Bill 
in  the  hands  of  a  private  Member  that  it  is 
desirable  to  send  forward,  which  would  be 
impeded  by  this  arrangement,  I  have  no 
doubt  the  Government  will  be  glad  to 
take  it  into  their  consideration.  But  I 
iviah,  in  giving  a  cheerful  assent  to  this 
Motion,  to  say  one  word.  I  trust  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  adhere  with  some 
rigour — and,  perhaps,  with  greater  rigour 
of  construction  than  he  seems  disposed  to 
adopt — to  the  rule  that  we  should  make  it 
our  main  object  to  progress  with  the  Bills 
relating  to  Parliamentary  Reform.  It  is 
obvious  that  when  we  enter  into  Commit- 
tee on  the  Irish  Reform  Bill,  which  I  trust 
;will  not  take  a  long  time  —  although  it 
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would  be  sanguine,  perhaps,  to  expect  to 
finish  it-  to-night — our  proceedings  in  re- 
f^ard  to  it  ought,  at  any  rate,  to  be  con- 
tinuous, and  we  ought  not  to  have  other 
Business  in  the  hands  of  the  Government 
interpolated,  unless  it  is  Business  of  great 
urgency.  The  Government  are  quite  right 
in  asking  for  a  full  discussion  of  the  sub- 
ject of  Electric  Telei^raphs;  but  I  am  at 
a  loss  to  know  why  it  should  be  necessary 
to  take  that  subject  on  Thursday,  in  pre- 
ference to  going  on  with  the  Irish  Reform 
Bill.  I  also  hope  that  when  the  details  of 
the  Iiish  Reform  Bill  have  been  disposed 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  only 
keep  in  mind  the  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections  Bill,  but,  if  possible,  place  it 
next  in  order,  for  undoubtedly  it  stands  in 
close  relation  to  the  other  measures  of 
Parliamentary  Reform,  and  our  legislation 
on  Reform  will  not  bo  complete  until  the 
House  has  had  an  opportunity  of  fully 
considering  and  disposing  of  that  question. 
I  trust,  therefore,  that  the  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Bill  will  be  allowed  tu  tread  on  tho 
heels  of  the  Irish  Reform  Bill  eiiher  imme- 
diately or  with  the  intervention  of  no  other 
measures  except  those  of  urgent  and 
pressing  importance. 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  he  wished  to  know, 
Whether  any  Morning  Sittings  would  bo 
devoted  by  the  Government  to  discussions 
on  the  Army  Estimates  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  I  will  take  the  in- 
quiry of  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  a  sugges- 
tion, and  I  will  consider  it. 

Mb.  MORRISON  aaid,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have 
misunderstood  the  Question  which  he  had 
addressed  to  him  a  few  moments  before, 
lie  by  no  meons  wished  to  convey  the  idea 
that  the  Government  were  not  anxious  to 
proceed  with  the  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections  Bill.  On  the  contrary,  he  was 
quite  convinced  of  the  sincerity  of  their 
intentions  in  the  matter,  and  he  knew  that 
there  was  a  large  number  of  Members  on 
the  Liberal  side  of  the  House  who  were 
equally  desirous  that  they  should  go  on 
with  it. 

Sib  HENRY  WINSTON -BARRON 
said,  he  would  suggest  that  the  Irish 
Reform  Bill  should  be  passed  through 
Committee  before  any  new  Business  was 
entered  upon. 

Besohed,  That  upon  Tuesday  the  7th 
day  of  July  next,  and  every  succeeding 
Tuesday  during  the  present  Session,  Or- 
dera  of  the  Day  have  precedence  of  Notices 
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SctiuoU  Bill  had  been  disposed  of. 

lietot'Md.  That  this  House^do  meet  To- 
morrow at  Two  of  the  clock,  subject  to  the 
Rewluliona  of  tlio  27(h  daj  of  Ma;  1867. 
—(Mr.  Ditraeli.) 

PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM- 
REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 

(IRELAND)  BILL. 

( The  Earl  of  Mayo.  Mr.  Duratli,  Mr.  Altomtij 

General  for  Ireland). 

[bill  71.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  QuoatioD  proposed, 
"Tbal  Mr.  Speaker  do  nov  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mr.  REARDEN  roie,  pursuant  to  No- 
tice, lomoTe  the  following  AmendmCDt; — 

>■  That  no  Bill  oan  bo  latiBfaotorj  Co  tha  peopla 
of  Ireland  which  does  not  provide  (or  a  rental 
fraDGbiw  of  £6  or  upwardi  in  counlie«,  in>tea<]  of 
anting  rranohiaeot  £13 or  iipwardi,  and  n  rental 
fyanotiue  of  £3  or  upwardi  nnd  a  lodger  fmnohiie 
of  £8  or  upwardi  in  boroughs,  instead  of  a  rating 
frnuohiae  of  £1  or  upwards  ;  lh.it  voles  at  Elijo- 
tlonl  be  taken  bjr  ballot ;  and  Ibat  no  borougli  be 
diU^Dcbised.  but  that  tlie  boundami  of  boroughs 
having  less  than  0,000  inhabitants  be  extended  so 
as  to  Include  within  the  limit*  or  such  boroughs 
oil  Dremlies,  tor  the  purposs  of  oODfsrring  the 
xt  the  inhabitants  thsreof." 


miicl)  na  those  borougtia  i 
posed  to  diffranchise  were 
nnd  nppeared  to  linvc  boei 
franchisement  on  some  cap 
support  of  whti-li  no  Tali, 
be  odTanced,  fie  felt  ae 
that  nobody  could  be  d 
actuated  by  a  desire  to  i 
matter  than  hia  noblo  F 
Sccrelar;  for  Ireland  ;  bu 
acknowledge  that  it  was  n 
trarj  mode  of  proceeding  t 
a  third  Metiibor  to  Dublin 
principle,  and  to  dirtde  i 
those  cases  in  Khicli  an  nd 
to  their  representation.  1 
was  intended  to  disfraneliii 
only  ono  of  the  aeats — tl 
Dublin — was  to  be  given  to  i 
as  things  at  preaent  atoo 
were  represented  it)  nearly 
of  two  to  one.  What  h< 
nas,  that  the  town  of  Port 
«hioh  oul;  posacsaed  100  < 
disfranchised,  and  that  th 
tained  should  be  co[iferre( 
Dnlkej,  Monkstown,  and  I 
cnntniiied  a  population  of 
28,000.  If  that  Buggeeti 
luntlers  might  bo  much  si 
ihe  Rill  nero  proceeded  w 
it  was  clear,  from  the  nut 
nienis  of  which  Notice  liad 
the  discuBsions  on   it  muB 
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aside  8o  that  hon.  Members  might  be  the 
earlier  released  from  their  labours.  He 
saw  no  hope  of  their  getting  through  the 
Bill  in  anything  like  a  reasonable  period 
if  they  were  to  proceed  with  the  proposals 
of  the  Oovernmenty  as  to  re-distribution  of 
seats.  Ireland  would  not  suffer  bj  leaving 
the  remainder  of  the  scheme  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  better  or  worse  men  who  were 
to  follow  in  the  new  Parliament. 

Mb.  PIM  said,  that  in  England  37  per 
cent  of  the  Members  would,  under  the  new 
Bill,  be  returned  by  counties  ;  whilst  in 
Ireland  the  county  Members  were  in  the 
proportion  of  63  per  cent.  It  was,  there- 
fore, a  very  extraordinary  thing  to  propose 
an  increase  of  the  number  of  Irish  county 
Members.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
small  boroughs  in  Ireland  were  not  inde- 
pendent ;  but  no  party  on  either  side  of  the 
House  seemed  to  toko  into  consideration 
the  arrangements  by  which  they  might  be 
made  independent.  The  same  arguments 
brought  against  five  of  the  boroughs  which 
it  was  proposed  to  disfronchise  could  be 
brought  against  all  boroughs  with  less  than 
10,000  inhabitants.  There  were  many 
boroughs  in  Scotland  and  Wales  with  under 
2,000  population.  His  own  opinion  was 
that  these  boroughs  in  Ireland  could  not  be 
rendered  independent  by  any  other  plon 
than  that  of  grouping,  which  had  been 
found  so  successful  in  Scotland  and  Wales. 
Though  he  should  prefer  to  see  Portarling- 
ioii  grouped  instead  of  being  disfranchised, 
jet  he  was  willing  to  admit  that  that  bo- 
roagh  afforded  by  far  the  least  strong  case 
for  the  retention  of  representation,  while 
Kingstown  afforded  by  far  the  strongest 
ease  for  enfranchisement ;  and  he  should 
be  well  content  if  the  whole  principle  of 
re-distribution  were  given  up,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  transference  of  the  rcpro- 
eentatire  from  Portarlin^ton  to  Kingstown. 
The  question  of  the  Irish  Church  was  at 

Jireseiit  one  of  absorbing  interest  in  Ire- 
and,  and  there  were  also  other  questions 
engaging  the  attention  of  the  luwei*  classes 
in  that  country,  and  preventing  them  from 
tnking  an  interest  in  the  subject  of  Par- 
liamentary  Reform,    their   feeling   rather 
being  not  to  be  connected  with  that  House 
at  all.     lie  therefore  thought  that  it  would 
be  advisable  that  the  whole  matter  of  re- 
distribution should  be  put  off  until  those 
?ue3tions  were  settled  ond  the  mind  of  the 
fish  people  was  in  a  fit  state  to  express 
their  feelings  with  regard  to  Parliamentary 
Reform.     Under   these  circumstances  he 
•hoald  be  glad  if  the  suggestion  of  the 


hon.  Member  for  Maiden  (Mr.  Sandford) 
were  acceded  to. 

Mr.  BAGWELL  said,  that  when  the 
Bill  was  introduced  he  objected  to  the  dis- 
franchisement of  a  number  of  boroughs  in 
Ireland.  The  proposal  to  disfranchise  bo- 
roughs while  the  county  representation 
was  increased  could  not  be  borne  out  by 
reference  to  the  principle  adopted  in  the 
ease  of  Bngland  or  of  Scotland.  He 
thought  that  such  an  arrangement  would 
be  fatal  to  the  establishment  of  a  fair  sys« 
tem  of  representation.  In  the  counties 
the  landed  interest  and  the  landlords  had  a 
preponderating  influence,  and  he  did  not 
wish  to  see  that  influence  increased  ;  but 
in  towns  the  population  consisted  of  people 
of  varied  interests  and  yaried  opinions.  He 
still  entertained  the  same  objection  to  the 
Bill  as  he  expressed  on  the  night  of  its 
introduction.  The  suggestion  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Maldun  (Mr.  Sandfurd) 
was  one  which  was  well  worthy  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government.  It  would  meet 
with  very  considerable  support  in  Ireland, 
and,  if  adopted,  would  facilitate  the  pro- 
gress of  Business  in  that  House.  It  was 
not  to  be  regarded  as  in  any  scnso  a 
party  question ;  and  he  hoped  both  sides 
of  the  House  would  concur  in  odopting 
the  suggestion  which  had  been  made.  He 
believed  that  the  Bill  would  double  the 
constituencies  in  boroughs  ;  and  therefore 
the  number  of  voters  would  be  so  large 
as  to  form  a  good  argument  against  dis- 
franchisement. 

Sir  FREDERICK  HEYGATE  said, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  not  forgot  the 
strong  claims  which  Ulster  possessed  to 
increased  representation.  The  present 
proposal  of  the  Government  by  no  means 
commended  itself  as  likely  to  bo  a  perma- 
nent measure.  He  would  take  the  statistics 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  Pim) 
himself,  and  he  found  that  the  number  of 
Members,  if  allotted  to  the  four  provinces 
in  proportion  to  population,  and  also  to  the 
annual  value  of  property  in  each,  would  be 
as  follows.  According  to  the  population 
in  1861,  Leinster,  with  a  population  of 
1,457,635,  would  have  26  Members  ;  Mon- 
ster, with  a  population  of  1,513.558  would 
have  27  Members  ;  Ulster,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  1,914,236,  34  Members  ;  and  Con- 
naught,  with  a  population  of  913,135, 
would  have  16  Members.  According  to 
the  annual  value  Leinster  (£4,386,986) 
should  have  35  Members ;  Munster 
(£3,263,804),  27  Members  ;  Ulster 
(£3,830,040),    30  Membet^s  <i^\vw^i.^^\. 
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ropretentatlTes  to  that  House,  and  it  was  lu 
order  to  provide  representatives  for  those 
places  that  the  disfranchisement  of  small 
boroughs  in  England  was  urged.  But  that 
was  not  the  case  in  Ireland.  It  appeared 
that  the  only  town  in  Ireland  over  10,000 
inhabitants  which  did  not  send  a  repre- 
aentative  to  thot  House  was  Kingston  and 
Rathmines,  in  the  county  of  Dublin.  He 
protested  against  borough  scats  being 
transferred  to  counties  for  it  had  always 
been  held  that  variety  of  representation 
should  be  studied.  The  Irish  county 
Uembers  were,  almost  without  excep- 
tion, the  proprietors  of  landed  estates  in 
the  counties  they  represented  or  in  ad- 
joining ones.  Members  of  the  trading, 
professional,  and  mercantile  classes  were 
only  returned  by  the  boroughs.  He  did 
Dot  believe  the  proposal  to  transfer  five 
seats  from  boroughs  to  counties  would  meet 
with  approval,  and  he  was  not  surprised  to 
find  hon.  Members  desirous  to  get  rid  of 
the  difficulty  by  asking  the  Government  to 
withdraw  their  scheme.  He  objected  to 
any  middle  course  being  taken,  and  he 
protested  against  his  own  borough  being 
made  the  scapegoat.  Portariington  was 
not  smaller  than  some  English  boroughs 
which,  until  the  recent  decision  of  the 
the  IIouso,  had  returned  Members,  nor  was 
it  much  Buialler  than  Dungannon. 

Mr.   SYNAN  said,  that   although    the 
discussion    was  premature  and   not   alto- 


upon  a  tallaoious  principle 
of  the  Government  was  a 
stitutional  principle,  inasm 
posed  to  merge  the  borougl 
in  the  county  representa 
scheme  of  his  hoii.  and  gal 
Member  for  Longford  waa 
fallacious  principle,  inasmu 
the  English  and  Irish  be 
same  basis  as  to  populati< 
tion  of  5,000  in  an  Engli 
presented  a  decaying  villa^ 
in  Ireland.  An  Irish  boroi 
inhabitants,  according  to  tl: 
the  urban  population  in  the 
was  equivalent  to  an  EngHs 
10,000.  He  recommended 
fective  scheme  of  the  Oov 
be  struck  out  of  the  Bill,  a 
he  recommended  his  hon 
Friend  not  to  persevere  w 
but  to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  H.  BAILLIE  aaid,  t 
re-distribution  scheme  seen 
demned  by  Gentlemen  op 
they  disliked  the  transfer  ol 
to  counties,  and  by  his  own  ( 
side,  because  it  gave  additic 
tion  to  the  South  and  not 
He  thought  Ireland  should 
same  way  as  England — bor 
than  5,000  inhabitants  bein 
and  the  seats  being  given 
large  towns   and  partly    to 
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understand  the  objeot  of  the  discuMion, 
unless  it  was  to  throw  oold  water  on  the 
whole  plan  for  the  reform  of  the  Irish  re- 
presentation. For  hon.  Members  to  pick 
out  and  discuss  particular  portions  of  the 
question  was  certainly  to  prejudice  it.  lie 
did  not  see  why  this  Bill  should  be  dirided, 
and  a  half  left  to  be  passed  by  another 
Parliament.  He  was  anxious  to  go  into 
Committee,  and  he  should  then  be  able  to 
meet  the  statomentfl  and  arguments  of  the 
hon.  Members  for  Dublin  (Mr.  Pirn)  and 
Londonderry  (Sir  Frederick  Heygate),  and 
show  that  the  claims  of  Ulster  were  not 
paramount.  The  English  Reform  Bill 
bad  occupied  almost  the  whole  of  last  Ses- 
eion;  and  he  had  no  reason  to  suppose  that 
the  Government  or  the  House  would  be 
reluctant  to  give  sufficient  time  for  the 
fair  and  full  consideration  of  the  Irish  Re- 
form Bill. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  do  not  understand 
what  ground  there  is  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Afember  for  Longfurd  (Colonel  Grevillo- 
Nugent)  for  blaming  the  Government  in 
regard  to  the  course  they  have  taken. 
They  have  moved  that  the  IIouso  go  into 
Committee  on  the  Irish  Reform  Bill,  where* 
upon  a  discussion  not  originated  by  the 
Oovernment,  but  in  which  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  have  taken  a  great  in- 
terest, has  arisen.  It  would  not  have  been 
becoming  in  us  to  stifle  that  discussion, 
because  it  has  enabled  us  to  learn  the  gene- 
ral opinion  of  the  House  on  the  matterd 


than  £4."  fTho  Earl  of  Mato  :  I  said 
"  about  £4.'^  The  clause  now  made  the 
franchise  above  £4,  for  which  there  was 
no  sufficient  reason.  The  valuation  in  Ire- 
land was  conducted  by  persons  appointed 
by  the  Government,  and  the  valuation 
usually  proceeded  by  steps  of  from  10s.  to 
£1.  The  effect  of  the  clause  would  bo 
that  in  order  to  entitle  a  man  to  the  fran- 
chise he  must  be  rated  at,  say,  £4  10«. 
It  was  desirable  that  the  Government 
valuators  should  not  consider  whether  the 
effect  of  thoir  rating  would  bo  to  give  the 
franchise  or  not.  His  Amendment  would 
render  it  necessary  to  alter  the  law  of 
rating,  and  ho  had  put  upon  the  Paper  a 
Notice  in  conformity  with  his  present 
Amendment.  The  effect  of  the  clause,  as 
it  was  now  worded,  would  be  to  disfran* 
chise  all  who  were  rated  at  £4,  of  whom 
there  are  considerable  numbers.  Such  an 
amount  would  be  quite  high  enough,  be- 
cause it  would  usually  indicate  a  house  of 
between  £5  and  £6  rental.  He  begged  to 
move  on  page  2,  clause  3,  line  4,  to  leave 
out  the  words  **  more  than/'  which  would 
place  the  borough  franchise  on  an  intelli- 
gible and  rational  basis. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  4, 
to  leave  out  the  words  **more  than.**— 
(i/r.  Latcson.) 

Thb  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hun.  Gentleman,  taken  in  con- 
junction with  a  Notice  he  had  given  of  an 

which  have   been   raised.      All    that  has  |  Amendment  in  Clause  26,  would  practically 

been  said  shall  receive  respectful  and  care- 
ful consideration ;  but  I  do  not  understand 

that  anything  has  occurred  to  prevent  the 

House  from  going  into  Committeo  on  the 

Irish  Reform  Bill.     I  hopo  that  tho  Cum- 

niittee  will  now  go  on  with  tho  business 

before  us. 

Bill  considered  in  Committeo. 

(In  the  Committee.)  * 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  postponed. 

Clause    3    (Occupation    Franchise    for 
Voters  in  Cities,  Tortus,  and  Boroughs). 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  ho  roso  to  move 


alter  the  law  of  rating  in  Ireland  as  it  had 
existed  ever  since  tho  Poor  Law  was  es- 
tablished in  that  country.  That  law  of 
rating  was  that  in  tho  case  of  all  tene- 
ments rated  above  £4  the  poor  rates  were 
paid,  one  half  by  the  landlord  and  tho 
other  half  by  the  tenant ;  whereas  in  tho 
case  of  all  tenements  at  or  below  £4,  the 
whole  of  the  rates  were  paid  by  the  imme- 
diate lessor,  and  no  demand  was  ever  made 
on  tho  occupiers  for  poor  rates.  That 
principle  had  worked  very  satisfactorily, 
and  it  practically  exempted  from  tho  pay- 
ment of  poor  rates  tho  greater  number  of 
persons  who  were  unable  to  pay  them. 
an  Amendment.  The  existing  franchise  !  That  system  got  rid  of  the  difficulty  in  the 
in  boroughs  in  Ireland   was   a   rating  of  .  way  of  the  collection  of  rates  which  existed 


was  a 
£8.  When  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill  he  stated  that  he  proposed  to 
lower  the  borough  franchise  from  £8  to 
£4  ;  but  instead  of  lowering  it  to  £4,  the 
noble  Earl  had  made  it  necessary  that  a 
TOter  should  be  rated  at  something  "  more 


/ 


m  many  instances  both  in  England  and 
Scotland,  and  he  believed  the  day  was  not 
far  distant  when  somo  such  system — he 
was  then  speaking  only  in  regard  to  the 
collection  of  rates — would  be  adopted  for 
the  entire  United  Kingdom.  The  ^^^^ 
closeness  betwe^u  V\\^  \^\.^^  ^\i\>^Os..  ^"^  ''^^ 
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rates  paid  in  Ireland  was,  porhaps,  one  ofj 
the  most  remarkable  features  presented! 
by  the  adiiiiiiistrntion  of  the  Poor  Lair.- 
Since  tlie  introduction  of  the  Poor  Law! 
into  Ireland  the  total  amount  of  rates  ninde 
was  £20.300.000.  of  which  £19.500.000 
sterling  had  been  actually  collected  ;  so 
that  the  total  amount  of  poor  rate  declared 
irrecoverable  out  of  that  very  large  sum  in 
a  period  of  nioro  than  thirty  years,  in- 
cluding the  time  of  the  famine,  was  under 
£1 ,000.000.  The  Committee  ought,  there- 
fore, to  pause  before  it  interfered  with  a 
system  which  hnd  worked  so  admirably. 
Tlie  increase  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's proposal  would  cause  to  the  consti- 
tuency, although  not  very  large,  would 
include  the  very  poorest  class,  and  as  a 
rule  precisely  those  whom  the  law  had  de- 
clared to  be  unable  to  pay  their  rates.  The 
increase  to  the  borough  constituency  which 
would  be  made  by  giving  household  suf-  { 
frage  to  every  man  in  Ireland  who  paid 
rates  would,  in  round  numbers,  be  about  | 
9,700  OP  10.000  ;  and  the  adoption  of  the: 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman's  Amendment  would  I 
add  to  that  number  some  2.000  persons 
scattered  all  over  Ireland,  the  greater 
portion  of  them  living  in  the  city  of  Dublin. 
The  great  objection  to  the  Amendment  was 
that  it  did  not  affect  only  the  persons  who 
were  rated  at  £4  in  boroughs.  Taken  in 
connection  with  the  Amendment  proposed 
in  the  26th  clause,  it  would  interfere  with 
the  system  of  rating  over  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land, and  would  render  the  occupiers  of 
39.000  tenements  who  were  now  exempted 
from  ))Oor  rates,  liable  to  pay  those  rates. 
No  cause  had  been  shown  why  they  should 
create  so  great  a  disturbance  in  the  Iiish 
Poor  Law  and  inflict  so  great  a  hardship 
on  thousands  of  poor  people.  Nobody  had 
asked  for  such  a  change.  On  the  con- 
trary, all  whom  ho  had  spoken  to  were 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  working  of  the 
present  law,  and  not  a  single  petition  had 
been  presented  to  the  House  since  then. 
Ho  therefore  hoped  that  the  Committee 
would  reject  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
said,  he  thought  the  proposal  ought  to  bo 
limited  to  boroughs,  and  believed  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Portarlington 
(Mr.  Lawson)  was  quito  willing  that  it 
should  be  so  limited.  Thus  altered,  the  | 
noble  Earl  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  given  no  sufficient  reason  for  opposing 
it.  It  was  true  that  was  not  a  very  large 
question,  but  that  fact  told  both  ways  ;  and 
in  speaking  of  the  great  disturbance  the 

Th$  Earl  o/  Mayo 


i. 


Amendment  would  eaase 
system,  the  noble  Earl  mm 
its  effects.  eapeciaUj  if  it  w 
boroughs.  He  could  con 
noble  Earl  had  said  in  rcga 
able  manner  in  which  the  | 
collected  in  Ireland ;  but  he  c 
that  that  inconsiderable  dep 
present  line  at  which  the  o< 
personally  liable,  but  which 
considerable  addition  to  the 
chise.  would  seriously  impai 
of  poor  rates.  A^ain,  the  i 
self  proposed  a  much  grc 
than  his  tight  hon.  Friend 
now  did  from  the  present  sy 
in  regard  to  6ve  large  cii 
Dublin  was  one  ;  for  in  t\u 
the  limit  of  liabilitj  was  to  bi 
£8  to  over  £4.  The  enti 
the  borough  constituencies  i 
that  Bill  was  a  very  modora 
and  he  should  welcome  the  e 
ever  small,  that  would  be  | 
the  Amendment  of  his  right 
which  he  hoped  the  Committ 
port. 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  that  c 
reading  of  the  Bill,  tho  late 
tary  for  Ireland  entirely  i 
principle  of  tho  proposed  bore 
for  Ireland.  Occupiers  at  a 
would  not  wish  to  have  the 
tho  condition  of  paying  rs 
Amendment  before  the  Con: 
be  regarded  in  Ireland  amon 
ties  concerned  as  a  breach  of 

Mk.  murphy  said,  thi 
quence  of  retaining  these  i 
clause  would  be  to  do  grea 
five  large  towns  in  Ireland, 
enfranchise  the  occupiers  of  3 
in  Cork  alone,  and  practically 
qualification  at  £4  lOs.,  wh 
equivalent  to  a  £7  rental. 

Loud  JOHN  BROWNE  ss 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Mcmbi 
lington  (Mr.  Lawson}  whethei 
pared  to  accept  the  suggestioi 
lion.  Member  for  Louth  (Mi 
Fortescue)  with  respect  Co 
Amendment  to  the  case  of  bo 

Mr.  lawson  was  undei 
swer  in  the  affirmative. 

General  DUNNE  said, 
Amendment  were  adopted,  it  i 
much  confusion,  as  well  as  of 
to  fraud  and  corruption,  inasi 
very  poor  class  of  householder! 
pay  the  rates  for  themselves. 


/* 
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Mr.  0*BEIRNE  said,  tliat  the  opera- 
tion to  which  the  noble  Lord  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  now  bo  much  ob- 
jected, he  had  himself  propoBed  to  carry 
out  with  roi^nrd  to  no  less  than  two-thirds 
of  the  whole  of  the  voting  population  of 
boroughs. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warren)  said,  that  nil 
the  Government  were  proposing  to  do  was 
to  assimilate  the  law  of  rating  all  over 
Irelnnd,  so  that  a  principle  which  had  been 
found  by  experience  to  act  well  mi^ht 
prevail  in  counties  and  boroughs  alike.  The 
proposal  that  came  from  the  other  side 
was  to  compel  occupiers  of  houses  in  bo- 
roughs to  pay  rates  and  to  leave  those  in 
counties  exempt. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  said,  this  clause  did 
not  follow  a  single  principle  which  had 
been  laid  down  with  respect  to  the  English 
Bill.  A  most  inconvenient  "hard  and  fast 
line  "  would  be  imposed  by  it.  The  pro- 
position of  the  Government  was  to  give 
every  man  a  vote  who  was  rated  over  £4, 
and  the  Amendment  was  to  givo  every  man 
a  vote  who  was  rated  at  £4.  In  Dublin, 
Cork,  Limerick,  Belfast,  and  Waterford, 
tliose  who  occupied  tenements  valued  under 
£8  paid  no  rates  and  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  givo  every  man  in  those  towns  a 
Tote  who  was  rated  at  more  than  £4.  In 
other  words,  in  giving  a  man  a  right  to 
▼ote  they  put  upon  him  the  hard  condition 
that  he  should  submit  himself  to  a  rate  to 
which  be  was  not  now  liable.  This  would 
apply  to  eight-tenths  of  those  admitted  to 
ibe  franchise.  Why  not  accept  the  con- 
venient 6gure  of  £4  ?  By  this  clause, 
the  noble  Lord  was  inflicting  a  great  hard- 
ship on  eight-tenths  of  those  admitted  to 
the  franchise. 

Question  put,  ''That  the  words  'more 
than  '  Stan  J  part  of  the  Clause.*' 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  188; 
Noes  177:  Majority  11. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Lodger  Franchise  for  Voters 
in  Cities,  Towns,  and  Boroughs). 

Hr.  REARDEN  moved,  in  line  30,  to 
leave  out  the  word  "  ten  "  in  order  to 
Insert  the  word  "  three." 

Amendnient  negatived. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  5  and  6  agreed  to. 


Clause  7  (Saecessive  Ocoapations  in 
Counties). 

Mr.  re  ARDEN  moved,  in  line  30.  after 
the  word"  year,"  to  leave  out  to  the  end 
of  the  Clause. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  8  agreed  to. 
Clause  9  postponed. 

Clause  10  (Disfranchisement  of  certain 
Boroughs). 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  proposed  that 
this  and  the  two  following  clauses  should 
be  postponed,  in  order  that  the  Govern* 
ment  might  have  the  opportunity  of  con* 
sidering  the  suggestion  which  had  been 
made  to-night.  He  proposed,  however, 
to  go  on  with  Clause  13,  and  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Portarlington  (Mr.  Lawson)  so  as 
to  do  away  with  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners. 

Mr.  BAGWELL  said,  he  did  not  un- 
derstand why  Clause  13  should  not  be 
postponed  also. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  be  would 
explain  that  when  they  came  to  the  clause. 

Clause  postponed. 

Clauses  1 1  and  12  postponed. 

Clause  13  (Appointment  of  Boundary 
Commissioners). 

Mr.  BAGWELL  inquired  what  the 
Government  proposed  with  regard  to  this 
clause  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  that  with 
the  permission  of  the  Committee^  he  would 
explain  the  course  the  Government  meant 
to  take  with  respect  to  the  question  of 
boundaries.  He  was  sure  the  Committee 
felt  it  would  be  a  matter  of  great  con- 
venience if  any  inquiry  into  the  question 
of  boundaries  could  be  dispensed  with. 
There  was  really,  as  he  would  show,  no 
necessity  for  any  ei tensive  alteration  of 
the  Parliamentary  limits  of  boroughs. 
He  found  that  in  fourteen  out  of  the 
thirty* three  boroufrhs  in  Ireland  the  Par- 
liamentary boundaries  were  the  same 
as  the  municipal  boundaries.  These  bo- 
roughs were  Armagh,  Carlow,  Clonmel, 
Tralee,  Wexford,  Bandon,  Dungannon, 
Ennis,  Enniskillen,  Kinsale.  Mallow,  New 
Ross,  Portarlington,  and  Youghal.  In 
these  fourteen  cases  they  would  be  dis- 
posed to  leave  the  boundaries  as  they 
were,  being  the  same  for  municipol  and 
FMrliamentary  purposes.  In  a  consider- 
able nnmber  of  th^\xi  \»Vi^  ^^y^^^Cn^w  \is^^ 
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inoreucd  since  1841,  bo  t)iat  th«rs  iraa  I  patrielc,  and  Cftahel,  and  u  it  votU  Iwa 
r«a11]r  no  oaee  nhalercr  for  altering  bdj  !  the  effect  of  curtailing  the  liniti  of  d 


of  tlieir  bouodflT 
remaining     borouglis 


I  boroogha  he  ahoald  not  tliiok  the  Cmi- 
'  niittee  ought  to  agree  to  it.     Be  belmri 


boundaries  were  Inrger  thnn  tlie  municipal    that  in  (ha  ease  of  tlie  borongh  of  CuU 
—namely,  Cnrrickfergns,  Cork,  Drogheda,    it  would  lisre  the  effect  of  rcdDting  At 


GalwB}',  Kilkenny,  Limoriek,  Waterford, 


mber  of  rote rs  to  the  extent  ofooeM 


Bungarran,  Lisburn,  Nowry,  Sligo,  Cailiel,    Ho  thought  that  if  the  CoiDmittee  ti 


Coleraine, 

fourteen  boroughi,  witli   tbe  ei 

CarrickfeTgna  and  Liaburn,  the 

had  decreased  ;   in  no  instance 

extended    beyond    the   present 

boundary  ;  therefore,  they  did  i 

to  bo  enlarged,  and  no  one  enggeits  theii 


first  part  of  the  right  hou.  anil  \tind 
[oe[ition  of  Gentleman's  elauee,  and  agreed  la  th 
population  Boggeation  of  the  Government,  they  naU 
I  had  tliey  get  rid  of  nil  neeeaaitj'  for  a-Banij>fi 
municipal  Commiasion  in  the  caae  of  the  Iriit  h^ 
lot  require    rougha. 

Ub.  LAWSON  Mid,  he  would  eiiUnt 


reduction.     Tliat  leaves  only  fire  bnronglis    t!ie  latter  portion  of  the  chtaae  of  >hi^ 


a  be  dealt  with— tliat  is,  Dublin,  Belfast, 
Londonderry,  Dundalk,  and  Atlilnne.  In 
Dublin  there  were  some  small  portions 
of  the  city  north  of  tlio  North  Circular 
Road  and  south  of  the  South  Circular 
Road  which  were  contained  trithin  the 
municipal  boundary,  but  wove  beyond  tho 
Parliamentary  borough.  Theao  parts  of 
the  city  should  bo   included    in  the  Par- 


he  had  given  Notice.  lie  had  not  inteiM 
(hat  it  should  apply  to  the  boBodaria  i 
existing  Parliamcutarj  boroughs,  bit  i» 
traduced  it  to  meet  the  caae  of  EioptM 
if  it  should  get  a  Member. 

Qexeral  DUNNE  :  What  deei  Ik 
right  hon.  Member  for  PorUriingtoB (Ifc 
Lawaoii)  really  want  ? 

The    Eabl  of    MAYO    aatd  that  Ik 


lory    boundary.     As  regarded  Bel-  '  general  principle  on  which  the  Govcnurt 


fast   and    LonJonilerry.   tho    Parlia 
ary  boundaries  should  be  oxten<led,  a 
both  these  places  the  towns,   from  c 


proposed  t 

.lp.I    n 

boundar 


exceeded     the    ParlisuntiT 
extend  the  lalterisa 


derablo  additional  buildings  and  a  largely  make  tbem  ooulerminoua  with  thsftn 
increaaed  population,  had  gone  beyond  the 
present  Pariiamcntary  limita.  The  Go- 
vernment proposed  that  in  these  cases 
also  the  Parliamentary  boundaries  should  . 
bo  extended,  so  as  to  correspond  with  (be 
municipal.  In  Dnndalk  and  Athlono  a  I 
amnll  extenatun  will  tnko  place  by  aiaimi- 
lating   (he    municipal   and    Parliamentary 

boundary.   The  Government  were  prepared    the  municipal  limits,  ihall  form  put  of  _ 
to  omit  the  13th  clause,   and  to  adopt  the    """Sl"  for  nil  purpose*  ounnected  with  lb«tl«"a 

■  ■  \  of/L  Mamhnr  nr  ^lAmlu>i-a    tn    >«».^  iw,  V    riMtf 


Clause  13  negatived. 

New  clause  inserted- — 
(Boondarles  oF  Parliameatur;  Borootbil. 
"Wtiare  at  Uia   time  of  ttie   puM|  gftt 
Aot  the  boundarj  of  an;  municipal  boraii(bM 

not  coiDoide   villi   tliD    Parliamcnutj  hiajt 

all  (hat  part  of  such  Ijorough   sitoate  bejuJ* 

it*  of  ths  Psrliimentnrr  l>orough   Inil  *^ 


first  portion  of  (he  clause  of  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  tbe 
Member  for  Portar  ling  ton  (Mr.  Lawson) 
had  given  Notice,  which  prorided  that  where 
the  boundary  of  any  municipal  borough 
did  not  coincide  with  tbe  Parliamentary 
borough,  all  that  part  of  auoh  municipal 
borough  extending  beyond  the  limits  of 
the  Parliamentary  borough,  but  within 
the  municipal  liniila,  should  hereafter  form 
part  of  the  Pariiamcntary  borough.  The 
second  part  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  douse  would  provide  that  in 
the  ease  of  any  borough  not  municipal, 
but  under  Town  Councila  or  Commiasion- 
era,  tho  boundariea  as  settled  for  the  pur- 
pose of  local  government  should  be  the 
Parhamentary  boundaries  also.  This  would 
bring  in  each  towna  m  Carriekfergus, 
Liaburn,  Colerainc,  Galwaj,  Ncwrj,  Doivn* 
Th«  Earl  of  Jfnjio 


or  n  MamlHir  or  Member*  to  Krie 
for  said  borough." 

Clause  14  agreed  to. 

Clause  I^  pottponed. 

Clause  16  agreed  to. 

Clause  ]  7  pottponed. 

Clauao  18  (Payment  of  lixpensesofc* 
vejing  Voters  in  Boroughs  to  the  Fll 
illegal). 

Mh.  GRIIGOliy,  in  the  nbjenecof  fc 
G.  Moittiia,  moved  on  Amendment,  Un| 
for  its  object  to  except  fiom  tbe  opMti* 
of  the  cliuac  tho  towna  of  Carriekf«I« 
Drogheda,  and  Galway,  and  (be  cUifi" 
Cork,  Kilkenny,  Limerick,  and  Walofai 

Amendment  propo&cd. 

In  p.igs  7,  lin*  i,  after  the  word  "  bowifc'" 
insert  tho  words  "eicept  the  aeraal  »«*• 
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of  the  county  of  the  town  of  Carriokfergns,  eonntX 
of  the  city  of  Cork,  county  of  the  town  of  Dro- 
gheda,  county  of  tho  town  of  Galway,  county  of 
the  city  of  Kilkenny,  county  of  the  city  of  Lime- 
rick, county  of  the  city  of  Waterford."— (J/r. 
Oearg€  Morris.) 

Viscount  GALWAY  said,  that  when 
the  English  Reform* Bill  was  under  dis- 
cussion he  voted  for  an  Amendment  having 
A  similar  object  with  regard  to  certain 
places  in  England  to  that  of  the  Amend- 
ment now  proposed  bj  the  hon.  Member 
in  favour  of  certain  Irish  boroughs  ;  but 
tho  agents  on  both  sides  were  now  of 
opinion  that  it  would  have  been  better  to 
provide  additional  polling  places. 

Sm  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  noble  Earl  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  would  not  assent  to  the 
Amendment.  He  thought  the  exception 
made  last  year  in  the  English  Bill  was  of 
doubtful  policy  ;  but  the  Amendment  now 
proposed  did  not  rest  even  on  the  same 
ip^ound.  The  boroughs  included  in  it  were 
not,  he  presumed,  of  the  extent  of  Man- 
elioster  or  Liverpool. 

Mb.  G.  morris,  who  had  entered  the 
House  after  his  Amendment  had  been  pro- 
posed, said,  that  some  parts  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary  borough  of  Galway  were  seven 
4Nr  eight  miles  from  the  town.  If  voters 
living  at  that  distance  were  not  conveyed 
to  the  poll  by  car  they  would  in  winter 
hate  to  start  from  home  before  daylight 
io  order  to  vote  at  an  election.  If  ex- 
penses of  conveyance  were  allowed  at  all, 
thej  ought  to  be  allowed  in  boroughs  com- 
prising a  large  rural  district.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  agree  to  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  murphy  said,  that  although  tho 
Parliamentary  boundary  of  the  city  of 
Cork  extended  for  seven  English  miles,  no 

Soiling    places   were   allowed   beyond  the 
inits    of   the   municipal    bonndary.      He 
"Would    suggest  that   in  Cork  and  similar 
places  the  candidates  should  be  allowed  to 
.vonvey  to    the  poll   voters  who  lived  be- 
yond the  municipal  boundary.     The  only 
'fSther  way  of  meeting  the  difficulty  would 
%0    to    create    additional    polling   places  ; 
liufc  bis   own   opinion    was   that    adopting 
JMieh  a  course  would  lead  to  inconvenience, 
Mb.   SYNAN   said,  thnt   these  county 
tewns  were  really  districts  of  counties,  and 
ti  would  bo  impossible  to   provido  polling 
places  for  the  sparse  population  scattered 
orer  them.     The  candidates  for  such  dis- 
tricts should  be  allowed    to  provide  cars 
for  Toters,  as  the  candidates  for  counties 
allowed  to  do. 


Sir  henry  WINSTON. BARRON 
said,  that  as  the  representative  of  one  of 
the  boroughs  affected  by  the  Amendment, 
he  was  quite  sure  that  candidates  for  these 
places  would  rather  not  have  the  privilege 
of  increasing  the  expenses  of  their  elec- 
tion in  this  way.  He  could  speak  feel- 
ingly i  ^or  he  knew  the  extravagance  and 
imposition  which  attended  this  form  of  ex- 
penditure. He  hoped  the  Committee 
would  reject  the  Amendment.  Those 
voters  who  wished  to  come  in  and  vote 
were  perfectly  able  to  do  so. 

Colonel  TOTTENHAM  said,  he  wished 
for  a  clear  explanation  of  how  the  Amend- 
ment would  operate.  Would  candidates 
be  debarred  from  paying  the  travelling 
expenses  of  voters  who  happened  to  be 
away  in  the  country  ? 

Mr.  PIM  said,  that  with  regard  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
(Sir  Henry  Winston-Barron),  though  his 
(Mr.  Pirn's)  election  had  cost  a  great  deal 
of  money,  he  had  fdund  the  carmen  of 
Dublin  less  inclined  to  imposition  than 
many  in  a  higher  social  position.  Still  he 
doubted  not  that  the  voters  in  outlying 
districts  always  contrived  somehow  to 
attend  every  fair  and  market  in  the  bo- 
rough, and  he  did  not  see  why  they  should 
not  bo  left  to  find  their  way  to  the  poll. 
Scarcely  any  of  them  were  without  a 
horse. 

Lord  JOHN  BROWNE  said,  that  many 
of  the  electors  in  these  boroughs  were 
poor  men,  who  could  not  afford  to  pay  the 
expense  of  a  cart,  especially  as  carters 
demanded  higher  terms  at  election  time. 
Unless  the  candidates  were  allowed  to 
pay  these  expenses  a  number  of  voters 
would  practically  not  be  allowed  to  ex- 
ercise the  franchise.  The  exception  made 
in  favour  of  certain  English  boroughs 
ought  to  be  extended  to  analogous  oases 
in  Ireland. 

Mr.  Serjeant  BARRY  said,  he  thought 
Dungarvan  should  be  included  in  the 
Amendment,  as  it  comprised  a  large  rural 
district. 

Mr.  G.  morris  said,  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  strike  out  Waterford  and  insert 
Dungarvan,  since  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
former  town  (Sir  Henry  Winston-Barron) 
seemed  to  have  a>  painful  recollection  of 
the  impositions  which  had  been  practised 
upon  him. 

Colonel  FRENCH   said,   it  was  ridi- 
culous to   suppose     that    Qalway   voters 
were  unable  to   walk  five   m\V«^.     '^Vv^ 
frequently  YraWie^    %\]l^>\    ^  ^\%\.vq>.^^    v.^ 
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uiarkcts  and  fairs ;  and  such  an  exertion, 
for  an  election  happening  perhaps  once  in 
three  or  four  years,  vras  surely  not  un- 
reasonable. 

Viscount  GALWAY  had  learnt,  since 
he  recently  addressed  the  Committee,  that 
the  five  polling  places  in  Galwaj  were  all 
in  the  city,  whereas  in  the  English  bo- 
roughs they  were  so  distributed  that  no 
voter  had  to  walk  more  than  two  miles  or 
two  and  a  half.  It  was  manifestly  unjust 
to  expect  voters  to  walk  five  miles. 

Sir  henry  WINSTON -BARRON 
said,  that  he  objected  to  the  clause  alto- 
gether, as  subjecting  candidates  to  im- 
position, and  not  merely  to  its  application 
to  Waterford. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  the  discussion 
ought  not  to  turn  on  the  virtues  or  vices 
of  carmen.  He  thought  the  fault  of  the 
Amendment  was  that  it  went  on  a  general 
principle,  regardless  of  the  particular  cir- 
cumstances of  each  borough.  Drogheda, 
for  instance,  had  an  area  of  only  5,000 
statute  acres.  He  thought  the  Amend- 
ment was  defective,  inasmuch  os  it  pro- 
posed to  except  small  as  well  as  large 
boroughs.  In  places  of  great  size,  like 
Limerick,  which  comprehended  33,000 
acres,  he  thought  that  exception  might 
fairly  be  allowed. 

Mil.  WIIITWORTH  said,  that  the 
Amendment  if  carried  would  only  be  a 
temptation  to  bribery  and  corruption. 

Mr.  G.  MORRIS  said,  he  was  willing  to 
omit  Waterford  as  well  as  Drogheda  from 
the  Amendment. 

Mu.  VANCE  said,  he  did  not  know  why 
Dublin  should  not  be  one  of  the  excepted 
places,  especially  as  Dublin  was  itself  a 
county.  The  better  course  would  be  to 
strike  out  the  clause  altogether  and  allow 
these  expenses  to  be  paid  where  they  wore 
not  paid  corruptly. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  said,  he  thought  that 
this  clause  was  a  very  peddling  way  of 
dealing  with  bribery  and  corruption.  That 
question  could  not  be  satisfactorily  dealt 
with  in  a  clause  such  as  this,  nor  could  a 
clause  be  framed  to  carry  out  even  the 
limited  object  at  present  in  view  if  justice 
were  to  bo  done  to  tho  peculiarities  of  dif- 
ferent boroughs. 

Mr.  MCLAREN  said,  it  appeared  from 
a  Parliamentary  Return  that  out  of  ten 
boroughs  in  England  exceeding  thirty 
square  miles  in  extent,  only  two  were 
exempted.  He  objected  altogether  to  the 
exemption  of  Drogheda  which  had  an  area 
of  but  nine  square  miles, 


Mr.  M.  CHAMBBRS  Mid.hevaiif 
opinion  that  their  priaciple  shoald  bets 
diminish  the  expenses  of  oandidates,  s^ 
then  they  would  not  gel  a  eomipt  Boih 
of  Commons.  The  proper  remedy  for  ik 
evil  complained  of  was  the  increase  of  pit- 
liug  places.  That  vas  the  only  wajli 
grapple  with  the  question  of  eaodidsia 
expenses.  He  would  diride  the  boroo^ 
into  districts  and  estahlish  polling  pUm 
m  each.  He  would  have  additioDsl  pelliif 
places  even  where  there  were  only  tlini 
or  four  voters.  Why  should  electors  ban 
to  go  five  or  six  miles  to  record  their  total 

Loud  JOHN  BROWNE  said.thdts 
present  it  was  no  easj  thing  in  Irelssdt) 
establish  a  numher  of  new  polling  pliea 
though  it  might  be  easy  to  pa«ssD  Adtt 
effect  that  object.  A  good  deal  of  fa^ 
mality  had  to  be  gone  through  before  tkj 
could  be  erected;  and  the  inhabitaiti Jl 
the  neighbourhood  in  which  the  pe&i| 
places  were  usually  situated  would  slnn 
oppose  with  the  utmost  violence  the  grast- 
ing  of  any  new  polling  places  bj  *« 
Quarter  Sessions,  because  their  sile  fH 
whisky  would  thereby  be  effected.  Bstit 
was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  thcexpnsi 
of  the  candidates  would  be  dimiuiiM  If 
an  increase  in  the  number  of  polliDSpfaM^ 
Booths  must  be  erected,  each  wAyhM 
must  have  an  agent  and  a  polling  cU 
at  every  polling  place,  and  in  fset  tk 
remedy  would  be  worse  than  the  etil. 

Mr.   J.    STUART     MILL    said,  h 
thought  that  if  tho   Uouse  was  in  esM' 
on  this  subject  of  Parliamentary  M»** 
Ireland  there  ought  to  be  no  hesiutioi'i 
dealing  with  the  question   now  before  lli 
Committee.    If  they  decided  upongrsitiif 
the    suffrage    to    the    Irish    people,  thf 
ought  to  give  all  possible   facilities  for  t)ii 
exercise    of    the    voting     power.      Thi* 
facilities  ought   not,   however,   to  be  f^ 
vided  at    the  expense    of    the  candite 
but  of  the  public  ;  and   even  if  etrrii|i 
were   necessary    for    the     cooveysDCS  if 
voters  to  the  poll,  these   also  ought  ts^ 
provided  at  tho  public    cost.      Additittd 
polling  places  were  provided  in  the  EsgU 
Reform   Bill,    and    if,   beinor  neceossi^  ■ 
Ireland,  they  were    not   provided  bj  ^ 
Legislature,  what  would  the  Irish  M^ 
Bil  be  worth  after  all  ?     There  versM 
hers  of   places   in  England    much   1^1' 
than  those  in  Ireland  for  which  exeiDpti>* 
were  now  sought,  and,   in  his  opiDios,*^ 
ceptions  ought  only  to  bo  made  in  extiti' 
cases. 

Mr.  murphy  said,  he  was  of  ofisifi 
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that  if  the  Amendment  of  the  bon.  Member 
for  Galway  (Mr.  G.  Morris)  were  adopted 
It  should  be  limited  to  those  cases  in  which 
there  were  voters  outside  the  municipal 
limits  of  the  boroughs.  No  payment  should 
be  made  for  car  hire  withiu  those  limits. 

The  Earl  op  MAYO  said,  he  could 
not  consent  to  withdraw  the  clause  which 
was  framed  on  the  English  Act.  The  best 
course  that  the  Committee  could  adopt  was 
to  follow  the  precedent  of  the  English  Act 
as  a  general  rule,  but  he  admitted  that 
there  were  cases  in  which  such  a  rule 
would  be  equiTalent  to  depriving  residents 
outside  the  municipal  boundaries  of  their 
TOtes.  Under  these  circumstances  he 
proposed  to  omit  the  boroughs  of  Drog- 
neda,  Kilkenny,  and  Waterford  from  the 
clause,  leaving  Limerick,  Galway,  and 
Cork  under  its  operation.  He  did  not 
think  the  plan  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Murphy)  would  work 
•Atisfactorily.  It  would  only  load  to  diffi- 
cnlticB  if  one  portion  of  tlie  voters  of  a 
borough  were  subject  to  a  different  law 
from  those  who  lited  in  another  portion 
of  it. 

Mb.  BRADY  said,  though  car  hire  was 
of  some  importance,  Hefunn  in  Irelond 
was  more  important.  They  could  not  in^- 
iroduce  corruption  into  a  borough  more 
readily  than  by  sanctioning  the  payment  of 
car  hire.  In  his  opinion  the  constituency 
ought  to  pay  the  expenses  of  conveying 
voters  to  the  poll. 

8iB  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  no  scn- 
isible  man  could  entertain  a  doubt  with 
regard  to  Drogheda.  In  the  English  Rill 
of  last  year  an  exception  was  made  in 
favour  of  four  places,  which  were  called 
Wroughs,  but  were  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses more  like  counties  than  boroughs. 
If  an  exception  was  made  with  regard  to 
.Irish  boroughs  they  ought  to  be  in  the 
lame  category  as  the  places  to  which  he 
bad  alluded,  otherwise  the  rule  that  had 
Wen  laid  down  by  Parliament  would  be 
;!  Iirokeo  through.  Cork  was  the  only  bo- 
-roogh  which  came  within  that  rule. 

Thb  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  that  he  pro- 
.  fosed  to  limit  the  exception  to  three  towns 
*-^ork,  Limerick,  and  Galway.  They 
were  the  largest  in  extent  of  any  in  Ire- 
land. Cork  had  an  area  of  70,000  acres. 
Limerick  33,000.  and  Galway  34,000. 
The  case  in  their  favour  had  been  very 
iDQch  pressed,  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  conclude  the  matter  by  making 
an  exception  in  their  regard. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  if  twenty- 


four  square  miles  was  eonsidered  a  sufB* 
cient  area  to  justify  an  exception  being 
made  in  favour  of  one  of  these  boroughs,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  Parliament  to  re- 
sist any  applications  for  a  similar  excep- 
tion that  might  be  mado  by  Engliih  towns. 

Mb.  G.  morris  said,  that  in  the  bo- 
rough which  he  represented  there  wore 
voters  living  at  a  distance  of  five  Irish 
miles,  which  was  equivalent  to  something 
like  seven  English  miles,  from  the  only 
polling  place  in  the  borough  ;  and  to  have 
to  walk  that  distance  to  and  from  the  poll 
was  no  slight  matter.  He  should  divide 
the  Committee  with  regard  to  Galway. 

Mb.  IIIBBERT  said,  that  until  he  was 
persuaded  that  an  Irishman  could  not  walk 
so  far  as  an  Englishman  he  must  oppose 
the  Amendment.  The  largest  of  the  bo* 
roughs  contained  only  47,965  acres,  while 
the  smallest  of  the  boroughs  excepted  in 
England  contained  51,246. 

Mb.  CANDLlSllsnid,  that  in  his  opinion 
no  case  had  been  made  out  except  on  behalf 
of  Cork,  for  Galway  comprised  thirty-five 
and  Limerick  forty-ono  square  miles,  so 
that  if  the  polling  place  were  central 
voters  could  be  only  about  three  miles 
from  it. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  that  the  polling  place 
was  at  one  extremity  of  the  borough,  and 
this  made  all  the  difference. 

Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  out 
the  words  **  county  of  the  town  of  Dro- 
gheda." 

Another  Amendment  proposed  to  the 
said  proposed  Amendment,  to  leave  out 
from  the  words  "  county  of  the  town  of 
Galway  to  Waterford,  inclusive." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  *  county 
of  the  town  of  Galway '  stand  part  of  tho 
proposed  Amendment." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  134  ; 
Noes  86  :  Majority  48. 

Mb.  VANCE  said,  that  nearly  all  the 
counties  of  cities  and  towns  in  Ireland  h^d 
been  exempted  from  the  operation  of  the 
clause  except  Dublin.  It  was  true  Dublin 
was  not  of  a  large  area  ;  but  the  Parlia- 
mentary boundary  extended  several  miles 
beyond  the  municipal  boundary,  and  there 
were  many  more  voters,  who  would  have 
to  go  six  or  seven  miles  to  the  poll.  He 
should  move,  therefore,  that  Dublin  be 
added  to  the  list  of  exemptions,  and  he  was 
sure  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  Piui) 
would  support  him. 
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Mr.  PIM  said,  he  would  do  no  suoli ;      GlaoBe  20  (Noiiee  of  Claim  n 
thing.    It  was  true  that  Dublin  deserved  to  i  Towns,  and  Boroaglia). 
be  exempted  as  much  as  Cork  or  Limerick  ]      ^^  L  A  WSON  raored  to  omit  i\ 
but  as  he  was  opposed  to  the  exemption  of    ..^^^  ^.^      ^  ^^  horough; 

those  places  he  could  not  agree  to  include    j„^^^^  ^y^^  ^^^^^  ..^^  ^^  behalf  of 

m*"'«  wAvr^      VI   ,.    1-       ,i.   •  the  word   ''claimant."     CUimsnt 

Tm  Earl  op  MAYO  said,  he  hoped  his  i  ^^  ^^^^^  ^„j  .^  ^^.  ^„,    ^^.^  ^^^^^ 

hon.  Friend  would  not  press  Ins  Amend- 1  ^^  ^^^^j^  y^^y^^^^  ^1^^^,^  ^^^^  ^^^^ 
ment,  which   there   was    nothing  in   the ,  y^^    ^^  ^„  ^,,^  register, 
circumstances  of  Dublm  to  justify.  rp^g  g^^  ^,  MAYO  said,  he 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  \  ti,©  proposed  alteration  would  be 

Lord  CLAUD  JOHN  HAMILTON!  advantageous,  ami  that  it  would  1 
moved  to  include  in  the  Amendment  his  \  better  to  assimilate  the  law  in  bor 
borough,  Londonderry  which  was  peculiarly  :  that  in  force  with  regard  to 
situated.  Its  area  was  not  very  large,  but  I  There  was  no  reason  why  there  a 
the  town  was  divided  by  a  river,  over  which  I  a  distinction  between  them.  It 
there  was  a  bridge,  and  as  on  this  bridge  a  I  sirable  to  get  rid  of  fictitious  noti 
toll  was  levied,  persons  wishing  to  record  :  in  by  mero  political  agents,  si 
their  votes  on  the  occasion  of  an  election  |  signed  without  the  knowledge  of  tl 
would  be  subjected  to  a  fine.  \^Laughter,'\  on  whose  behalf  they  were  ostensib 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might  laugh  ;  j  The  public  were  put  to  great  ez 
but  seeing  to  what  extent  the  franchise  I  respect  to  fictitious  claims,  there  1 
had  been  lowered.  Id.  was  a  great  oh- !  power  to  give  costs  against  those 
ject  to  some  who  would  in  future  exercise  i  sorted  to  the  practice, 
it.  He  thought  the  candidate  standing  General  DUNNE  said,  that  if 
for  Londonderry  should  be  allovred  not  were  permitted  to  sign  a  notice,  i 
only  to  engage  carriages  to  convey  voters  |  be  provided  that  he  should  bo  req 
to  the  poll,  but  also  to  pay  the  toll  of  the  prove  that  he  had  received  author! 
bridge.  :  as  agent.  Otherwise  a  political  age 

Mr.  peel  DAWSON  said,  he  thought  of  his  own  accord  send  in  claims 
the  noble  Lord  had  made  out  a  strong  case,  a  county  on  the  plea  that  he  wa 
and  as  he  (Mr.  P.  Dawson)  was  well  ac-  »*on  behalf"  of  the  persons  concci 
quainted  with  the  locality  he  would  give',      The   SOLICITOR    GENERA 


such  an  Amendment  as  that  hac 
been  steadily  opposed  in  England, 
its  practical  effect    would  be  tha 


him  his  support. 

Mr.  O'REILLY  said,  if  there  was  to  be 
any  payment  at  all  it  should  be  the  pay- 
ment of  Id.  to  each  voter  to  enable  him  to  tical  agent  would  sign  any  nu 
cross  the  bridge.  It  would  be  for  the  noble  |  claims  without  the  parties  hearing 
Lord,  or  some  other  candidate — and  he  ,  of  the  matter,  nnd  when  once  he  | 
hoped  it  would  be  another  canJidate — to  |  names  on  the  register  he  would  reg 
pay  the  voters  their  toll.  as  his  voters,  and  they  would  nev< 

Colonel  GREVILLE-NUGENT   sug- |  from  him. 
gested,  as  a  way  of  getting  over  the  diffi- 1      Xln.  LA  WSON  said,  he  would 
culty,  that  there  should  be  a  rider,  making  |  his  Amendment, 
the  bridge  free  on  polling  days,  as  Chelsea  >      Mr.  MURPHY   said,  that  ther 
Bridge  was  thrown  open  on  Sundays.  ;  penalty  against  a  clerk   of  the  I 

Amendment  xoxthdrawn,  I  omitting  the  name    of  a   qualifie 

Amendment,  as    amended,   by  striking    from  a  list  of  electors     He  begged 

otft  Drogheda,   Kilkenny,  and  Waterford    '}'\  ""TTlx  ?-  ^^"'^^  ^T 

aareedto  ,  Ireland   to   the   subject    m    ordei 

,,      TT /Mirmrr-nn       .,   i       i        t     •   i  rcmcdy  uiight  bo  providcd. 

Mr  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  thought  it        r^^g  ^aul  op  MAYO  said,  the 
would  be  necessary  to  insert  words  restrict-  \  ^^^^^  ^^  ^.^n^j  j^  account  by  the  1 
ing  the  payment  for  conveyance  to  the  case  |  Commissioners. 
of  voters  brought  from  places  within  the  ; 
Parliamentary  borough,  or  else  it  might  in-  |      Clause  agreed  to. 
elude  voters  brought  from  the  Continent.  ' 
He  would  move  to  add  words  to  that  effect 
on  the  Report. 

Clause  (tgreed  to. 

Mr,  Fanc$ 


Clauses  21  to  24,  inclusive,  ag% 
Clause  25  postponed. 
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Olante  26  (Where  yalue  of  Premises  do 
not  exceed  Four  Pounds,  in  Dublin,  Cork, 
Limerick,  Belfast  or  Waterford,  immediate 
Lessor  to  be  rated). 

Mr.  M on  sell  said,  that  as  proposed 
by  the  clause,  the  rate  in  certain  boroughs 
was  to  be  made  on  the  immediate  lessor, 
whore  the  value  of  the  property  was  not 
more  than  £4,  and  it  would  be  a  ?ery  hard 
case  if  the  lessee,  through  the  act  of  the 
immediate  lessor,  should  be  deprived  of  his 
right  to  vote. 

The  Earl  op  MATO  suggested  that  the 
clause  should  stand  for  the  present,  and 
he  would  bring  up  a  new  clause. 

Mr.  Sebjbant  BARRY  :  It  is  better  to 
postpone  it. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  :  In  regard  to  the 
ensQing  election,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
|MMB  a  temporary  clause  relating  to  the 
position  of  the  voters  this  year,  while  this 
clause  will  refer  to  them  in  future.  There 
18  no  necessity  for  postponing  this  clause. 

The  chairman  put  the  Question  that 
the  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  Serjeant  BARRY  proposed  to  add 
A  proviso,  to  the  effect  that  the  occupants 
of  land  or  tenements  in  a  borough  rated  at 
tfie  net  annual  value  of  less  than  £8,  and 
more  than  £4,  should  be  entitled  to  be  put 
on  the  register  and  vote  at  the  election  of 
Members  of  Parliament,  notwithstanding 
the  immediate  lessor  should  not  have  been 
rated. 

The  chairman  :  The  Question  has 
been  put  that  the  clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  27  to  31,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 
On  Question,  "  That  the  Chairman  do 
report  Progress," 

Colonel  FRENCH  asked  when  the  new  | 
clauses  would  be  brought  up  and  the  con- , 
sideration  of  the  Bill  resumed.  He  gave  r 
Notice  that  as  soon  as  the  postponed  clauses  , 
were  disposed  of  he  should  ask  the  House  . 
to  adopt  in  the  Irish  counties  a  franchise , 
of  £8  instead  of  £12.  | 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  I  think  it  is  due  to 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  and 
also   to   the   importance   of   the   question 
generally,  that  no  time  should  be  lost  in  ' 
coming  to  a  conclusion  upon  this  question  ' 
of  the  Irish  representation,  and  therefore  1 1 
will  remove  the  Order  which  I  had  arranged 
for  Thursday,  and  will  put  this  Bill  first  for 
that  day. 

House  returned. 

Committee  report  Frogrese ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thursday  next. 


GOVERNMENT   OF  INDIA  ACT   AMEND. 
MENT  BILL— [Bill  OL] 

{Sir  Staford  NorthccU,  Sir  Jame$  Fergusson, ) 

SECOND  BBADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ftV  Staford  Narthcoie.) 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  that  when  the 
question  of  tho  Government  of  India  was 
under  discussion  some  ten  years  ago  it  was 
evident  that  it  was  the  intention  of  Par- 
liament that  it  should  be  at  liberty  to  re- 
consider the  mode  in  which  the  Council  at 
home  should  be  appointed,  and  the  time  at 
which  their  oflSces  were  to  expire.  He 
could  not  understand,  therefore,  why  it  was 
now  proposed  to  grant  the  members  of  that 
Council  pensions  at  once.  The  term  of 
office  which  was  suggested  in  their  case  by 
the  Bill  was  in  his  opinion  too  long.  The 
great  object  which  it  was  desirable  to  at- 
tain he  apprehended  to  be  the  introduction 
into  the  Council  of  men  who  had  recently 
returned  home  from  India,  and  who  would 
be  able  to  give  the  Secretary  of  State  the 
benefit  of  the  latest  knowledge  obtained 
in  that  country.  That  object  could  not, 
however,  be  secured  if  the  members  of  the 
Council  were  to  receivo  their  appointments 
for  a  great  number  of  years.  He  ventured 
to  think  that  seven  years  would  be  ample 
time,  and  as  the  Council  consisted  of  fifteen 
members,  he  would  have  two  of  them  re- 
tire every  year,  so  that  a  new  element 
might  thus  constantly  be  introduced  into 
that  body,  and  that  freshness  communis 
cated  to  it  which  it  was  of  great  import- 
ance, in  his  opinion,  that  it  should  possess. 
This  plan  would  open  a  door  for  the  em- 
ployment soon  after  their  return  home  of 
those  who  had  served  their  country  in 
India.  He  wished  also  to  point  out  that 
the  Under  Secretarv  of  State  for  India 
was  not  by  law  entitled  to  take  any  part 
in  the  proceedings  of  the  Council,  even  in 
the  absence  of  his  chief  from  London. 
That  he  regarded  as  a  most  anomalous 
and  unsatisfactory  state  of  things,  and  ho 
should  submit  that  as  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  empowered  to  appoint  eight  out 
of  the  fifteen  members,  the  eighth  should 
be,  ex  officio^  the  Under  Secretary,  who 
should  take  his  place  in  his  absence,  just 
in  the  same  way  as  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  transacted  its 
business  in  the  absence  of  its  head« 
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Ma.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he 
agreed  with  Ms  hon.  Friend  in  thinliing 
tlial  seTen  jeara  wai  a  Buflicientljr  long 
period  for  llie  tenure  of  office  in  tlie  case 
of  memberi  of  the  Council  ;  but  lio  would 
■uggest  that  there  should  be  a  power  of 
re-appointment,  becaage,  nhile  it  was  de- 
sirable to  bring  in  thoie  whose  iiiformslion 
waa  fresh,  it  would  often  be  a  f;reat  diaad- 
Tantaqe  to  tlie  Council  to  loio  the  aervicea 
of  aonie  particular  Member.  Inatead  of 
two  membera  being  obliged  to  retire  erery 
year,  one  of  (he  two  might  be  eligible  for 
re-appointment. 

Mr.  CUILDERS  aaid,  that  when  in- 
troducing the  Bill  Ilia  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Soeretary  of  State  for  India  stated  it 
to  be  his  intention,  in  the  event  of  its 
pasaing,  to  propose  that  the  accounts  of 
Indiiin  expenililure  ahould  be  dealt  with  in 
the  same  wa;  aa  the  Imperial  accounts,  in 
the  reepret  that  they  ahould  be  aubniittcd 
to  the  Standing  Committee  on  Public  Ao- 
eounts  nppoiiiled  every  year  by  the  House. 
Before  that  was  done,  however,  it  was,  in 
fail  opinion,  deiirnble  that  that  Committeo 
ahould  hare  an  opportuniij  of  conaiderin, 
the  whole  of  the  arrangements  which  tli 
QoTcrnment  meant  to  make  for  the  audit  of 
Indian  accoimti.  It  waa  intvndnd  that  the 
auditor  of  those  accounta  ahould  . 
an  independent  relation  to  the  Secretnry 
of  Slate  for  India,  and  that  the  audi 
■honid  be  one  of  a  real  and  effectual  cha 
racter;  but  hii  inipressioD  was  that  thi 
auditor  at  the  India  Office  held  some  other 
appointment,  that  so  far  he  could  not  fairly 
bo  called  an  independent  officer,  and  that 
the  audit  wna  reduced  to  something  lik< 
mere  shadow.  Whnt  he  ahould  under  those 
circumitances  suggest  was,  that  before  ru 
further  action  waa  lalcen  in  llie  matter  tli 
whole  queetion  of  tho  audit  of  Indian  nc 
eemita  ahould  ho  referred  to  the  Comnii 
tec  on  Public  Accounts,  so  that  it  might 
bo  dealt  with  thoroughly  prcvioua  ti 
third  reading  of  the  Bill.  rnipoEala  had 
been  made  to  the  eff'ect  that  there  aln 
be  an  independent  auditing  of  tlioiie 
counts,  as  in  tho  caae  of  the  Imperial 
count  a. 

CoLoSEt.  SYKES  said,  he  thought  that 
the  term  of  twelve  jcnrs  was  too  long  for 
the   lenare   of   office   by    incmbcm  of   the 
India  Council.  Under  the  East  In* 
pany  directors  went   out  every   four   years 
and  could    not  be  re  elected  for  n 
The  civil  aervanlB  in  India,  some  of 
returned  to  England  every  year,  wet 
roughly  acquaiuted  with  the  change  which 
Mr,  AyrioK 


airable,  aa  suggi 
for  Westminstc 
certain  individi 
pacity  for  Offic 
retain  their  pi 
longer  period  thi 
be  Ki'en  in  the  '. 
of  Slate  for  Ind 
in  exceptional  ci 
Sm  STAFF* 
that  the  main  p 
provide  for  the 
of  D  succession 
India.  There  1 
that  might  be 
went  into  Comn 
several  propositi 
and  be  prcpan 
whole,  he  ilioug 
tho  most  convcn 
members,  each 
there  would  pro 
one  new  appeini 
loivii.g  fur  vnci 
appointments  in 
);ained  a  grent 
India  Council, 
plule  views  of  1 
a  year  there  tl 
pointed.  lie  a 
adiipt  the  Bngg< 
for  Pontefinct  ( 
ihe  mode  of  ai 
to  (he  Cumniilte 
aftrr  conaiderin 
audi  reconimeni 
airable.  Tbougl 
might  be  onaai 


1601 


Suppljf — 


|Jim£  15,  1868] 


J^tport. 


1602 


t 

I. 


s 


holding  another  BitQation»  the  audit  was, 
ne?erthele88,  efficiently  eondacted. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday. 

GOVERNOR  GENERAL  OF   INDIA   BILL. 

(Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Sir  James  Ferffuison.) 

[bill  92.]       SECOND  R8ADIN0. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (iS'iV  Stafford  Northcote), 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  hoped  that 
when  the  Bill  got  into  Committee  the 
Secretary  for  India  would  offer  some  ex- 
planation respecting  the  power  proposed 
to  be  given  to  the  Governor  General  to 
make  laws  for  Natives  of  India  wherever 
tbey  might  be»  whether  in  India  or  in 
any  other  part  of  her  Majesty's  dominions. 
Hitherto  this  power  had  been  limited  in 
ita  application  to  Natives  in  India,  and  he 
wished  to  know  why  it  was  now  to  be  ex- 
tended. The  provision  in  the  Bill  giving 
to  the  Lieutenant  Governors  of  different 
Profinces  very  summary  powers  to  make 
kwa  appeared  to  be  a  rather  retrograde 
proceeding.  The  Bill  provided  for  a  diffi- 
«iihy — which  now  existed — in  case  of  a 
difference  between  the  Governor  General 
and  the  majority  of  his  Council  ;  but  it 
•ontoined  no  provision  to  remedy  an  im- 
portant defect  in  the  present  constitution 
of  the  Governor  General's  Council.  Some 
forther  provision  was  requisite  by  which 
the  Oovernor  General  should  be  empowered 
to  conduct  the  ordinary  business  of  govern- 
aient,  by  dividing  his  great  administration 
ioto  several  Departments  and  placing  one 
inemberof  the  Council  at  the  head  of  each. 
The  provision  for  introducing  Natives  into 
the  permanent  Civil  Service  required  great 
•onaideration,  for  it  was  of  no  use  subject- 
log  candidates  at  home  to  stringent  exam- 
inations if  there  was  to  be  a  back  door  in 
.ladia  by  which  the  Governor  General 
•oold  usher  Natives  into  the  Civil  Service. 
Be  thought  it  would  be  very  much  better 
to  guarantee  to  the  Natives  that  to  which 
they  were  clearly  entiiled  —  namely,  the 
ooeovenanted  branches  of  the  Civil  Service. 
He  was  afraid  that  at  present  it  was  too 
aioch  the  practice  for  those  in  power  to 
appoint  their  own  dependents  to  this  part 
of  the  service  ;  and  the  result  was  that 
tbe  Natives  had  little  confidence  in  the 
manner  in  which  public  business  was  con- 
doe  ted. 

YOL.  CXCII.  [third  MRUS.] 


CoLOSEL  STKES  said,  he  thought  it 
objectionable  that  the  Governor  General 
should  have  power  to  introduce  Natives  of 
India  into  the  higher  branches  of  the 
service  without  proper  provision  being 
made  to  test  their  capabilities  and  quali- 
fications. With  regard  to  the  Uncove- 
nanted  Service,  he  took  a  similar  view  to 
that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton).  Of 
the  civil  servants  in  that  branch,  75  per 
cent  were  European  adventurers,  ignorant 
of  the  languages  of  India,  and  usually  the 
protegees  of  men  in  Office. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
he  thought  that,  in  the  absence  of  any 
Papers  bearing  on  the  question  of  the  ad- 
mission of  Natives  into  the  Civil  Service, 
such  an  explanation  ought  to  bo  given  as 
the  importance  of  the  change  deserved, 
particularly  with  reference  to  the  extent 
to  which  it  was  to  be  carried. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  ad- 
mitted tbe  propriety  of  the  suggestion  that 
Papers  bearing  on  the  question  ought  to 
be  produced.  He  had  laid  before  the 
House  Papers  relating  to  the  administra- 
tion of  Bengal,  which  ranged  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  over  the  more  important 
questions  raised  by  the  Bill  ;  but  there 
were  Papers  relating  to  the  appointment 
of  Natives  which  it  was  desirable  the  House 
should  be  in  possession  of  before  passing 
the  Bill.  He  would  take  care  that  they 
should  be  laid  on  the  table,  and  in  the 
meantime  it  would,  perhaps,  not  be  conve- 
nient that  he  should  discuss  the  general 
subject. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday, 

SUPPLY.- REPORT. 
Resolutions  [June  4]  reported. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that  on  Thurs- 
day  week,  when  the  Votes  now  reported 
were  taken,  he  took  occasion  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  what 
period  the  Government  proposed  to  take 
Supplies.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  in  a  position  to  answer  him  then  ;  but 
on  Monday  night  he  stated  that  he  pro- 
posed to  take  them  for  twelvemonths.  It 
was  not  his  (Mr.  Cliilders')  intention  to  make 
any  objection  to  Supplies  being  taken  for 
that  period;  but  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
the  arguments  adduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  that  occasion  would,  if  ac- 
cepted as  valid,  establish  a  precedent  which 
might  bo  dangerous  on  future  q^^^<vcs<dc<^« 
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He  Retired  al«o  to  note  briefij  Bome  of  tlio  |  His  right  hon.  Friend 
ezprettion*  wbicli  fell  from  the  right  hon.  j  1841  &  Vole  of  Want 
Gentleman  whilU  he  iraa  makiiig  his  state-  been  pitMed,  ■<>  tliat  tl 
luent,  and  which  lie  could  hardly  tinve  in-  day  could  not  cttrrv  ihn 
tended  to  bear  their  literal  signification.  -  nieaiures  which  thejr  de 
He  said  he  did  not  knoir  why  the  GoTern-  (he  public  n-elfare;  but 
Tuent  should  not  receirc  the  same  frank  and  occasion  tliero  had  bee 
honourable  treatment  which  hnd  been  re-|tion,  and  although  the 
ceivcd  by  former  Ministries  under  similar  j  been  defeated  on  one  i 
circumBtsncea ;  but  he  nas  sure  his  right  <  they  had,  with  the  at 
lion.  Friend  did  not  mean  to  impute  that  i  Ilonso,  proceeded  will 
there  WBB  anything  but  frnnk  and  honour-  Business.  Now.  that 
ftble  treatment  in  tlio  putting  of  the  Ques- }  descriptioa  of  what  liad  i 
tion  QB  tu  the  time  for  nhii^h  Supplies '  present  Session.  The 
were  to  be  taken.  As  soon  ni  the  Govern-  |  man  at  the  head  of  the  > 
ment  had  deGnitelj  made  up  their  minds  j  describing  the  circomeb 
as  to  the  period  for  irhich  the  present  Pnr-  |  the  dissolution  was  tthi 
linmcnl  would  last,  he  flsked,  stating  tbai  i  tinetly  snid  that  lie  had 
it  was  not  a  party,  but  strictly  a  coDstitu-  that  his  advice  and  that 
tional   Question,  nhat  course  tliey  would  |  was  that  Her  Majesty  e 


;,  liaviug  regard  to  former  prcecdeutB . 
nnd  he  did  not  mean  to  inainuale  that  his 
right  bon.  Friend  either  bad  departed  or 
would  for  n  moment  depart  from  that  uni- 
formly straight  for  ward  courae  which  in  tliia 
and  all  other  matters  he  pursued.  In  reply 
to  the  Question  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
gave  reasons  why  the  GoTornment  would 
not  follow  the  course  which  bnd  been  pur- 
sued' on  former  occnsiona,  but  would  ask 
for  Supplies  for  the  whole  period  of  (weWe- 
roontbs.  Ho  (Mr.  Cliildora)  bad  cited  the 
precedentof  1841,  and  quoted  the  speeches 
of  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  Lord  John  Russell, 
in  which  they  said  they  fullowed  the  pre- 
cedent of  1830;  and  bis  right  bon.  Friend 
said  tbe  precedent  be  bad  quoted  nas  not 
appHeable,  and  if  it  were  it  would  not 
point  to  the  concluaion  that  tbe  Supplies 
should  be  taken  for  nine  months,  for  in 
1841  Supplies  were  granted  four  months 
before  tbe  time  when  n  dissolution  was 
possible,  to  last  two  nioulha  after  the  time 
when  Parliament  would  meet  again.  Tiiai, 
however,  was  not  strictly  correct,  because 
the  Supplies  wore  roted  on  the  7tb  of  June, 
end  the  dissolution  did  not  occur  till  tbe 
end  of  tbe  month,  so  that  the  Supplies 
were  really  Toled  only  for  ihroe  months  . 
ofter  tbe  dissolution.  As  iho  House  met , 
in  that  year  on  the  19th  or  20th  of 
August,  he  admitted  that  tliero  was  a 
difference  of  some  ten  or  fifteen  days  be- 
tween that  time  and  the  tiiue  which  would 
have  elapsed  had  only  nine  months'  Supply 


present  Parliament  and  I 
tho  country  as  to  the  ci 
nisters  and  the  questii 
Chureb,  and  he  added 
would  be  takon  except  i 
the  Reform  Acts.  Theref 
Friend  was  not  correct  i 
was  simply  a  dissolution 
queation  in  regard  to  m 
ment  bad  been  defeated. 
CTOr,  to  point  out  that  w] 
tion  hod  been  announce 
been  the  reasons  for  au( 

been  acted  upon,  and  th< 
ment  bad  not  been  askc 
Supplies  than  were  necei 
Die  public  seniccs  until  th 
mot.  His  right  bon.  Fri 
on  this  subject  the  othe 
alluded  to  the  precedent 
wished  to  call  his  right  h 
ticulnr  attention  to  that 
be  (Mr.  Cbilders)  had  q< 
there  was  no  Resolution 
liament  either  of  want  i 
approTsl  of  a  policy  which 
couid  not  support.  The 
lused  by  tbe  Sing 'a  tlea 
Tcrnment  nud  the  Oppoail 
anxious  to  lay  down  tl: 
principle  that  that  dissolu 
notified  to  ParliameDt  tin 
that  Supply  should  only  hi 
period  of  tbe  existence  of 
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of  Jaly  he  remarked  that  the  taking  of 
Votes  for  a  limited  time  was  a  pledge  that 
Parliament  would  be  assembled  at  an  early 
date.  The  simple  question  which  arose 
in  the  present  instance  was  whether,  if 
Supplies  were  now  TOted  for  nine  months, 
there  would  be  time  in  December  next, 
when  the  Parliament  was  to  be  called  to- 
gether»  to  take  the  remaining  Votes.  Now, 
if  Parliament  met  on  the  8th  of  December 
lie  confessed  it  would  be  impossible  between 
that  day  and  Christmas  to  go  through  the 
necessary  forms  for  takiqg  additional  Votes 
for  the  financial  year.  Four  or  five  days 
would  be  occupied  in  swearing  the  new 
Hembers ;  it  was  a  tedious  process  to  set 
up  the  Committee  of  Supply  in  a  new 
Parliament,  and  it  would  be  necessary  to 
pass  a  new  Appropriation  Act.  Uo  there- 
fore admitted  that  the  reasons  of  con- 
Tenience  given  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
were  conclusire,  and  that  if  Supplies  for 
nine  months  only  were  granted  it  would  be 
impracticable  to  obtain  a  fresh  Vote  in 
December  for  the  remaining  quarter  of  the 
jear  ;  and  accordingly  although  he  was  of 
opinion  that  Government  were  wrong  when 
they  urged  that  the  cause  of  the  dissolu- 
tion had  anything  to  do  with  the  taking  of 
Sopply,  he  should  not  offer  further  objec- 
tion to  the  Votes  being  taken  for  the  wholo 
tweWe  months. 

The  chancellor  of  the  BXCHE- 
QUER  assured  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he  had  not  intended  to  make  any  remarks 
to  which  exception  could  be  justly  taken. 
He  believed  that  the  words  he  had  used  on 
*  former  occasion  would  not  bear  the  in- 
terpretation which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
pnt   upon    them.     He   had  merely    said, 

Why  should  the  frank  and  honourable 
eoorse  pursued  in  1841  be  departed  from 
DOW  ?  "  In  that  year  the  Leader  of  the 
Government  in  the  House  of  Commons 
stated  openly  the  iutention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  call  a  new  Parliament,  and  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  accepted  that 
Statement  and  relied  upon  it  most  impli- 
eitly.  He  certainly  was  of  opinion  that  a 
like  course  should  be  taken  now,  and  that 
the  statement  of  the  Government  ought  to 
he  accepted  without  question.  He  was 
itill  unable  to  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend 
that  the  precedent  of  1841  was  applicable 
to  the  present  case,  becaude  the  House 
then  determined  that  the  ordinary  Business 
ahoutd  not  be  carried  on  until  the  autumnal 
Session,  and  therefore  there  was  an  op> 
IK>rtunity  towards  the  close  of  the  year  of 
proceeding  with  the  regular  Business,  and 


fully  discussing  the  Estimates.  But  this 
year  the  Government  were  not  in  a  position 
to  appeal  at  once  to  the  new  constituencies, 
and,  therefore,  the  two  cases  were  by  no 
means  parallel.  As  to  the  precedent  of 
1830,  the  dissolution  was  then  caused  by 
the  decease  of  the  Sovereign,  and  entirely 
new  arrangements  had  consequently  to  be 
made  for  the  transaction  of  the  Business 
of  Parliament. 

Mr.    GLADSTONE   said,   the   House 
would  observe  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Pont efract 
(Mr.  Childers)  were  perfectly  at  one  with 
regard  to  their  practical  conclusion,  and  it 
might,  therefore,  be  deemed  unnecessary 
that  he  should  prolong  the  conversation  ; 
but   the  principle   involved   was  of  great 
importance,  and  it  was  even  possible  that 
the  proceedings   of    the   present    Session 
might  be  hereafter  referred  to  as  a  prece- 
dent.    Therefore  it  was  expedient  that  not 
only  should  a  certain  line  be  taken,  but 
the  reasons  for  that  line  should  be  recorded. 
He  agreed  with  his  hun.  Friend  that  it  was 
on  the  whole  convenient  that  Supply  should 
be  voted  for  the  entire  financial  year  ;  but 
he   felt  bound    to  demur  to  tho   reasons 
which  had  been  urged  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  favour   of   the  adoption  of 
such  a  course.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  asserted  that  the  dissolution  in  1841 
ought  to  be  regarded  rather  as  an  interrup- 
tion of  the  Government  with  a  view  to  the 
resumption   of  Business   in    the   autumn. 
But  this  was  not  by  any  means  the  case, 
as,  iu  point  of  fact,  the  ordinary  Business 
was   not    resumed   during   the  autumnal 
Session.     Nothing  was  done  iu  the  way  of 
what  might  be  termed  ordinary  business 
except   the   passing    of   a  Bill  about  the 
Bishop  of  Jerusalem.     Then,  the  import- 
ance of  the  precedent  of  1830  did  not  seem 
to  be  duly  appreciated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer.    That  precedent  showed,  in  reality, 
that  the  principle  of  voting  Supplies  for  a 
limited  period  was  tho  deference  paid  to 
the  authority  of  the  new  Parliament  by  tho 
expiring  Parliament.     He  was  not  at  all 
prepared  to  admit  the   distinction  drawn 
by  the  right  hon.   Gentleman,  for  he  did 
not  think  the  Constitution  recognized  any- 
thing but  this— that  when  an  adverse  vote 
was  given  on  any  vital  point  the  Govern- 
ment had  the  power  of  dissolving,  or  might 
elect  to  resign.     He  would  not  go  into  the 
question  of  what  were  the  particular  reasons 
that  justified  the  alternative  qC  ^  ^y^v^>\-- 
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tion.  That  was  not  the  matter  to  be  di>- 
cutsed  at  the  preient  moment ;  but  when 
the  QoTerninent  rccogniied  it  al)  arrange- 
ments ihoulJ  be  made  far  diMolution. 
There  were  not  two  iota  of  ciroumsUncea 
applicahio  lo  lucli  a  lituation.  lit  1841, 
tho  riglit  lion.  Gentleman  eaji  that  the 
conduct  oF  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  frank  rqI 
lionourable  in  accepting  (he  declaratioo  of 
the  Goieniment  ;  but  that  wai  aecom- 
panied  by  a  guarantee  in  (bo  rnting  of  the 
Snpptiea  only  for  a,  ahort  term.  It  involved 
no  conGdcnce,  no  rclraiiea,  and  iraa  entitled 
to  no  other  proiso  than  that  uf  propriety  or 
prudence,  became  (be  proniise  giion  by 
the  GoTernnionl  whb  aeoonipanied  by  a 
pracricnl  meaaare  which  abaulutcly  insured 
the  fullilmeat  of  tbo  promise. 

Vote  8.  £511,334  (Public  Education  in 
Great  Dritaiu). 

Uit.  POWELL  moved  that  tho  Vute  be 
reduced  by  the  mm  of  £1.S00.  lie  found 
that  the  expcnie  put  dnwn  for  the  prepara- 
tion (if  the  eiamination  papers  amounted 
lo  £3.000;  while  there  iraa  another  ileiu 
for  inspection  and  ciamination  which 
amounted  lo  £5,450,  and  another  of 
£2,800  for  travelling  cipentCR.  He 
th(iu(!lit  these  items  wore  exccMive,  and  be 
wished  to  have  aomo  eiplanatioa  concern- 
ing them,  and  for  that  purpose  he  moved 
tbereducfionnfthe  Volc. 

Mh.  E.  potter  said,  hcwinbed  to  call 
attention  to  the  mode  adnpted  of  remune- 
rating thoae  persons  who  oiamined  art  col- 
lections for  tho  South  Kensington  Museum, 
lie  had  been  inviied  to  exaraioe  a  certain 
eollectioa  which  the  Heads  oF  the  Depart- 
ment thought  of  purchuBing ;  and  aFter 
seiidiufi  in  his  Report  he  received  a  cheque 
for  £')  bt.,  irhieb  he  need  hardly  aay  he 
returned.  lie  thought  such  a  plan  as  that 
wns  rather  dangerous,  and  liable  lo  great 
abase ;  for  cheques  for  such  professional 
services  vere  showered  abroad  right  and 
left. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  aaid,  that 
the  Eiamineri  of  King'sCollege  and  other 
Collegea,  and  tbo  Examiners  in  the  Soiouco 
nnd  Art  Deportment  at  Souih  Kensington, 
ivero  T>ot  paid  out  of  (hia  Vote.  They  re- 
ceived no  salaries,  hut  only  fees  in  pro- 
portion to  the  number  of  students  they 
einmined.  The  Vote  last  year  n-aa  ei- 
enedcd,  and  this  year  tho  number  of 
srhouls  examined  and  of  pnpils  presented 
f'lr  examination  had  very  much  increased 
This  year  300  sclenoo  soliools  were  ei 
amined  in  different  subjects  of  aoieiiec. 
Ur.  G'.adtfoM 


jCOUMONS) 


having  851  ol 
under  inslruel 
sen  ted  themse 
eiaminalioDB, 
of  science,  wer 
examinations  « 
worked  papera 
era  by  wbom  t 
prepared  and  I 
were  look  oil  ovs 
nant  men  in  tl> 
subjects.  Thi 
FrufciBor  Ansti 
Bradley,  R«v.  ] 
Prufessor  IIui 
Ramsay,  Mr. 
Thomson.  Dr. 
Woolley.  In  an 
were  the  Presii 
Ur.  Haclise,  I 
Mr.  Weslmaec 
A.R.A.,  Ur. 
Marshall,  F.C.I 
were  very  larf 
issued.  The  < 
(hcse  papers  m 
Ho  waa  aorry  li 
snid  by  the  hon 
B.  Potior).  In 
a  word  that  ft 
(liat  he  bad  bci 
on  some  collec 
inquiries,  if  (he 
him  Notice  of 
know  the  result 
First  twenty. 

VoU  25  (£ 
pen  sea) :  Reaol 

Mh.  Aldbru 
to  draw  attent 
for  "  robes,  c 
thought  that  p< 
ought  to  pay 
He  believed,  he 
were  sent  to  soi 
wero  not  apprec 
suppose.  At  a 
nionstrous  lo  es 
county,  in  one 
sxm  for  ornam 
weic  inlcnited,  t 
or  not.  As  til 
on  the  average 
moved  the  redt 
sum  of  £4,500 

Amendment 
"£19.377,"  s 
(Mr.  ZtMi,)— i 


1609        Registration  Bill--'        {Juke  15,  18681 


Second  Reading » 


1610 


Mr.   SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  it  was 

Jiuite  true  that  the  average  of  the  item 
or  robes*  collars,  and  badges  had  been 
about  £2,000  for  some  years  past;  bat 
at  intervals  of  a  few  years  a  larger 
amount  was  required  in  order  to  replenish 
the  stock  of  decorations.  Of  the  item  of 
£6,070,  a  sum  of  £1,500  was  to  replace 
the  decorations  which  had  been  distri- 
buted to  Knights  of  the  Bath.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  largest  portion  of  the 
item  objected  (o  by  the  hen.  Member  was 
not  very  regularly  placed  in  the  Votes  for 
this  year.  It  ought  rather  to  have  ap- 
peared in  those  of  last  year  ;  but  the 
account  for  this  service  last  year  had  not 
been  rendered  in  sufficient  time  to  put 
them  in  the  Votes  of  the  Session  of  1867, 
or  even  in  the  Vote  for  Civil  Contingencies 
presented  in  March  last.  A  sum  of  £3,000 
was  for  investing  the  Sultan,  the  Emperor 
of  Russia,  the  Emperor  of  Austria,  and 
Prince  Arthur,  with  the  Order  of  the  Gor- 
ter.  He  might  observe,  too,  that  some  few 
years  ago  Her  Majesty  had  been  pleased 
to  dispense  with  the  statutes  which  re> 
quired  the  heirs  of  deceased  knights  to 
return  the  decorations  of  the  Orders,  as  it 
was  thought  desirable  that  these  decora- 
tions should  bo  left  as  heirlooms  in  the 
families  of  the  knights. 

Mb.  CQILDERS  said,  that  the  portion 
of  the  item  which  was  for  expenses  pro- 
perly chargeable  last  year  ought  to  have 
been  iocluded  in  the  Vote  for  Civil  Contin- 
gencies. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTII  said,  he  hnd 
already  explained  why  it  had  not  been  so 
iocluded. 

Question,  *'  That  <  £19,377  '  stand  part 
of  the  Resolution,''  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 
Subsequent  Resolutions  agreed  to, 

REGISTRATION  BILL— [Bill  167.] 

iJfr.  Secretary  Q,  Hardy,  Sir  James  Fergxisson.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Jl/i*.  Qathome  Hardy,) 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  neither  in  this 
Bill  nor  in  the  Reform  Act  of  last  year 
was  there  any  provision  for  the  serving  of 
notices  of  objection  on  lodgers,  who  con- 
sequently would  not  know  until  they  went 


into  Court  whether  they  were  objected  to 
or  not.  Now,  this  new  class  of  Toters,  to 
whom  the  franchise  had  been  conceded 
after  much  consideration  and  controversy, 
would  number  many  thousands  in  the  me- 
tropolis, and  would  be  very  numerous  in 
the  principal  towns,  and  they  would  be 
grievously  disappointed  if  they  found  them- 
selves practically  debarred  from  their  anti- 
cipated privileges.  The  service  of  notices 
of  objection  answered  two  good  purposes 
— it  apprised  the  claimant  that  his  claim 
was  disputed,  so  as  to  enable  him  to  attend 
the  Court,  and  establish  his  right,  and  it 
relieved  from  the  necessity  of  attending 
those  whose  claims  were  not  objected  to. 
Now,  as  many  of  the  lodgers  would  bo 
working  men,  it  could  not  be  expected 
that  they  should  attend  the  Court  day 
after  day  in  order  to  see  whether  they 
were  objected  to  or  not.  He  was  sure 
the  Home  Secretary  and  the  Solicitor 
General  would  be  anxious  to  have  this 
defect  supplied,  and  ho  had  called  atten- 
tion to  it  in  order  that  it  might  be  consi- 
dered by  the  Select  Committee  to  which 
the  Bill  was  to  be  referred. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said, he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  another  point.  He  was 
advised  by  a  barrister  well  fitted  to  give  an 
opinion  that  in  thickly-populated  counties, 
such  as  Middlesex,  where  many  persons 
had  qualifications  in  one  district  and  their 
place  of  business  in  another,  in  which  lat- 
ter they  would  vote,  a  poll  could  not  be 
got  there  as  the  Bill  stood  in  one  day. 
Under  Clause  6,  the  numbers  in  each  poll- 
ing district  would  begin  with  1,  so  that 
throughout  tho  county  there  would  be 
many  of  a  particular  number  ;  but  those 
who  voted  in  a  polling-place  other  than 
the  district  where  their  qualifies tion  was 
situated  would  have  no  number  at  all. 
Supposing  a  quarter  of  the  constituency 
were  in  that  position,  and  assuming  the 
constituency  of  Middlesex  to  number 
20,000,  there  would  be  5,000  without 
numbers  ;  and  how  would  it  be  possible 
for  the  poll  clerks,  without  a  numerical 
list  to  guide  them,  to  find  tho  name  of 
any  such  person  who  presented  himself? 
He  trusted  this  point  would  be  considered 
by  the  Committee.  Moreover,  under 
Clause  15,  claims  might  be  made  until 
the  25th  of  August ;  but  the  Act  of  last 
year  altered  the  day  for  making  objections 
from  the  2oth  of  August  to  the  20th,  con- 
sequently there  would  bo  no  opportunity 
of  objecting  to  persons  who  might  seuii  vcv 
claims  betweeiv  \Vi^  2Q\Xi  vcv^  ^J^^^^Si^^ 
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Mfi.  PUGH  said,  he  hoped  the  House  >  the  o? craeert  be  bad  to  make  bit 
would  not  proceed  with  unnecessary  preci-  claim,  and  to  repeat  it  every  year. 
pitation  in  this  matter.  If  ever  there  was  j  ought  not,  then,  to  be  liable  to  wk 
a  time  for  exorcising  due  deliberation  and  :  objections  at  an  unknown  time, 
caution  it  was  now,  when  the  country  Mr.  LOCKE  said,  that  the  Act  ol 
would  have  to  manipulate  three  most  im-  i  year  required  the  lodger  to  appear  li 
portant  Acts  conferring  great  privileges  the  Revising  Barrister,  and  snbstai 
un  the  people.  Therefore  he  ohjected  to  '  his  claim  by  proving  the  value  of  hit 
decapitating  the  revising  tribunal.  He  ing  and  the  other  conditions  which  lu 
objected  to  cutting  off  the  head  of  the  \  to  satisfy.  The  service  of  a  notli 
Common  Pleas.  He  had  every  confidence  ,'  objection  would  thus  make  no  differ 
in  the  legal  ability  of  the  Revising  Barris-  '  for  under  any  circunistances  he  was  \ 
ters  ;  but  he  was  certain  they  would  be  I  to  attend  the  Court,  whereas  the  or^i 
glad  to  be  supplemented  by  the  learning  :  voter  was  placed  upon  the  register  b; 
of  that  high  Court.  And  it  would  be  satis-  I  overseer  and  had  no  need  to  attend  ai 
factory  to  the  country  to  know  that  amid  the  '  objected  to. 

changes  and  chances  of  electioneering  life       The   SOLICITOR     GENERAL 
there  was  an  august  tribunal,  unruffled  by    that  on  the  lodger  franebise  being  e 
the  popular  breeze,  to  which  the  more  diffi-  j  dered  last  year  it  was  thought  impot 
cult  questions  of  their  franchises  could  be    that  the  overseers  should    make  oot 
referred — 


list  of  lodgers,  and  that  it  was  neea 
that  lodgers  should  make  their  own  di 
The  fear  that  lodgers  who  had  xau 
claim  would  waste  much  time  in  wai 
on  the  Revising  Barrister  for  fear  \ 
claim  should  be  disputed  had  no  fooi 
tion  ;  a  certain  day  would  be  appoii 
for  lodgers  to  prove  their  claim,  and 
jectors  would  be  heard  on  that  day  a» 


"  Apparet  Divum  numon,  sodesquc  beato), 
Quas  neque  concutiunt  venti,  noquo  Dubila 

nimbis 
Aspergunt." 

There  was  a  practical  matter  to  which  he 

wished  to  refer.     He  feared  the  time  was 

coming  when  the  Election  Petitions  and 

Corrupt  Practices  Bill  must  be  withdrawn. 

If  all  the  Election  Petitions,   with  which  ;  other.     Ho  did  not   think  the  object 

they  would  certainly  be  inundated,  were  to  !  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Middk 

be  tried  as  usual  by  this  House,  would  not    (^^i**  Laboucherc)  were  to  any  exteit 

the  Public  Business  be  seriously  interfered 

with?     He  agreed  with  an  ancient  critic 

that  a  hastened  maturity  generally  results 

in    failure — celerius    occidere   festinatam 

maturitatem.      Ho  believed   the    Qovern- 

mont  wished  to  do  what  is  right;  but  they 

were  mistaken  in  thinking  that  there  was 

any  desire  in  the  House,  or  out  of  it«  that 

the   new   Parliament  should  meet  before 

Pebruary.     For   his   own  part,  he  would 

say,  **  Stny  a  little,  that  we  may  make  an 

end  the  sooner." 


surmountable,  and  he  had  no  doobt 
Select  Committee  would  soon  find  a  i 
to  meet  them. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  said, 
thought  the  Bill  demanded  most  sen 
consideration.  It  was  agreed  on  both  li 
of  the  House  that  an  early  diasolotioB  i 
desirable;  but  the  question  arose,  wl 
was  necessary  and  what  unnecessary dcli 
To  decide  on  this  question,  he  appealed 
a  great  principle,  which  he  proposed  to) 


before  the  House.     The  next  ParliuM 

Mb.    j.    STUART     MILL    said,    he  { would  be  the  most    important    ever  ) 

thought  the  point    relating   to  lodgers  a  j  elected  by  the  English  people  ;  and  ti 

very  serious  one.     Unless  the  lodger  fran-    *"    "^"^    — '^i-— ^    r —       i.  ... .? 

chise  was  to  be  merely  nominal,  the  law 


ought  to  require  that  notices  should  be 
served  upon  them  when  their  right  to  vote 
was  objected  to ;  for  otherwise,  though  the 
greater  portion  of  them  would  be  poor  men, 
they  would  have  to  attend  the  Court  from 
the  very  beginning  of  the  revision  to  the 
end,  in  order  to  know  whether  they  wore 
objected  to  or  not.  Knowing  this,  very  few 
of  them  would  register  at  all.  The  obsta- 
cles in  the  way  of  the  lodger  were  much 
greater  than  in  the  way  of  any  other  class, 
for  instead  of  being  put  on  the  register  by 

JI6r.  Labouohr^ 


ho  said  without  fear  of  'contradidi< 
Parliament  had  resolved  on  makiog  t 
greatest  change  in  the  Constitaticm  ei 
resolved  on  since  Parliament  had  exislei 
the  change  might  be  described  as  a  M 
tory  revolution,  because  it  transfeir 
political  power  from  a  mixture  of  elan 
to  at  least  a  body  in  which  one  class  pr 
pondcrated.  He  would  not  take  as  crrta 
the  opinion  of  the  wiseat  man  in  theeoei 
try,  as  to  what  the  next  Parliameot  wod 
be  ;  no  one  could  speculate  with  aeearse 
upon  it ;  they  were,  indeed,  takings  kij 
in  the  dark.     Tho  next  ParliameDt  dV^ 
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be  a  success;  it  was  just  as  likely  to  be  a 
failure,  and  result  in  the  total  subyersion 
of  the  state  of  things  which  had  raised 
England  to  its  present  eminence.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  was  of  tho  utmost 
importance  this  new  Parliament  should  be 
elected  according  to  tho  law  ;  and  that 
could  not  bo  dono  without  carrying  out  in 
the  most  stringent  manner  all  those  safe- 1 
guards  with  which  the  wisdom  of  Parlia- 
ment had  surrounded  tho  admission  of 
electors  to  the  franchise.  So  far  from 
passing  a  law  to  hasten  the  process  of 
making  up  the  register,  he  would,  on  the 
contrary »  have  extended  the  timo  ;  the 
ohange  was  so  momentous  that,  instead  of 
haying  tho  electoral  roll  compiled  with 
increased  haste,  he  would  haye  tho  work 
done  with  greater  deliberation,  and  have 
no  pains  spared  to  secure  a  more  genuine 
constituency  than  any  that  had  ever  before 
existed.  How  did  the  case  stand,  as  re- 
garded the  Court  of  Appeal  ?  To  hasten 
the  formation  of  tho  new  electoral  rolls, 
■eyeral  additional  Revising  Brrristers  were 
to  be  appointed ;  the  chance  of  diversity 
of  opinion  would,  therefore,  be  proportion- 
ately increased.  Under  such  circumstances 
the  need  of  appeal  would  becomo  more 
urgent ;  but,  strange  to  say,  the  Govern- 
ment  proposed  to  do  away  with  it  altoge- 
ther ;  and  the  new  House  would  find  itself  | 
in  the  extraordinary  position  of  having 
among  its  Members  some  who  would  not 
be  entitled  to  their  scats,  if  the  appeals 
from  Revising  Barristers  had  been  duly 
heard.  He  had  yet  another  point  to  offer 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House.  Im- 
mediately a  difficulty  arose  in  the  new 
Parliament,  the  Government  of  the  day 
would  be  able  to  point  to  the  extraordinary 
circumstances  he  had  detailed  as  a  valid 
reason  for  saving  the  country  had  no  con- 
fidence in  the  Parliament  ns  a  true  repre- 
sentation of  its  opinion  ;  another  dissolu- 
tion might  therefore  be  reasonably  expected 
ID  the  course  of  a  year,  simply  because 
Parliament  bad  been  elected  in  a  hurry 
and  a  scramble.  He  did  not,  however, 
intend  to  oppose  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  weighty  as  were  the  reasons  for  con- 
demning it  ;  he  merely  wished  to  point 
out  what  a  grave  responsibility  rested  upon 
the  Select  Committee  to  which  it  would 
be  referred,  and  to  urge  that  Committee 
to  consider  the  question  without  respect  to 
party,  and  with  a  full  appreciation  of  the 
tremendous  results  thoir  acts  might  bring 
•boot. 

Mb.  MELLY  said,  he  thought  that  no 


greater  tax  should  he  imposed  upon  tho 
artizan  who  claimed  to  ?ote  under  the 
lodger  franchise  than  waa  now  imposed 
upon  the  householder.  It  would  be  ex- 
tremely hard  that  a  man  in  receipt  of  good 
wages  should  lose  his  day's  earnings,  and, 
in  some  cases,  his  earnings  for  two  or  even 
more  days,  because  he  received  no  notice, 
whereas  a  shopkeeper,  who  could  easily 
and  without  loss  leave  his  shop  for  an  hour 
or  two  in  the  course  of  the  day,  was  en- 
titled to  the  notice. 

^Ib.  LEEMAN  said,  that  as  an  old 
clerk  of  the  peace — perhaps  the  only  one 
in  tho  House — he  wished  to  congratulate 
the  Government  on  their  having  brought 
forward  this  Bill,  which  he  believed  would 
effectually  accomplish  the  object  that  both 
porties  had  in  view.  He  could  scarcely 
believe  that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Dundalk  (Sir  George  Bowyer)  had  read 
the  Bill,  or  he  would  have  seen  that  there 
was  no  interference  with  the  preliminary 
stages  of  registration,  and  that  it  was  not 
till  the  Revising  Barrister  came  into  play 
that  there  was  any  change  in  the  periods 
allowed  for  tho  purposes  of  registration. 
The  changes  that  had  been  made  were 
such  as  he  thought  would  effectually  enable 
the  clerks  of  the  peace  to  have  the  register 
ready  by  the  timo  required  in  order  to  have 
the  elections  in  November.  With  regard 
to  the  lodger  any  defects  in  regard  to  his 
case  might  easily  be  remedied  in  Commit- 
tee. They  were  all  agreed  that  as  tho 
lodger  was  not  rated  he  would  not  be  put 
on  the  register  without  sending  in  his  claim ; 
but  having  done  that,  he  would  bo  put 
upon  tho  register,  and  there  ought  to  bo  no 
necessity  for  his  appearing  unless  his  claim 
were  objected  to,  in  which  case  there  was 
no  reason  why  he  should  not  receive  notice. 
There  was  no  difficulty  in  the  Bill  that 
might  not  be  remedied  in  Committee. 

Mr.  KENDALL  odmitted  that  the  au- 
thority of  tho  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr. 
Leeman)  as  an  old  clerk  of  the  peace  was 
very  high  ;  but  the  hon.  Member  had  himself 
convinced  him  on  a  former  occasion  that  an 
election  at  the  time  proposed  was  impossible. 

Mb.  leeman  explained  that  he  was 
then  referring  to  a  proposition  that  came 
from  his  own  side  of  the  House,  to  have 
the  elections  in  the  middle  of  October. 

Mr.  KENDALL  Avas  sorry  if  he  had 
misunderstood  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
confessed  that  ho  could  not  understand  why 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  shortened 
the  time  at  all.  Thero  were  many  hon. 
Members  who,  like  himself^  IvoA  vo^^'^^xv.^^ 
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the  Government  in  carrying  the  Reform '  tional  bfirristera.  He  wislied,  \u 
Bill  through  tho  House,  who  were  anxious '  refer  to  a  point  noticed  bj  the  b 
that  (ho  full  advantages  of  the  measure,  ber  for  Middlesex,  and  to  8a| 
should  be  extended  to  those  who  were  to '  while  the  ▼oters  should  be  taken 
be  enfranchised  under  its  provisions.  Now  to  their  reapeotive  parishes  the  i 
upun  this  question  he  would  cite  the  ou- '  had  better  be  left  in  the  ham 
thority  of  tho  clerks  of  the  peace  in  the  most  clerk  of  the  pesce.  This  migh 
important  counties  of  England,  nineteen  by  beginning  st  1001 ;  and  thfl 
of  whom  had  mot  last  week  to  consider  the ,  with  regard  to  the  districts  mig 
subject.  These  gentlemen  were  of  opinion  rid  of  by  asterisks.  He  coald  see 
that  it  would  bo  extremely  dangerous  to ;  why  the  hon.  and  learned  Membe 
hhorton  the  time  usually  allowed  for  the  dalk  (Sir  George  Bowjer)  should 
purposes  of  registration,  the  decision  they  >  justice  would  not  be  done  totbenc 
bad  arrived  at  being  as  follows  : —  '  in  case  of  an  election  coming  on  b4 

i  had  been  time  to  decide   the  apf 
"  Resolved,  that  in  the  opinion  of  this  meeting    ^\^q  decisions  of    the   Revisine  1 
it  is  not  practicable  to  accelerate  the  prd^^  ^jj  j^  ,.  ^  » 

stages  of  the  registration  prior  to  the  day  (the  1st  j    ,  mcii^^i?    »ua»    muj 

of  September)  prescribed  for  the  delivery  of  the  :  ^ould  be  made  between  the  n 
lists  by  tho  overseers  to  the  clerks  of  the  peace,  and  the  electors  under  the  preset 
except  at  the  cost  of  depriving  of  the  franchise  a  and  jt  was  now  the  practice,  in 
certain  class  of  persons  on  whom  the  right  to  vote    gj^^jj^^  ^^^^  ^„  y,^f  , 

has  been  newly  conferred.     2.  That  this  year,  "     i     •  i  j     .  •*.     i  i 

extra  exertions  were  used  to  obuin  the  delivery    decided,    to  permit    the    elector 
of  the  lists  punctually  by  tho  Ist  of  September,  it ,  his  vote.       Somo    improvements 
might  be  arranged  for  the  Courts  of  the  Revising  i  quired  in  the  arrangements   S8 
Barristers  to  commence  not  later  than  the  21st  of'  booths.     The  Act  of  last  yesr  le 
September,  as  an  interval  of  at  least  twenty- one  '  •      ^tA  «^.««^a    ^      •»  a»i 

days  Is  rcqiuito  for  collating  the  lists,  extracting  !  '»  "'»*  '"R®**  •"  '*  *"  "*"'* 
the  claims  and  objections  for  the  guidance  of  the  ,  -^^^  01   loo^. 

Revising  Barrister,  and  tho  appointment  and  ad«  I  Mr.  P.  WYK£)IIANi  MAR1 
vertising  of  the  Courts ;  and  that  such  Courts  he  had  voted  in  two  places  witho 
should  terminate  by  the  17th  of  October.  That  y^  ^„j  therefore  there  could  b< 
by  extra  exertion  and  expense  the  printing  of  the    ..    'i    ,.«.     i.         ...  -  . 

registers  for  delivery  to  the  sheriffmight  be  effected  "^^|  ditticultj  with  regard  to  th 
by  the  30th  of  November  ;  but  that,  having  regard  I  of  the  number.  As  to  the  Iod| 
to  the  length  of  registers  in  the  more  populous  i  obliged  to  "danco  attendance  df 
counties,  tho  printing  and  binding  could  not  be  I  i„  the  registration  booth,"  all  he 
executed  at  an  earlier  date;  and  that  tlHsmeetm^  y^^    himself  prOTcd 

believed  it  to  be  extremely  doubtful  whether  the        .       i  •        le         a\  •  *^ 

printing  could  in  somo  counties  bo  completed  by  '  ^^ter  Inmseir  on  the  register  ecu 
the  day  suggested,  if  the  names  were  to  be  num-  i  any  other  person   claiming   the 
bered  consecutively  throughout  as  at  present."       '  He  had  done  it  himself.      If  so   t 

,  must  be  a  most  unfortunate  inc 
It  certainly  appeared,  therefore,  in  the  I  he  could  not  get  a  neighbour  \ 
opinion  of  those  high  authorities,  that  the  his  claim  in  the  Revising  Barriste 
shortcninnr  of  the  time  of  registration  would  <  The  thanks  of  the  House  were  d 
have  tho  effect  of  depriving  a  large  number  Government  for  bringing  in  the 
— ho  believed  nbout  a  third — of  those  en-  for  their  statement  that  thcj  woi 
titled  to  the  franchise  under  this  measure  i  a  General  Election  as  soon  as 
of  their  privilege  ns  electors.  He  npo1o>  What  object  could  there  be  in 
gizcd  for  having  troubled  the  House;  but  |  the  dissolution  till  January  ?  T 
he  never  rose  except  for  a  practical  purpose,  great  discontent  out-of-doors  at 
and  always  endeavoured  to  apply  his  re-  '  pect  of  delay  in  the  assembling  ol 
marks  to  the  particular  point  under  dis- 1  Parliament.  Trade  was  partially  p 
oussion.  j  and  therefore  the  sooner  the  pr» 

Mr.  IIIBBERT  said,  he  would  remind  j  of  suspense  was  put  an  end  to  tl 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Cornwall  (Mr.  |  Mr.  DENMAN  said,  he  ho| 
Kendall)  that  no  alteration  had  been  made  j  would  be  power  given  to  the  C 
in  tho  time  allowed  for  the  prehminary  to  examine  witnesses.  The  Bil 
stages  of  registration,  and  that  it  was  to  |  very  good  Bill  ;  but  it  contains 
those  stages    that   the   objections  of   the  |  requiring  alteration.      If  one  or 


clerks  of  tho  peace  chiefly  applied.  The 
work  of  the  Revising  Barristeri  could  be 
accelerated  by   the  appointment  of  addi- 

3fr.  Kendall 


vising  Barristers,  one  or  two  consi 
and  one  or  two  parliamentary  age 
examined  some  difficulties  which  I 
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pointod  out  as  likely  to  arise  might  eaailj 
be  got  rid  of. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  it  would  be  ini' 
portant  to  hare  the  House  meet,  if  pos- 
sible, at  even  an  earlier  date  than  was 
proposed.  He  thought  it  not  desirable  to 
shorten  the  time  for  making  claims,  nor 
the  time  for  the  Revising  Barristers  revis- 
ing those  claims.  The  object  should  be 
to  gain  time  after  the  Eevising  Barristers 
had  given  their  decision.  At  present,  the 
clerks  of  the  peace  were  allowed  two 
months  to  make  up  the  registers ;  under 
the  Bill  only  from  the  7th  to  the  end  of 
October.  This  time  might  be  consider- 
ably shortened.  The  registers  might  be 
made  up  and  completed  in  a  week  or  ten 
days  after  the  last  day  of  the  revision. 
Alt  that  was  wanted  was  an  increase  in 
the  staff  of  clerks  in  the  office  of  the 
county  clerks.  All  knew  the  rapidity  with 
which  the  debates  were  taken  down  in 
that  House  late  at  night,  copied,  and 
printed,  so  as  to  be  ready  for  transmission 
by  the  early  trains.  At  all  eyents  the 
time  might  bo  shortened  considerably. 
And  this  was  the  point  to  which  the  at- 
tention of  the  Select  Committee  should  be 
directed.  A  list  of  persons  entitled  to  the 
franchise,  according  to  the  information 
which  reached  the  overseers,  was  pub- 
lished, according  to  law,  on  the  31st  of 
July.  This  he  would  not  interfere  with. 
But  in  counties  claims  on  the  part  of  rate- 
payers omitted  from  the  list  were  to  be 
sent  in  by  the  20th  of  August ;  in  boroughs 
by  the  25th  of  August.  He  could  not  see 
why  the  two  things  should  not  be  assimi- 
lated by  making  the  date  in  both  the  20th 
of  August.  The  overseers  were  allowed 
now  to  the  1st  of  September  to  copy  out 
and  fix  the  lists  of  objections  on  the  church 
doors.  He  did  not  see  whv  four  or  five 
days  would  not  be  enough  for  that  work. 
And  thus  there  would  be  a  saving  of  a 
week ;  the  Revising  Barristers  would  be 
able  to  commence  their  duties  on  the  7th 
instead  of  the  14th  of  September,  and, 
allowing  them  three  weeks,  their  task 
would  be  completed  by  the  28th  of  Sep- 
tember, and  the  registers  might  be  pub- 
lished by  the  5th  of  October.  Allowing 
a  week  for  the  copies  to  bo  made,  every- 
thing might  be  completed  by  the  12th  of 
October,  when  the  writs  might  be  issued, 
and,  allowing  an  interval  of  twenty-eight 
days,  as  proposed  by  the  Government,  the 
now  Parliament  might  be  brought  together 
by  the  9th  or  10th  of  November. 

Mr.  6ATH0RNE  HARDY  said  that 


generally  the  objections  which  had  been 
taken  to  the  Bill  were  such  as  would  na- 
turally come  under  discussion  in  the  Select 
Committee.  With  respect  to  those  which 
had  been  made  by  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 
spoken  last,  he  would  only  say  that  there 
was  not  one  of  them  which  had  not  been 
most  carefully  considered  by  the  Govern- 
ment. As  for  the  saving  of  time  which 
might  be  effected  in  the  printing,  while 
aware  that  in  towns  where  there  were 
great  appliances  much  might  be  done,  he 
must  say  there  were  parts  of  the  country 
where  it  would  be  extremely  difficult  to 
expedite  matters.  With  respect  to  the 
points  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Old- 
ham (Mr.  Hibbert)  he  would  venture  to 
say  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  read 
the  clause  with  his  ususl  attention,  other- 
wise he  would  have  found  that  if  300  could 
yote  in  a  compartment  under  the  statute  of 
William,  500  could  vote  under  the  pro- 
posed Bill,  lie  did  not  mean  to  go  into 
all  the  objections  which  had  been  urged, 
because  they  were  much  more  fit  for  dis- 
cussion in  the  Select  Committee;  but  in 
reply  to  what  had  fallen  from  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Cornwall  (Mr, 
Kendall)  he  would  say  that  the  Government 
having  conceived  it  their  duty  had  brought 
in  a  Bill  to  shorten  the  time  within  which 
Parliament  might  be  assembled  ;  and  hav- 
ing done  so  on  a  principle  which  they 
thought  right  for  themselves  and  the 
country  they  were  quite  prepared  to  sub- 
mit the  Bill  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Select  Committee.  He  should  leave  the 
question  of  examining  witnesses  entirely 
to  the  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

And,  on  June  23,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows-: —  Mr.  Secretary  Gatborni  UiaDT,  Sir 
GxoROB  Gbxt,  Mr.  Solicitob  Gbnbbal,  Sir 
RoBBRT  CoLUXB,  Mr.  Gbayks,  Mr.  William 
Edwabd  Fobstxr,  Mr.  Bouybbis,  Sir  Rauiald 
KxioHTLBT,  Mr.  Lbbman,  Captain  Subtbbs,  Mr. 
Atbtox,  Sir  Gborob  Bowtbr,  Mr.  Garth,  Mr. 
Hibbbrt,  and  Sir  Cuarlbs  Russbll  : — Power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records  ;  Five  to  be 
the  quorum. 

PETROLEUM  ACT   AMENDMENT 
{re^eommUUd)  BILL. 

{Sir  Janiee  FerguMton,  Mr.  Secretary  Gathome 

Hardy.) 

[bill  141.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.'* 


^ 


1619  C*rrag%  of  tCOMMOHSl 

tlB.  M'LA.aAN  said,  he  Blionld  oppoia 
tlio  Motion  on  the  grounil!)  that  the  Report 
of  the  cheniiBta  to  irhoTn  the  Bill  liad  beea 
referred  iras  Jirectl;  opposeil  to  that  of 
tlie  Committeo  of  Ust  ji 
tntn    Ameiidi 


posed,  while  th< 
would  not  hkre 
txA  he  had  tbe 
A.i80oiation  fori 
111  that  cer-  aot  be  injurioua: 
lately  put  I  should  decide  « 
on  the  Paper  wUicli  altered  tlio  character  '  Select  Commitl 
of  llio  Bill,  and  made  the  igniting  point  !  to  withdraw  it, 
lower  than  under  the  present  Act.  lie  ;  hope  of  itt  pai 
niOTcd  (hat  the  Bill  bo  referred  to  a  Select  hoped  they  wo 
Committee. 


Amendment  proposed, 

To  IcuTo  ont  from  tlio  word  "  That"  to  the  end 
of  the  QuettioD,in  order  to  add  tbo  worda"the 
Bill  be  cammittod  to  a  Selcot  Coramittee," — (Mr. 
M-Layan,) 
— initead  thereof. 


Committee. 

Question,  "  1 
tie  left  out  Rtai 
put,  and  agreed 

Maia  Queatio: 
now  leave  the  C 

Bill  eotuider< 
ported :  aa  am 
I  pen   Monday 


Mr.  HORSFALL  i-aid,  he  hoped  the 
Under  Secretary  would  not  consent  either 
to  withdraw  the  Bill  or  to  refer  it  to  a  i  |-j,.,,  ,7.  -, 
Select  Committee.  He  was  quite  sMiBfied  L"""'l-J 
that  the  point  of  100  which  had  been 
agreed  on  would  bo  a  sufficient  protection 
to  the  puUic. 

Mr.  QORST  said,  he  must  ask  for  a 
longer  time  for  tlio  consideration.  The 
Bill  might  cither  be  postponed  or  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  ATRTON  suggested  that  the  Bill 
should  be  put  through  Committee  that 
night,  then  re-printcd,  and  thnt  a  week 
should  he  allowed  for  the  re-cousideration 
of  the  Report. 

ViscoDNi  GALWAY  said,  he  hoped 
the  Bill  would  not  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  it 
was  admitted  on  nil  hands  that  soma  legis- 
lation on  the  Buliject  was  ncceBsary.  The 
substances  proposed  to  ho  dealt  with  by 
the  Bill  were  of  a  very  dangerous  charac- 
ter i  and  these  oils  were  used  in  lamps 
sold  ot  a  very  cheap  rate,  and  used  to  a 
groat  Clloat  by  poor  people.  Great  pro- 
cantions  were  thcrefoie  necessary.  Tbe 
Bill  was  originally  framed  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  Select 
Committee  of  last  Session;  but  it  being 
urged  by  various  deputations  that  the  test 
proposed  was  too  rigorous,  the  question 
was  referred  to  chemists  representing  both 
■ides,  and  to  t)ie  chemist  generally  con- 
sulted hy  the  War  Office.  The  recom- 
niondations  of  these  gentlemen  had  hecn 
adopted  in  their  integrity,  and  he  believed 
the  measure  as  now  sotiled  would  ensure 
perfect  surety.  The  niodiiications  i>hich 
had  been  made  nould  effect  the  same  end 
as  the  more  rigorous  test  originally  pro- 


CURRAGH  OF  1 

(Jfr.  Setattr-Bo 

AUvmey 

SBC 

Order  for  Sec 

Motion  made 
"That  the  Bil 
time."— ( '/TliJ  ^ 

Mr.  COQAN 
read  a  second  tii 
without  oxplana 

The  Eabl  01 
that  the  right  In 
unreaaonable. 
and  notices  hai 
Irish  paporn. 
better  provision 
Curragli,  and  to 
ascertain  the  ri 
ested. 

Motion  made, 
"  That  the  Debi 
{Lord  Otha  FiU 

Motion,  by  lei 

Bill  read  a  si 
to  a  Select  Com 
Six  to  be  nom' 
Fiye  by  the  Con 

SelecC  Comtniltc 


FlTlGlR. 

the  Cooiinitteo  o 
person!,  papors. 
qooram. 
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LOCAL  GOTEUNMENT    SUPPLEMENTAL  (NO.    6) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Jambs  Fkrousbok,  Bill  to 
confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  under  "The 
Local  Government  Act,  1858,"  relating  to  the 
districts  of  Harrogate,  Layton  with  Warbriok, 
Burj-,  Lower  Brixham,  Hexham,  Tipton,  Gains- 
t>orough.  Worthing,  Aberjstwitb,  Cookermouth, 
Barnham,  Wednesbary,  Barton  upon  Trent, 
Uomsey,  and  Keswick ;  and  for  other  purposes 
relative  to  certain  districts  under  the  said  Act, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  bj  Sir  Jambs  Fbrottssox 
«nd  Mr.  Secretary  Gathobnb  Hasdt. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  175.] 
House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 


L. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  June  16,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— PuBuo  Bills— Ftr«<  Reading^ 
Thames  Embankment  and  Metropolis  Improve- 
ment (Loans)  Act  Amendment*  \\B2) ;  Voters 
in  Disfranchised  Boroughs  *  (153)  ;  New  Zea- 
land Company*  (1^4)« 

Second  Reading  —  Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland) 
(142). 

€hnunittee ^Foor  Relief  (132-155). 

Meport^Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Act 
Amendment  (148). 


NEW  PEER. 

William    O'Neill,   Clerk,   having  been 
created  Baron  O'Neill  of  Shanes  Castle  in 
^  the  Gountjr  of  Antrim — Was  (in  the  usual 

Manuer)  introduced. 

I-  ^ 

-  POOR  RELIEF  BILL— (No.  132.) 

^  (The  Earl  of  Devon,) 

COMMITTEE. 
* 

House  again  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clause  9  (Poor  Law  Inspectors  to  make 
Report  as  to  idiotic  and  harmless  Lunatics 
iu  Workhouses). 

Lord  PORTMAN  said,  he  ohjected  to 
this  and  the  five  following  clauses,  which 
proTide  that  Poor  Law  Inspectors  shall 
report  to  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  the 
number  of  idiotic,  imbecile,  and  harmless 
inaane  paupers  in  union  workhouses  on 
each  29th  of  September ;  that  on  receiv- 
ing the  Reports  the  Justices  at  the  next 
Quarter  Sessions  may  appoint  a  Committee 
to  consider  the  expediency  of  providing  an 
asylum  for  the  county  alone,  or,  in  con- 
junction with  some  adjoining  county  or 
eounties ;  that  the  Justices  at  Quarter 
SeasioQS  may  provide  such  asylums  ;  that 


Guardians,  on  receiving  notice  of  their 
completion,  may  send  idiotic  and  imbecile 
paupers  to  such    asylums,   and   that  the 
Poor  Law  Board,  or  a  Poor  Law  Inspector 
may,  after  due   inquiry,  require  the  re- 
moval  of   a  pauper  to  such   an   asylum. 
He  thought  that  clauses  of  this  descrip- 
tion, which   must   fi[reat1y  increase  local 
taxation,  ought  to  have  originated  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.     He  objected 
also  that  it  was  very  undesirable  to  increano 
the  discretionary  power  of  Courts  of  Quar- 
ter Sessions.     If  it  is  necessary  to  estab- 
lish such  asylums,  the  law  should  be  im- 
perative; but,  in  his  opinion,  the  number  of 
idiots  would  not  require  many  asylums,  and 
that  it  would  be  better  to  establish  as  many 
as  may  be  required  in  a  few  convenient 
localities,  and  to  manage  them  under  the 
control,  and  at  the  expense  of  the  Govern- 
ment, out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.     He 
also  thought  it  was  a  subject  that  should 
be  considered  apart  from  the  Poor  Laws, 
and  from  the  attention  it  might  require, 
should   be  proposed  to  Parliament  in   a 
separate  Bill.     For  these  reasons  he  should 
divide  the  House  ngainst  the  clause  in  this 
Bill. 

Moved,  "  To  leave  out  Clause  9."— ( The 
Lord  Portman.) 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  said,  he  could 
not  concur  with  his  noble  Friend  in  think- 
ing   that    the  subject  with   which  these 
clauses  dealt  was  not  one  which  should 
have    been  included   in   the    Bill.      The 
clauses  as  thoy  stood  were  not  in  the  Bill 
as    it   was    originally  submitted    to    the 
Select  Committee.     He  had  himself  pro- 
posed clauses    in    the   Committee  which 
were   permissive  ;    and  he  did  so  in  full 
confidence  that  their  Lordships  would  not 
shrink  from  making  the  provision  required 
for  the  large  numbers  of  the  unfortunate 
classes  in  question,  especially  when  it  was 
remembered  that  there  were  many  young 
persons   whose    condition   might    be  im- 
proved by  judicious  treatment.  The  Select 
Committee    took  a  different   view  of  the 
clauses,   and,   on    the  suggestion   of  the 
noble  Earl  below  the  Gangway  (the  Earl 
of  Carnarvon,  they  introduced  the  clauses 
now  in  the  Bill.     He  opposed  the  intro- 
duction of  the  clauses  because  he   then 
believed,  and  he   still   believed,  that  the 
substitution  of  a  degree  of  compulsion  for 
permission  would  to  a  certain  extent  defeat 
the  object  in  view ;  and  ho  had  more  confi- 
dence in  the  object  being  attained  if  the 
matter  were  left  to  the  Guardians*  T\\<^\.^- 
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fore  he  would  support  the  noblo  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Portmnn),  if  he  divided  tlie  Com- 
mittee. Tlio  clnuacB  novr  under  comidora- 
tion  went  no  further tlinnllielaiT  did  et  pre- 
sent ;  for  the  preaent  la\T  empowered  the 
Justices  in  Qunrler  Sessions  to  enlnrge 
existing  aajluniB,  or  to  combine  witli  (lie 
Justices  oF  other  counties  in  erecting 
aSfluuiB  where  tliose  nho  were  deemed 
fit  persons  miglit  be  plnced  in  safe  cus- 
tody. His  first  objection  to  the  clauses  . 
in  the  Bill  was  that  tlie;  would  eicile ' 
alerm  in  the  country  in  reference  to  the 
additional  burdens  to  be  thrown  upon  (he 
rates ;  end  his  second  objection  was  thnl 
llie  clauses  rere  unnecesserj,  because  tlie 
present  law  gave  power  to  do  that  which 
was  proposed. 

Tub  Earl  op  CARNARVON  asted 
what  course  tlie  noble  Earl  would  punue 
if  the  clauses  were  struck  out  of  the  Bill, 
on  the  Hotion  of  Lho  noble  Lord  f 

The  Uaul  op  DEVON  said.  thn(  re- 
spect for  the  Select  Committee  would  have 
prevented  hiiu  bringing  his  own  clauses 
forward  in  Committee  ;  hut  if  the  preaent 
clauses  were  struck  out  he  should  bo  pre- 
pared to  movo  his  own  on  the  third  rending. 

The  Eaiil  op  CARNARVON  said,  that 
one  and  the  same  principle  was  recognised 
bj  the  original  clauses  and  h<r  (ho-ie  in- 
troduced bj  the  Select  Connmittce.  It  was 
admitted  that  prorision  must  be  made  fur 
the  ineeue,  ana  tho  only  point  was  ns  to 
(ho  manner  in  which  (he  princiiiio  should 
be  carried  out.  The  original  plan  threw 
the  formation  end  superintendence  of  the 
districts  entiroiy  into  tho  hands  oF  the 
Guardians.  The  real  difference  between 
the  two  proposals  was  that,  whereas  his 
noble  Friend  aimed  at  placing  aij'lums  of 
thii  kind  under  the  management  of  the 
Quardiane,  his  plan  was  to  put  them  under 
the  coiilrol  of  the  countj  Justices.  If  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  had  tho  mnnogenienl 
the  result  would  be  ihat  there  would  some- 
times be  two  different  seti  of  lunntic 
asylums  fur  (his  particular  class  of  patients 
—one  under  the  control  of  the  Juelices  and 
the  other  under  the  Dosrd  of  Gunrdiana. 
Uuiler  such  a  system  it  was  not  improbable 
that  conflicts  would  occur  and  much  incon- 
venience be  produced.  But  if  the  control 
were  vested  in  the  Justices  there  would  be 
but  ono  of  these  subordinate  and  inFnrior 
establishments  in  each  countj,  and,  oa  it 
would  probably  bo  placed  in  most  instances 
in  the  immedinte  neighbuurliood  of  tho 
eouDt*  asylum,  great  adTHutages  would  bo 
gained,  because  the  slalT  of  the  formei' 
Tie  Earl  of  Dtvm 
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\  might  tio  rendered  ftrail 
I  iustitution.  Better  ni< 
be  obtaioable.  svhile  the 
be  niueh  more  eeono 
I  Quardiana  had  tho  eont 
I  he  Qxpreaaed  a  hope  1 
would  not  without  full 
out  the  clauses  nhich 
objects  in  riew.  Aa  a 
was  scarcely  anj  oecon 
out  tho  country  Tor  th< 
pers  whose  imbccilitj  or 
them  wiihin  the  teci 
lunacy  or  whose  cure  <i 
there  was  nbundant  re 
ration  from  the  thoroug 
workhouses.  Tholr  £ 
well,  therefore,  to  pauae 
out  clauses  winch,  lie  fi 
stitnted  the  beat  part  o 
present  stood. 

The  Mab^ueeis  of  B 
his  duty  to  vole  ngaitist 
now  stood  and  in  favour 
posed  by  the  noble  L< 
rortmau].  He  tlioughl 
of  justice,  both  to  (lie 
Sessions  and  (o  tho  rate 
of  inercaaing  the  local 
vested  in  Runrda  of  Gua 
sent  tho  rotepsyers  and  j 
of  tho  Peace,  who  do  n 
time  he  conresecd  thai 
against  tho  original  cIul 
,  posed  to  reinitatc  It  ;  I: 
think  that  the  burden  of 
asylums,  iF  they  were  net 
thrown  upon  that  partic 
public  who  paid  rnles.  ] 
by  the  nation  at  Urge,  i 
frayed  out  of  the  Consulii 
The  Eabi  of  STKAE 
'  that  the  unhappy  persons 
I  be  to  some  extent  class 
natica  aliould  he  acnt  to 
.  idiula  in  a  proper  asylum, 
'  imbecile  paupers  should 
:  Union  houses,  where  thoj 
happy  among  those  with 
'  long  lived,  nud  where  tl 
'  of  employment  in  perfori 
!  rcquiiite  duties  oF  the  ho 
the  noble  Earl  ((ho  Earl 
who  aeemed  to  think  ihi 
I  system  would  uot  odd 
'  charges,  he  must  say  ih 
pense  was  a  secondary  c 
I  cost  of  building  new  houi 
j  the  necessary  staff  wouli 
tlie  expense  now  requirei 
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The  Earl  op  SHAFTESBURY  said, 
)  thoaght  the  ttrtking  out  of  the  clauses 
oold  produce  consequences  moro  serious 
tan  the  noble  Lord  intended.  No  doubt, 
le  intention  of  the  noble  Lord  was  to  se- 
ire  a  peculiar  protection  and  care  for  the 
mgenital  idiots  ;  hut  the  rejection  of  the 
auses  would  affect  lunatics  of  other  de- 
sriptions,  and  would  go  far  to  prevent  the 
epletion  of  the  county  asjlunos,  where 
lere  were  now  a  great  many  patients  who 
jght  to  be  removed  in  order  to  make  way 
\T  more  recent  cases.  Where  cases  re- 
ained  without  treatment  more  than 
reive  months  their  affliction  would  most 
"obably  become  chronic,  and  their  reco* 
try  was  almost  an  impossibility.  Indeed, 
kistworthy  authorities  on  this  subject 
ated  that  80  per  cent  of  recent  cases 
aid  be  easily  cured  ;  but  that  not  more 
an  10  per  cent  at  the  utmost  of  those 
ttients  were  curable  who  had  been  left 
ithout  medical  caro  more  than  a  year. 
bese  chronic  lunatics  required  a  certain 
Mitroent  and  diet,  which  they  could  not 
t  in  our  workhouses.  He  thought  that 
ilie  clauses  were  carried  into  effect,  with 
Ode  alight  modification?,  very  beneficial 
ralta  would  ensue. 

£abl  grey  said,  some  change  in  the 
eaent  system  was  desirablo ;  but  he 
ought  their  Lordships  hardly  competent 

deal  with  the  subject,  as  it  was  one 
Eacting  the  taxation  of  the  country. 

Thb  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  said, 
lere  conld  be  no  doubt  that  great  efforts 
id  been  made  of  late  to  improve  tho  state 
f  our  workhouses  and  the  condition  of 
lieir  inmates.  His  OAvn  knowledge  en- 
tiled him  to  confirm  the  statement  of  his 
{fble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Stradbroke)  that 
^tne  persons  were  much  more  happy 
l90Dg  their  own  class  than  they  would  be 
mhui  up  in  what  they  would  regard  as  a 
r<l  of  prison. 

rJ0B  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  the 
position  of  the  noble  Earl  who  brought 
''card  the  Bill  (the  Earl  of  Devon)  was 

^tiQ  rates  for  these  asylums  should  be 
<i  on  the  authority  of  the  Guardians. 
F'l^csposition  of  his  noble  Friend  near 
^I^c^rd  Portman)  was  that  the  expenses 
^^Q  asylums  should  be  under  the  con- 
^^  the  magistracy.  His  noble  Friend 
^*  ^rl  of  Shaftesbury)  had  just  pointed 
^^^^w  desirable  it  was  that  lunatics  and 
^  should  be  under  the  same  manage- 
i*  But  if  they  waited  for  this  purpose 
^^3r  could  arrange  their  differences  as 
^^     disposal  of  local  rates,  they  would 


not  be  able  to  move  in  the  matter  at  all 
till  they  had  established  Financial  Boards. 
He  agreed  in  the  desirability  of  idiots  being 
removed  from  the  workhouses  and  from 
under  the  control  of  the  Guardians.  How- 
ever, as  so  much  difference  of  opinion  ap- 
peared to  prevail  with  respect  to  the 
clauses  under  discussion ;  and  as  those 
clauses  could  hardly  be  sent  down  to  the 
other  House  in  time  to  admit  of  their  being 
properly  considered  there,  he  thought  the 
best  course  would  be  to  allow  them  to  be 
struck  out  of  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  thought  that  the 
difficulty  which  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Marquess  of  Bath)  had  pointed  out  as  to 
the  management  of  the  funds  lay  at  tho 
root  of  the  whole  question.  In  the  one 
case  it  was  contemplated  that  the  funds 
should  be  expended  by  the  elected  repre- 
sentatives of  the  ratepayers  ;  in  the  other, 
it  was  proposed  that  they  should  be  ad- 
ministered by  the  Justices  of  the  county. 
Now,  independent  of  any  argument  on  tho 
subject,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
first  plan  was  the  more  popular.  There 
was  one  other  point  to  which  he  wished 
to  revert.  It  had  been  argued  as  if 
he  (the  Earl  of  Devon)  was  desirous  of 
keeping  idiots  and  the  chronically  insane  in 
the  workhouse;  but  the  reverse  was  the 
fact,  for  the  proposition  which  he  brought 
forward  had  for  its  special  object  to  facili- 
tate the  removal  of  these  classes  from  the 
workhouse,  by  enabling  several  Boards  of 
Guardians  to  unite  for  the  purpose  of 
forming  a  special  establishment  for  their 
reception. 

The  Earl  of  SHAFTESBURY  said, 
there  were  cases  of  hopeless  idiotcy,  where 
but  little  actual  benefit  could  be  looked  for 
from  removal.  But  there  were  many  others 
in  which  by  removing  idiots  from  tho  ridi- 
cule and  annoyance  to  which  they  were  too 
often  exposed,  and  bringing  them  under 
proper  tuition  and  treatment,  they  could  be 
rendered  capable  of  the  enjoyment  of  life. 

Earl  FORTESCUE  said,  nothing  could 
be  more  undesirable  or  unpopular,  than 
any  attempt  to  increase  the  burdens  of  the 
ratepayers  at  the  mere  discretion  of  the 
county  magistracy.  But  any  man  must  be 
blind  who  did  not  see  that  before  long  the 
representatives  of  the  ratepayers  must  be 
admitted  to  a  share  in  the  control  of  the 
expenditure  of  the  county  rates.  But  if 
they  were  now  to  have  unions  for  the  pur- 
pose of  dealing  with  those  chronic  cases  of 
idiotcy  that  were  now  in  workhouses — and 
no  one  was  more  sensible  than  he  was  <i{ 
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tlia  deBirabloneH  of  Temoring  tliem — t1ien 
they  would  creste  an  snoaialous  nnd  em- 
barroHBing  sjsteni  ia  dealing  with  two 
anatogoui  clasaea,  luaatica  and  idiota,  and 
all  because  thej  conld  not  rely  upon  the 
■peedj  eatablishment  of  Financial  Boarda. 
Their  parochial  ayatetii  wna  now  pmctically 
at  aa  end.  Pariahei  were  aupeneded  ex- 
cept for  the  purpoaeB  of  voting  church 
ratea,  and  no  one  auppoied  thnt  would  last 
loDg,  The  Union  was  now  tho  unit  of  ad- 
mimslration,  and  it  wna  rery  undegirnble 
that  there  should  bo  no  intermediate  stnge 
between  the  Union  and  the  Central  Board 
in  London — a  Board  that  had  not  been  able 
to  inapire  the  public  iritli  confidence. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  hoped  that  no  dia. 
cretionarj  power  would  be  given  either  tc 
Joaticea  or  Boarda  of  Qnardiani.  In  i 
great  manj  large  workhouaea  there  wai 
abundant  spaee  for  keeping  idiota  and  in- 
curable cases;  but  all  curable  cases,  all 
joung  pcraona  affected  in  tliia  manner, 
all  recent  caaea,  eipecially,  ought  li 
dealt  with  separatelj. 

Babl  GRANVILLE,  differing  from  some 
prcfioua  apeakcra,  beliered  that  ihia  waa 
just  the  aort  of  question  upon  which  the 
House  waa  competent  to  pronounce  an  opi- 
nion with  advantage.  He  therefore  hoped 
their  Lordshipa  would  not  hesitate  (o  adopt 
whatever  clauses  they  thought  beat  adopted 
to  aecure  the  end  in  view. 

Thk  Earl  of  CARNARVON  said,  the 
usual  courae  in  dealing  with  such  a  clauee 
aa  the  present  in  this  Hnuee  was  that 
after  the  third  reading  the  clause 
struck  out,  but  was  afterwards  printed 
aeparntely  and  aent  down  to  the  Commons 
along  with  the  Bill.  If  the  clause  waa 
then  accepted  by  the  Commons  it  cnme 
to  their  Lordships  as  a  new  clauae  inserted 
by  the  Commons,  and  was  passed  accord- 
ingly. 

Lord  PORTUAN  thought  the  subject 
was  Buch  as  could  be  more  aatisractorily 
dealt  nith  by  an  altogether  separate  mea- 

On  Question,  That  the  said  Clause 
atand  Part  of  the  Bill,  their  Lordahipi 
divided  .'—Contents  26 ;  Not-conlenta  61  : 
Uajoritj  Z5. 
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the  main  object  of  which  was  to  confirm 
and  make  binding  the  by-laws  which  had 
been  framed  bj  the  Commissioners.  The 
Bill  was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
of  their  Lordships,  bj  whom  it  was  con- 
sidered, and  was  afterwards  passed  bj  the 
House  as  amended  ;  bat  in  the  Commons 
it  was  withdrawn  on  acooant  of  the  late- 
ness of  the  Session.  The  present  Bill  was 
eubstantiallj  the  same  as  that  of  1866. 
There  were,  however,  some  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee  which  being  likelj 
to  give  occasion  to  controversj  had  not 
been  embodied  in  the  present  Bill.  If 
their  Lordships  were  pleased  to  read  the 
Bill  the  second  time  these  questions  could 
be  very  properly  considered  in  Committee. 


Moned,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (TA*  Duke  of  Richmond  J) 

The  Earl  of  AIRLIE  approved  the 
general  principle  of  the  Bill  ;  but  believed 
he  was  not  singular  in  fearing  that  some 
most  desirable  clauses  had  been  omitted 
from  it. 

Lord  AB1N6ER  said,  he  believed  that 
the  main  object  of  the  Bill  was  the  con- 
firmation of  the  by-laws  of  the  Commis- 
sioners.    By  the  Act  of  1862  every  river 
in  Scotland  had  been  formed  into  a  sepa- 
imte  district  ;    but  it  had  been  found  in 
|»rlkctice    that   the  provisions  of  the  Act 
oould  not  be  carried  out.     He  trusted  that 
the  question  of  the  Solway  would  receive 
attention,  and  that  the  present  anomalous 
ajatem  by  which  the  fixed  engines  in  the 
English  and  Scotch  sides  of  the  river  were 
differently  dealt  with  would  bo  abolished. 
This  could  only  be  accomplished  by  pro- 
viding that  no  method  of  fishing  should  be 
fegal  in  Scotland  which  would  be  illegal 
were  it  situated  in  England.    He  perfectly 
acknowledged  the  necessity  of  legislation 
on  the  question  of  the  Solway  Firth ;   but 
be  doubted  whether  it  was  prudent  to  at- 
tempt to  deal  with  it  at  this  period  of  the 
Session. 

Motion  agreed  to  :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly  and  commiUed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

BALE  OF  POISONS  AND  PHARMACY  ACT 

AMENDMENT  BILL— (No.  148.) 
{The  Earl  GranvilU.) 

REPORT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

Lord  REDE  SD ALE  moved  to  insert  a 
new  clause  to  follow  Clause  17: — 


<*  From  and  after  the  81st  day  of  December, 
1868,  it  ihall  not  be  lawful  to  sell  any  Poison  in 
a  Bottle  unless  such  Bottle  shall  be  of  an  angular 
Form,  oorrugated  and  opaque,  to  be  thenceforth 
known  and  described  as  a  Poison  Bottle  ;  and  it 
shall  not  be  lawful  to  sell  any  preparation  not 
Poisonous  in  any  such  Bottle ;  and  any  Person 
oflfending  against  either  of  the  aforesaid  Provisions 
shall  be  liable  to  the  Penalties  hereinbefore  en 
acted  for  selling  Poison  not  distinctly  labelled." 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  doubted 
whether  the  nohle  Lord  conld  have  been 
fully  aware  of  the  consequences  of  pro- 
posing this  clause — which,  moreover,  in  its 
language  was  not  reconcilable  with  somo 
of  the  other  clauses.  The  Bill,  it  should 
be  remembered,  referred  to  compounding 
as  well  as  to  selling,  and  did  the  noble 
Lord  intend  to  render  a  chjmist  liable  to 
the  penalties  of  the  Bill  if  he  compounded 
a  prescription  which  contained  something 
poisonous  but  did  not  supply  it  in  a  bottle 
of  the  shape  suggested  in  this  clause  ? 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  also 
expressed  a  hope  that  his  noble  Friend 
would  not  persist  in  his  Amendment,  which 
treated  the  subject  with  a  minuteness  and 
detail  which  ought  only  to  proceed  from 
an  executive  body  such  as  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  North- 
brook, 

Loud  REDE  SP ALE  said,  that  he  must 
press  the  clause  upon  their  Lordships,  as 
he  thought  something  ought  to  be  done  to 
protect  the  public  with  regard  to  the  sale 
of  poisons. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  suggested 
that  the  object  of  the  noble  Lord  might 
be  answered  by  the  Pharmaceutical  So- 
ciety determining  what  the  shape  of  the 
poison  bottle  should  bo,  that  shape  being 
approved  by  the  Privy  Council,  and  ad- 
vertised in  the  London  Gazette, 

Earl  GRANVILLE  wished  to  know 
what  were  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  upon  the  question  ? 

The  Earl  of  M ALMESBURY  :  What, 
upon  the  shape  of  the  bottle  ? 

Lord  REDESD  ALE  said,  that  he  would 
not  divide  the  House  now,  but  would  move 
the  clause  on  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  tot^A- 
drawn. 

House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock,  to 

Thursday  next,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 
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7W«£iy,  Jim*  16,  1868, 

Tbe  Houie  met  at  Tiro  of  the  eloclc. 

MINDTESl—  PoBUo    Bilw— Oitieirrf— Maui- 

eiptl  E1«ctioni  (SootUnd).* 
Second    Reading  —  EceleaustiMt    Tillei   [3T], 

dflbkta  adjeiHiieil. 
C<mimil(«  — Public  School!  (K-ewmn.)  [IM]— 

■T.  i  Inoloiure  (No.  3)  •  [102]. 
.B^rt-Intloiure  (No.SJ'ClflS; 
Centidtrcd  at  <im<iufrd— Alkali  Act  (1968)  Por- 

palufttioa  *  [1S3]  ;    Judgment!    EiMni' 

Tkird  Anodiny  —  EiUbliihed  Chnrah  (IreUod) 
[IITIl  Drainsg*  PrOTidonnl  OTd»  Conflrma. 
tion  •  [180],  »nd  paittd. 

SCOTLAND— POOR  LA  W.~ QUESTION. 
Sia  ANDREW  AGNEW  sniJ,  ho  would 
beg  to  A»k  the  Lord  Adrocnle,  When  the 
Betum  of  Poor  Rate  (Soottatid).  for  *hicli 
ao  Adilrcii  waa  uiored  on  the  9th  daj  of 
Uarch,  maj  be  eipccled  to  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  Iluuao  ? 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  il  would 
be  laid  on  the  table  rer;  ahortl;. 


Mb.  LEEUAN  said,  he  would  bog  to 
aak  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trensurj,  Wlic. 
ther  the  Boundary  Bill  or  the  Telegraphs 
Bill  will  take  jirecedcnce  in  the  Orders  of 
the  Daj  for  Thursday  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTIlaaid,  in  reply, 
that  the  Electric  Telegraphs  Bill  irould  be 
taken  bi  the  second  Order  of  the  Day  on 
Thursday. 
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PUBLIC  SCHOOLS  {H-fommitttd)  BILL. 

(Mr.  Walpiiie,  Sir  Stafford  NorlhMt,  Mr. 

Secretary  Qathome  Bardt/.} 

[bill  135.]      COWIITTBE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leato  the 
Chair." 

Ms.  NEATB  moTcd  that  (be  Bill  be 
referred  back  to  the  Select  Committee,  in 
order  that  clauses  may  bo  inserted  in 
it  giring  power  to  the  new  governing 
bodies  and  the  ComoiisstoncrB  tit  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Bill  to  deal  with  iho  con- 
ttituiion  and  reTenues  of  Eton  and  Win- 
chester Colleges,  He  said  ho  would  be 
unwilling  to  do   anything  to  impede   tbe 
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under  it  to  deal  ia  any  way  with  either  the 
revenues  or  constitution  of  Eton  or  Winches- 
ter Colleges.  E  ton  School  existed  only  as  an 
oflF- shoot  and  dependency  of  Eton  CoUegCi 
which  might  at  any  time  suppress,  suspend, 
or  reduce  the  School  to  the  condition  of  a 
proprietary  estahlishment.  The  legislation 
that  was  proposed  three  years  ago  aimed  at 
subjecting  Eton  College  to  certain  legal  ob- 
ligations to  proTide  for  the  School,  but  the 
Bill  before  the  House  was  wholly  silent  in 
that  particular.  There  was  nothing  what- 
ever in  it  to  vary  the  original  legal  obliga- 
tions of  Eton  College  to  provide  merely  in 
a  very  limited  way  for  a  certain  number  of 
scholars,  and  make  a  payment  of  a  few 
pounds  to  a  master  who  might  bo  charged 
with  their  education.  If  Eton  College  was 
to  say  "  We  have  nothing  to  do  with  this 
new-fangled  scheme;  we  are  content  as  a 
College  to  enjoy  what  we  now  have, 
our  £20.000  a  year,  which  will  soon  be- 
eome  £30,000,  and  even  £40,000,  and  we 
do  not  care  about  the  school.  If  tho  Eton 
masters  can  take  advantage  of  tho  good- 
will that  belongs  to  the  place  and  establish 
a  great  school  we  arc  very  willing  they 
•hould  do  so,  and  if  they  wish  to  buy  the 
buildings  we  have  erected  we  do  not  object 
to  sell  them,"—* he  did  not  say  that  such  a 
thing  was  likely,  or  that  it  would  be  allowed 
by  the  Legislature,  but  the  state  of  affairs 
that  now  existed  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  continue.  It  was  intended  by  tho  origi- 
nal Bill  in  the  House  of  Lords  to  give  to  the 
new  governing  body  and  the  Commissioners 
appointed  to  control  them  the  power  of 
dealing  with  the  revenues  and  constitution 
of  Eton  and  Winchester  Colleges,  because 
a  clause  of  the  Bill  contained  words  to  this 
•Sect,  they — 

**  Sb&Il  have  the  same  real  and  personal  pro- 
perty rights,  powers,  and  privileges,  and  be  sub- 
ject to  the  same  obligations,  as  the  existing 
govemiug  body  of  those  schools." 

He  saw  nothing  in  tho  present  Bill  which 
at  ell  corresponded  with  such  a  provision, 
and  he  challenged  anyone  to  show  him 
anything  in  the  measure  which  would  en* 
able  the  new  governing  body  or  the  Com* 
missioners  to  touch  the  revenues  or  consti- 
tution of  the  Colleges.  He  did  not  go  so 
far  as  some  in  his  reverence  for  ancient 
corporations  ;  but  he  would  not  treat  the 
present  governing  bodies  with  so  little 
ceremony  as  that  which  had  been  shown 
them  by  the  framers  of  the  Bill,  and  they 
might  justly  complain  that  they  had  been 
taken  by  surprise  by  the  proposal  to 
transfer  their  powers  to  new  bodies.     Ho 
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doubted,  however,  whether  the  terms  of 
the  measure  would  have  sufficient  legal 
force  to  transfer  to  the  newly-created 
bodies  the  whole  management  of  the  re- 
venues of  these  foundations.  Ho  thought 
that  before  proceeding  to  legislate  the 
House  ought  to  be  in  possession  of  fuller 
information  as  to  those  revenues.  The 
evidence  given  on  this  head  before  the 
Royal  Commissioners  was  offered  in  a  very 
hesitating  spirit  ;  but  even  according  to 
that  evidence  the  income  of  Eton  College 
was  about  £20,000,  with  a  probable  in- 
crease of  £10,000,  and  that  of  Winchester 
about  £17,000.  Knowing  the  reticence 
with  which  public  bodies  were  likely  to 
state  their  income,  he  believed  the  pro- 
bable future  income  of  Eton  might  be 
taken  at  not  less  than  £50,000.  He  once 
suggested  £32,000  as  the  prospective  in- 
come of  Winchester  College,  and  an  old 
friend  of  his  there  jocularly  expressed  a 
hope  that  he  would  not  live  to  see  that 
amount  reached,  for  that  his  life  would  be 
a  burden  to  him ;  but  even  this  gentleman 
did  not  go  beyond  arguing  that  a  consider- 
able time  would  elapse  before  his  estimate 
was  realized.  He  had  had  some  experience 
of  the  way  in  which  Returns  were  made, 
and  hon.  Members  must  be  aware  that  the 
income  assigned  to  livings  in  the  Clergy 
List  was  considerably  below  the  actual 
value.  Assuming  thot  the  probable  future 
income  of  the  two  foundations  was  £80,000 
a  year,  it  had  to  be  considered  how  they 
should  be  dealt  with.  Now,  this  Bill  had 
apparently  been  framed  with  the  special 
object  of  excepting  Eton  and  Winchester 
from  the  recommendations  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. Dealing  with  the  present  income 
of  £20,000  at  Eton,  they  proposed  to  les- 
sen the  number  and  emoluments  of  the 
Fellows.  The  income  of  the  Provost  was 
stated  at  over  £1,800,  and  of  the  Fellows 
at  £814  ;  but  the  latter  sum  did  not  in- 
clude (he  occupation  of  a  house,  and  cer- 
tain perquisites  in  the  shape  of  coals  and 
candles,  which  practically  raised  it  to 
£1,200.  Tho  Fellows  enjoyed  this  income 
without  any  duty  being  attached  to  it,  and 
they  might  also  enjoy  livings  of  tho  value 
£700  or  £800  per  annum,  being  specially 
exempted  from  the  condition  of  residence. 
The  patronage  of  Eton  comprised  ei<;ht 
livings  worth  between  £100  and  £200  ; 
nine  between  £200  and  £300 ;  nine  be- 
tween £300  and  £400;  four  between 
£400  and  £500  ;  two  between  £500  and 
£600;  one  between  £600  and  £700; 
one  between  £700  and  £800 ;    quq  W 
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twccn  £800  and  £900 ;  and  one  betireen 
£1,000  and  £1,200.  Any  one  of  thcso 
was  a  very  pretty  addition  to  an  income 
of  £1,200.  These  livings  might  be  given 
to  the  school  chaplains,  but  they  were  not, 
nnd  the  Bill  proposed  to  leave  the  Fellows 
in  uncontrolled  exercise  of  this  patron- 
age. There  appeared  to  him  two  ways  In 
which  the  surplus  revenues  might  be  dealt 
with.  One,  which  he  submitted  to  the 
House  on  a  former  occasion,  was  to  apply 
them  to  the  creation  of  a  middle-class 
school,  for  which  class  the  endowments 
were  in  the  first  instance  chiefly,  if  not 
exclusively,  designed.  The  other,  which 
had  since  suggested  itself  to  him,  was  to 
make  this  £40,000  a  year  the  nucleus 
of  a  University  in  the  North  of  England, 
founded  upon  principles  similar  to  those  of 
Oxford  and  Oambridge,  with  the  difference 
that  its  curriculum  should  be  so  arranged 
as  to  encourage  the  industries  of  the  ais- 
trict  in  the  midst  of  which  it  should  be 
placed.  He  would  not  enter  into  such  a 
scheme  now  ;  but  he  insisted  on  the  right 
of  Parliament  to  deal  with  these  surplus 
incomes.  He  might,  indeed,  be  met  with 
on  ossertion  of  the  prescriptive  rights  of 
corporate  property  ;  but  he  regarded  this 
orgument  as  threadbare,  it  being  repudiated 
by  all  who  had  given  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject. The  House  was  deeply  concerned  to 
repudiate  the  notion  that  corporations  pos- 
sessed property  in  the  same  sense  as  in- 
dividuols.  They  could  only  hold  property 
BO  long  as  they  were  corporations,  and  it 
was  absurd  to  maintain  that  the  State  was 
bound  to  continue  them  aa  corporations 
after  they  had  ceased  to  perform  the  duties 
which  called  them  into  existence.  He  was 
far  from  asking  the  House  to  divert  any 
portion  of  the  revenues  of  Eton  Oollege 
from  the  purposes  of  education.  All  that 
Eton  Oollege  gave  to  Eton  School  was 
£400  a  year  ;  while  the  Oollege  derived 
much  more  than  that  from  the  School  in 
the  increased  value  of  the  Oollege  lands. 
So  far  from  diverting  from  the  School  any 
of  the  benefits  it  derived  from  the  Oollege, 
he  would  rather  make  the  Oollege  sub- 
iidiary  to  the  interests  and  benefit  of  the 
School,  so  that  the  Oollege  should  foster 
the  growth  of  the  School  more  than  it  did. 
It  was  in  evidence  that  the  Provost  of 
Eton  receiyed  £2,000  a  year,  and  the 
Fellows  £1,200  a  year  each  ;  yet  a  few 
years  ago  they  had  allowed  the  School 
to  degenerate,  and  the  number  of  the 
Kipg's  scholdrs  to  be  diminished  from 
aeventy  to  forty.     Their  conduct  bad,  in. 

Mr.  Neate 


deed,  been  such  as  to  tleaerve  language 
stronger  than  it  was  usual  to  apply  to 
those  who  had  gone  to  their  account.  Let 
it  be  hoped  that  their  present  Bueeessors 
would  enter  upon  their  career  in  a  Bpirit  of 
sincere  and  reflective  repentance.  It  was 
well  that  those  successors  should  know  that 
the  House  knew  as  well  as  themtelveB  for 
how  many  generations  of  men  the  Provost 
and  Fellows  of  Eton  had  been  bo  in- 
different to  the  pleasures  of  a  good  con- 
science that,  in  the  words  of  one  of  their 
favourite  poets,  they  *'  seemed  to  enjov 
the  anger  of  the  gods.*'  One  especial 
abuse  had  been  the  diminution  in  the  al- 
lowance to  the  choristers,  who,  to  eke  oat 
a  living,  had  been  obliged  to  run  in  the 
most  indecorous  manner  from  the  services 
at  Eton  to  take  part  in  those  of  Windsor 
Ohapel.  At  the  present  moment,  however, 
whether  ho  looked  at  the  Eton  masters  or 
the  boys,  it  was  with  kind,  respectful,  and 
hopeful  feelings.  He  trusted  that,  as  to 
Eton  nt  least,  the  House  would  make  the 
revenues  of  the  Oollege  far  more  inb- 
servient,  subsidiary,  and  useful  to  the  go- 
vernment of  tho  School.  With  regard  to 
the  constitution  of  tho  Oollege,  the  Provost 
was,  he  thought,  of  no  use  whatever.  It 
was  said  that  he  was  the  means  of  obtainioj^ 
for  the  boys  an  intercourse  with  the  outer 
world,  and  that  he  gave  dinners  which 
formed  an  introduction  to  society.  He  did 
not  think  that  these  services  were  sufficieot 
to  justify  the  continuance  of  this  useless 
honorary  office.  The  dignity  and  dnty  cf 
the  Provost  ought  to  be  given  to  the  Hetd 
master,  so  that  instead  of  receiving  £370 
from  the  Oollege  as  at  present  he  should 
receive  tho  £2,000  a  year  now  given  to 
the  Provost.  Tho  Provost  and  Head  master 
ought  in  that  case  to  have  a  Vice  Pro- 
vost to  assist  in  the  management.  It  was 
necessary  to  deal  in  some  way  both  wiUi 
(he  revenue  and  constitution  of  Eton  and 
WinchcBter. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ''That"  to  thi 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  Um  vordi 
"  tho  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  Select  Commit- 
tee, in  order  that  Clauses  maj  be  inserted  in  it 
giving  power  to  the  new  governing  bodies  and  tba 
Commisflioners  to  he  appointed  bj  the  Bill  te 
deal  with  the  constitution  and  revenues  of  Etoo 
and  Winchester  Colleges," — {3fr.  NeaU,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of  tbe 
Question." 
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Mr.  MOWBRAY  said,  he  would   not 
follow  the  hon.   and  learned  Member  for 
tlip  citj  of  Oxford  in  his  verj  disoarsive 
speech  ;  but  would  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  position  in  which,  at  the  present 
period  of  tho  Session,  that  question  stood. 
The  animus  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
position  was  disclosed  at  the  commence- 
ment of  his   remarks,  in  which    he  said 
there  was  no  necessitj  for  legislation,  and 
that  the  question  might  wait.    Now,  it  was 
more  than  four  years  since  the  Royal  Com- 
missioners presented  their  Report  to  Her 
Majesty.     That  Report  was  in  the  hands 
of  Members  of  Parliament  before  Easter, 
1864 ;  a  measure  was  introduced  on  the 
subject  in  1865;  the  question  was  referred 
to  a   Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords;  the  Bill  that  was  then  framed  oame 
down  to  tho  House  of  Commons  too  late 
in  the  Session  to  be  passed;  again,  in  1866 
and  1867,  Bills  were  introduced;  and  now 
the  existing  Government  had  brought  io  a 
measure  sanctioned  by  their  predecessors, 
and  on  which  a  Select  Committee  of  that 
House  had  bestowed  much  valuable  time 
and  the  greatest  pains  in  order  to  render 
it  as  perfect  as  possible.     The  hon.  and 
learned    Member  for  the  city  of   Oxford 
was  himself  a  very  active  Member  of  that 
Select  Committee,  before  which  he  had  an 
opportunity  of  urging  all   tho  arguments 
which  he  had  just  addressed  to  the  House. 
The  speech  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made  that  day  ous;ht  to  have  been  delivered 
in  1865,  1866, 1867,  and  1868  against  the 
■eeond  reading  of  the  Bill.     The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wanted  to  refer  the  measure  back 
to  the  Committee  that  they  might  provide 
for  the  cases  of  Eton  and  Winchester  Col- 
leges ;  but  by  the  interpretation  clause  of 
the  Bill  the  word  "  school  "  included,  in 
the  cases   of  Eton   and  Winchester,  the 
Colleges  at  those  places.     If  tho  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  Amendments  to   propone,  let 
him  propose   them   in    Committee  of  the 
Whole  House.       But  what  was  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  object?      Why,    that   those 
bodies  might  come  before  tho  Committee 
and  be  heard  by  counsel  after  the  16th  of 
June.     If  that  were  done,   the  Bill  >Tas 
not  likely  to  pass  this  Session.     He  be- 
lieved  it   was  the  opinion  of    the  House 
that  legislation  on    that  subject  was  now 
required,  and  he  hoped  the  dilatory  plea 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman   would  not  be  lis- 
tened to.      The  schools  were  anxious  for 
the  oompletiou  of  that  legislation,  and  the 
action  of  Eton  and  Winchester  themselves, 
at  well  as  of  the  others,  would  be  para- 


lyzed by  a  prolongation  of  the  present  state 
of  suspense.  For  these  reasons  he  trusted 
that  the  House  would  now  go  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  and  discuss  its  provi- 
sions. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE,  as  one  of  tho 
trnstees  for  Rugby,  did  not  see  why 
Harrow  and  Rugby  should  be  summarily 
dealt  with,  while  Eton  and  Winchester 
should  have  legislation  in  regard  to  them 
virtually  postponed,  or,  at  all  events,  bo 
legislated  for  on  a  different  footing.  Harrow 
and  Rugby  had  one  peculiarity  —  namely, 
that  their  governing  bodies  consisted  of 
laymen  of  the  Church  of  England  ;  but  ho 
did  not  see  why,  on  that  account,  they 
should  be  treated,  as  was  proposed  by  the 
Bill,  in  a  more  summary  manner  than  in- 
stitutions whose  governing  bodies  were 
clerical.  There  was  no  pretence  for  say- 
ing that  the  governing  body  of  Rugby  had 
thwarted  the  success  and  prosperity  of  the 
School,  for  their  only  difficulty  was  to  find 
accommodation  for  the  number  of  pupils 
who  were  anxious  to  enter.  Ho  attributed 
the  success  of  the  School  in  great  part  to 
tho  Head  master,  but  the  governing  body 
had  not  impeded  —  on  the  contrary,  he 
trusted  they  had  aided — the  efforts  of  the 
Head  master.  The  Bill  proposed  that  bo- 
fore  the  1st  of  January,  1869,  the  govern- 
ing bodies  of  Rugby  and  Harrow  should 
be  compelled,  in  Japanese  fashion,  to  eflhect 
their  own  extinction.  In  Japan,  as  the 
House  was  aware,  executions  were  con- 
ducted in  this  way.  The  culprit  was  ex- 
pected to  acknowledge  the  justice  of  his 
sentence,  and  then  to  rip  up  his  own  holly 
while  the  executioner  stood  by  to  cut  off 
his  head.  That  was  exactly  the  treatment 
to  which  the  governing  bodies  of  Rugby 
and  Harrow  would  be  subject  by  that  Bill. 
He  was  far  from  saying  that  those  bodies 
might  not  be  improved;  but  he  wanted  to 
know  the  mischief  they  had  done,  or  tho 
neglect  of  which  they  had  been  guilty. 
That  anomaly  appeared  to  have  been  in- 
troduced by  the  Select  Committee,  and 
not  to  have  been  contained  in  the  original 
Bill,  and  ho  had  placed  on  the  Paper  nn 
Amendment  providing  that  before  tho  go- 
verning body  of  Harrow  or  Rugby  should 
be  compelled  to  immolate  themselves  or 
undergo  execution  by  Special  Commission, 
they  should  at  least  have  eighteen  mouths 
to  consider  what  they  ought  to  propose. 
That,  he  thought,  was  only  reasonable,  as 
the  last  six  months  of  the  present  year 
would  be  a  period  of  crisis  arising  out  oC 
the  General  Electiot\,  v^\\\^\\  ^^xi^Wi^  ^^"c^ 
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unfaTourable  to  calm  deliberfttion.  Through- 
out the  whole  Bill  the  powers  which  the 
original  Bill  proposed  to  confer  on  existing 
goyerniog  bodies,  or  on  their  successors, 
were  limited  to  their  successors.  There- 
fore, the  whole  purport  of  the  Bill  was 
that  those  two  governing;  bodies,  consisting 
of  lay  members  of  the  Church  of  England, 
who  had  not  interfered  injuJiciouslj  with 
the  Head  master,  or  neglected  their  duties, 
were  to  be  got  out  of  the  way  before  any 
reform  of  the  statutes  was  to  be  proposed. 
Nothing  could  be  more  extravagant  than 
the  powers  which  it  was  proposed  by  the 
Bill  to  invest  in  the  new  governing  bodies, 
and  more  particularly  in  the  special  Com- 
missioners, who  would  be  enabled  under 
its  provisions  to  deal  with  the  whole  of 
the  property  of  the  schools  in  the  most 
summary  manner,  with  the  single  check 
that  apy  scheme  for  changing  the  applica- 
tion of  their  funds  should  be  submitted  to 
Parliament  for  forty  days.  As  to  the  prin- 
ciple which  had  been  laid  down  by  thehon. 
Member  for  Oxford,  that  no  corporate  body 
had  a  title  to  nny  property  and  that  all 
such  property  belonged  to  the  State,  he 
could  only  say  that  it  had  its  origin  in  the 
Convention  of  the  first  French  Revolution; 
that  so  strongly  had  the  force  of  the  ana- 
logy been  felt  that  the  principle  was  after- 
wards transferred  to  the  case  of  private 
property,  and  that  there  had  been  a  per- 
petual struggle  during  the  whole  of  the 
present  century  to  get  out  of  the  difficul- 
ties which  resulted  from  its  application. 
But,  be  that  as  it  might,  he  should  like  to 
know  why  it  was  that  Eton  and  Winches- 
ter were  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Bill  in 
a  manner  different  from  Harrow  and  Rugby 
with  respect  to  their  properties  ?  lie  ob- 
jected to  any  such  difference  between  them 
being  made;  and  he  was  also  opposed  to 
the  Bill  because  it  contained  an  element 
of  secresy,  inasmuch  as  the  new  governing 
bodies  would  bo  empowered  to  make  pro- 
posals to  the  Commissioners  for  an  altera- 
tion of  the  statutes  of  a  school  without 
publishing  their  intentions  to  those  whose 
interests  were  immediately  involved.  It 
was,  moreover,  he  maintained,  contrary  to 
the  Common  Law  of  England  to  have  all 
the  property  of  those  foundations  dealt 
with  by  means  of  Orders  in  Council,  as 
was  proposed,  and  he,  therefore,  should 
support  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford  in  his 
endeavour  to  prevent  the  Bill  from  being 
proceeded  with. 

Mb.  60SCHEN  remarked,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  was  perfectly 

Mr.  NewdegaU 


correct  in  saying  that»   by  the  Bill  as  it 
was  referred  to  a   Select  Committee,  the 
existing  governing  bodiea  were  to  be  in- 
trusted with  the  reforms  which  were  to  be 
made  in  the  schools.     It  appeared,  bow- 
ever,  to  the  Committee  a  somewhat  illo- 
gical   proceeding   to  begin  by  conferring 
such  powers  on  bodies  which  were  about  to 
expire,  and  which  might  make  regulations 
which  would  not  be  in   the  spirit  of  the 
new  governing  bodies  by  whom  they  would 
be    succeeded,  and    which   would,  conK- 
quently,  only  tend  to  the  creation  of  rooch 
confusion.     That  being  so,  the  Committee 
had   deemed   it  advisable   to  change  the 
order  of  the  reforms  to  be  made,  and  to 
recommend   that    the   existing  governing 
bodies  should  reform  themselves  before  pro- 
ceeding to  reform  the  schools  intrusted  to 
their  care,  the  time  being  shortened  by  the 
Committee  from  the  1st  of  January,  1870, 
to  the  1st  of  January,  1869,  in  order  tbtl 
no  additional  delay  might  be  incurred.    He 
was  not  sure  whether  the  hon.    Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Newdegato)  was  aware  that 
this  change  was  made  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Neate),  wIimu 
he  was  now  supporting  in  referring  the  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee.     [Mr.  Newdegatb 
said,  ho  objected  to  the  principle  of  tbe 
Bill.]     The  hon.  Member  objected  to  tlie 
principle  of  the  Bill.     The   lion.  Meoaber 
asked  why  were  Rugby  and  Harrow  selected 
tobedeolt  with  in  a  different  way  from  the 
other  public  schools  ?    It  was  the  first  tioe 
that  he  (Mr.  Goschen)  learned  that  such  wii 
the  case,  and  he  had  sat  on  the  Committee 
a  long  time,  and  it  would  be  quite  as  sev 
to  the  other  Members  of  the   Committee. 
The  governing  bodies  of  all  the  schooh 
were  to  bo  called  on  to  reform  themselves; 
but  as  some  governing  bodies  might  soft 
stand  so  much  in  need  of  reform  as  otben, 
it  was  provided  that  *'  the  new  governisg 
body  "  should  be  held  to  mean  both  a  go* 
verning  body,  the  constitution  of  which  might 
have  been  altered  under  the  Act,  or  a  body 
established  under  it,  or  the  new  governing 
body,  which  might,  however,  be  identieu 
with  the  existing  body. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  in  tbe 
Select  Committee  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayr  ton)  bronght  forward  an  ezeellent 
clause,  carrying  out  the  principle  of  reli- 
gious toleration.  It  was  a  species  ef 
'*  Conscience  Clause;*'  but  it  was  rejected 
by  a  strict  party  vote.  He  trusted  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  tbe 
Tower  Hamlets  would  propose  the  clsait     I 
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ngain  in  tbe  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  that  though  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Ilfiuileta  did  not  succeed  in  carrying  what 
had  been  called  a  "  Conscience  Clause," 
he  did  induce  the  Select  Committee  to  in- 
troduce another  clause  enabling  the  go- 
verning bodies  to  give  facilities  for  the 
education  of  boys  whose  parents  or  guar- 
dians wished  to  withdraw  them  from  the 
religious  instruction  given  in  the  school. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  he  should 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Neatc), 
to  refer  the  Bill  back  again  to  the  Select 
Committee;  for,  though  the  Bill  was  much 
improved  in  details,  its  main  defects  re- 
mained much  as  they  were  before.  It 
seemed  a  measure  designed  to  carry  out 
the  most  peruicious  principle  of  selecting 
a  few  schools  in  order  to  apply  to  them 
very  largo  endowments;  not  because  they 
were  necessary  for  the  education  of  those 
who  resorted  to  the  schools,  but  merely 
because  they  tended  to  keep  up  the  expen- 
sive character  ofthe  schools,  and  to  main- 
tain a  kind  of  fashionable  system  of  educa- 
tion for  the  fashionable  classes.  The  dis- 
cussion got  up  in  the  other  House  last 
night  showed  that  the  crude  ideas  of  300 
years  ago  were  not  applicable  to  the  exi- 
gencies of  the  present  time.  It  was  pro- 
posed to  consecrate  to  this  scheme  of  edu- 
cation endowments  amounting  to  £70,000 
a  year,  and  with  tho  addition  of  the  value 
of  the  annual  rental  of  property  rent  free 
worth  £80,000  a  year.  The  prospective 
increase  in  the  value  of  tho  property  might 
be  estimated  as  likely  to  raise  the  amount 
of  the  endowments  to  £100,000  a  year. 
With  these  great  endowments  they  were 
now  going  to  do  for  the  education  of  tho 
poor  and  the  great  body  of  the  people  of 
the  country  absolutely  nothing.  Ono  might 
have  hoped  that  the  House  of  Commons 
would  have  conducted  itself  as  individuals 
did  at  the  near  approach  of  dissolution, 
and  would  have  abandoned  evil  ways.  He 
thought  that  it  would  be  much  better  to 
give  up  such  a  Bill  as  the  present,  and  to 
leave  the  reform  of  these  schools,  together 
with  other  reforms,  to  the  new  Parliament. 
There  was  nothing  to  distinguish  the 
schools  comprised  in  the  Bill  from  many 
schools  left  out  of  it,  such  as  Uppingham 
and  TunbridgeSchool8,except  that  the  latter 
were  not  so  fashionable  as  Rugby,  Harrow, 
and  Eton  Schools,  and  the  idea  was  to 
apply  these  great  endowments  for  the  be- 


nefit of  the  wealthy  classes  and  those  con- 
nected with  them.  It  appeared  in  evidence 
that  parents  were  beguiled  by  vanity  and 
weakness  to  spend  £200  a  year,  in  order 
to  get  their  children  educated  at  Eton, 
though  they  might  have  obtained  for  them 
a  better  education  in  a  self-sustaining 
school  for  £50  or  £60  a  year.  It  was  an 
established  fact  that  no  real  benefit  was 
to  be  derived  from  these  enormous  endow- 
nients.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  broached  the  extraordinary  doc- 
trine that  tho  children  of  founders  had  a 
vested  right  to  the  endowments.  No  such 
right  of  property  could  exist,  and  the 
power  of  the  founders  to  put  a  limitation 
on  the  enjoyment  of  their  property  was 
restricted  to  lives  in  being  and  twenty-one 
years  after. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  he  could  not  remember 
whether  this  Bill  had  ever  been  disoussed 
in  the  House  before.  If  it  had  been  it  had 
left  very  little  impression  on  anybody's  mind, 
for  he  had  asked  the  question  of  several 
tvho  seemed  to  be  in  the  same  condition  as 
himself  regarding  it.  He  only  regretted 
it  had  not  been  discussed,  for  he  thought 
they  might  be  better  employed  in  settling 
principles  than  arranging  details.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Bill  proceeded  on 
a  false  analogy  and  was  founded  on  an  un- 
sound principle.  The  analogy  was  that  of 
the  governing  bodies  in  the  Universities  and 
Colleges  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge.  This 
unhappy  analogy  was  applied  to  public 
schools.  But  tho  same  public  body  which 
existed  in  the  one  case  did  not  exist  in  the 
other.  The  body  was  to  be  created  for  the 
schools.  What,  then,  were  they  going  to 
do  ?  They  were  going  to  create  a  govern- 
ing body  for  those  schools  that  never  ex- 
isted before.  They  were  going  to  intrust 
to  this  new  and  untried  body  the  powers  of 
a  constituent  assembly — to  make  a  new 
governing  body  ;  and  so  jealous  were  they 
of  them  as  to  their  powers  that  they  were 
to  be  extinguished  at  the  end  of  this  year. 
They  made  them  on  purpose  to  destroy 
them  ;  they  lighted  the  candle  for  the 
purpose  of  snuffing  it  out.  They  gave 
them  certain  functions  to  be  performed, 
but  under  the  Commission  which  had  power 
to  undo  them.  Would  it  not  be  better  if 
this  was  to  be  done  to  give  it  to  the  Com- 
mission at  once  ?  It  seemed  to  him  there 
never  was  a  Bill  framed  on  so  strange  a 
basis  as  this.  The  analogy  of  the  Univer- 
sities and  Colleges,  it  was  found,  did  not 
Apply ;  so  successive  Committees  had  cut 
it  dovrn  to  the  shape  in  ^rhiclx  \!^^')  ^^^^ 
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found  it ;  but  tlio  result  iras  most  unaatis- 
factory.  There  was  a  greater  fault  in  the 
Bill,  and  ho  hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to 
state  the  objection  he  felt  to  its  priociplei 
lest  it  should  afterwards  be  referred  to. 
His  objection  to  the  principle  was  this — 
when  dealing  and  legislating  for  anything 
thcj  ought  to  look  at  its  substance,  and 
not  at  the  form.  Now,  the  form  of  these 
public  schools  was  undoubtedly  an  endow- 
ment. That  was  the  nucleus.  But  the 
substance  of  tbe  public  schools  was  not  the 
endowment,  but  the  great  private  adven- 
ture school  which  had  grown  out  of  the 
endowment,  the  good-will  being  given  to  the 
man  who  held  the  office  of  Head  master. 
There  were  two  kinds  of  property  involved 
in  the  Bill — one  was  the  endowment,  the 
other  the  good-will  which  had  grown  out  of 
it,  and  which  was  the  property  of  the  Head 
master  for  the  time  being,  which  was  the 
substance.  Thus,  with  regard  to  Eton — 
tho  Eton  they  were  all  so  much  concerned 
obout — which  was  educating  the  young 
gentlemen  of  the  higher  classes  of  the 
country  was  tho  College  or  the  Oppidan 
Eton.  It  was  almost  ridiculous  to  ask  the 
question,  it  was  so  perfectly  manifest  that 
tho  real  strength  of  Eton  consisted  in  the 
private  adventure  school  kept  by  the  Head 
master,  and  the  good-will  of  which  belonged 
to  him.  That  was  tho  main  thing,  and  the 
College  or  endowment  might  fairly  be  left 
to  be  dealt  with  like  any  other  endowment. 
On  what  principle  should  they  deal  with 
private  adventure  schools  ?  There  was  but 
one  course  for  their  improvement,  and  that 
lay  with  the  parents  of  the  children  who 
went  there.  It  wan  to  the  parents  of  the 
pupils,  and  not  to  any  governing  body  they 
might  appoint,  that  they  must  look  for 
modernizing  and  making  the  schools  better 
adapted  to  tho  present  day.  What,  then, 
was  their  duty  in  this  matter  ?  It  was  to 
leave  the  greatest  possible  scope  to  those 
who  managed  the  school — to  the  Head 
master,  in  fact,  to  manage  it  as  he  pleased, 
and  all  they  should  do  was  to  give  parents 
the  best  means  of  knowing  the  manner  in 
which  their  children  were  educated,  leav- 
ing them  to  find  out  whether  it  was  satis- 
factory or  not.  lie  should  say  form  a 
governing  body  if  they  pleased — that  was, 
A  body  to  appoint  a  master  and  remove 
him  in  case  of  misconduct  or  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  school ;  but  when  they  had 
appointed  him  give  him  full  power  and 
control  over  it.  Let  him  be  the  dictator 
not  merely  as  to  discipline,  but  education 
and  direction.  Trust  him  fully.  He  would 
Mr,  Lowe 


go  farther.  He  would  aaj  provide  lome 
machinery  by  which  the  school  should  be 
examined  by  some  perfectly  independent 
authority  every  year  ;  let  the  result  go  to 
the  family,  be  tabulated,  and  laid  on  the 
table  of  the  House,  so  that  thej  might 
know  exactly  the  inatruction  that  was 
given.  That  was  his  notion.  They  had 
to  deal  with  these  schools  secundum  sub- 
jectam  naturam,  not  as  an  endowment, 
but  as  what  they  really  were,  private  ad- 
venture schools  in  the  hands  of  the  Head 
master.  This  Bill  had  been  misconceived. 
Instead  of  giving  the  Head  master  foil 
power,  giving  the  adventure  principle  fair 
pl&y»  it  gave  the  regulation  of  the  school, 
and  the  objects  of  study,  almost  everythiai 
except  the  appointment  of  Under  master  to 
a  body  thoy  were  going  to  appoint  for  the 
purpose  who  had  no  interest  in  its  pros- 
perity. The  endowed  element  was  only  a 
trifle  if  they  gave  it  to  such  a  body,  and 
withdrew  it  from  the  Head  master,  placing 
it  in  the  hands  of  a  body  not  now  in  ex- 
istence, but  which  they  wero  going  to  cre- 
ate for  the  express  purpose  of  marring  the 
free  trade  adventure  principle  in  schools. 
That  was  his  objection  to  this  Bill,  and,u 
it  never  seemed  to  have  occurred  to  any  of 
the  Commission  or  Committee,  or  any  other 
Gentleman,  and  therefore  he  was  bound  to 
suppose,  being  his  own,  must  be  wrong,  he 
had  felt  bound  to  state  it  to  the  House. 
It  was  a  mere  chimera  to  educate  by  en- 
dowment ;  they  must  relj  on  the  fret 
trade  principle.  So  far  from 'an  endow- 
ment being  an  assistance  to  education,  it 
often  put  tho  schoolmaster  asleep.  By 
keeping  him  from  relying  on  his  own  exe^ 
tions,  an  endowment  was  often  the  mesoi 
of  doing  positive  mischief.  He  therefoif 
protested  against  the  notion  that  they 
could  carry  on  the  education  of  this  cooo- 
try  energetically  or  successfully  by  means 
of  endowment.  All  they  could  do  was  to 
take  advantage  of  existing  endowments,  to 
cluster  round  them  a  system  of  demand 
and  supply  pure  and  unrestrained. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  svd, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Lowe), 
seemed  to  have  forgotten  that  this  subject 
had  been  mado  matter  of  consideration  by 
a  Royal  Commission  some  years  ago,  whiek 
sat  for  two  years  or  more,  and  lerj  folly 
considered  the  whole  of  these  questions— 
among  others,  the  relation  in  which  the 
Head  master  should  stand  to  the  school; 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  woold 
take  the  trouble  to  examine  the  Report  of 
tho  Commission  lie  would  sec  ample  reaiofl 
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for  not  giving  the  whole  matter  into  the 
hands  of  the  Head  master,  and  throwing  on 
him  a  weight  he  would  he  unahle  to  bear. 
With  regard  to  the  Bill,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   had   not   stated  correctly  the 
history  of  the  clause  with  regard  to  the 
governing  bodies.  It  wos  not  the  case  that 
these  F^chools  had   not  governing   bodies 
now.     They  had  ;   and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  look  into  the  Report  he 
would  find  a  very  good  account  of  the  ac- 
tual   state  and  powers  of  the   governing 
bodies  that  existed.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman referred  to  Eton,  but  it  was  well 
known  the  College  wns,  in  fact,  the  crcnm 
of  the  School,  and  it  was  owing  to  tho  very 
great  energy  with  which  the  College  worked 
that  Eton  held  so  high  a  position.    It  was 
very  unfair  to  speak  of  that  School  as  if 
it  were  not  doing  that  which  had  placed  it 
•0  high  among  our  public  schools.     The 
case  for  the  whole  inquiry  and  Bill  rested 
on  this — that  Parliament   was  not   satis- 
fied that  those   schools  did   as   much   as 
with   their  means   and   endowments   they 
ought  to  do.     The  intention  originally  had 
been  to  lay  down  in   the  Bill  what  the 
functions  of    the    new   governing  bodies 
should  be,  upon  whom  would  devolve  those 
duties  which  could  not  be  discharged  by  tho 
Head  master  without  interfering  with  his 
special  province.  It  was  obvious  that  there 
was  an  immense  amount  of  work  to  bo  done 
with  respect  to  those  schools  which  could 
DOt  be  thrown  on  the  Head  master  if  he 
was  to  be  charged   with   the  teaching  of 
the  school.     But  when  the  matter  came  to 
be  argued  in  the  House  of  Lords  it  was 
thought   better,  instead  of  attempting  to 
deal  with   those   matters  of  detail  by  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  to  do  so  by   the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Commission,  with  statutory 
powers  to  make  such  alterations  as  might 
bo   deemed   necessary.      Then  arose   the 
question    whether    or   not  that  statutory 
Commission  should  reform  the  schools  at 
their   own    instance  ;    but    it    was  stated 
that  the  existing  bodies  ought  to  have  that 
power  given   to  them  ;  that  their  hands 
were  now   tied,  and  they  were  prevented 
from  introducing  improvements;  and  that 
therefore  the  fair  thing  would  he  to  give 
them  the  chance  of  doing  that  which  they 
believed  to  be  the  best,  and  if  they  failed 
to  act  in  a  satisfactory  manner  that  then 
the  statutory  Commission  should  take  the 
matter  up.    That  was  the  shape  iqto  which 
the  Bill  was  put,  and  as  Parliament  had 
for  two  or  three  years  kept  tho  Bill  in  that 
form,  he  was  anxious,  withoat  saying  that 


form  was  the  best,  that  they  should  go 
into  Committee,  and  try  whether  they  could 
work  upon  it.  He  believed  the  general 
feeling  of  persons  acquainted  with  tho  sub- 
ject was  that  they  should  try  to  improve 
without  altogether  revolutionizing  our 
higher  class  schools  ;  for  they  held  that 
those  schools  had  a  mission  of  their  own, 
though  they  were  not  doing  all  that  they 
were  capahlo  of.  lie  believed,  if  they 
honestly  set  to  work  and  endeavoured  to 
work  out  the  details  of  the  Bill  they  would 
make  the  schools  much  more  efficient  and 
satisfactory.  Their  policy  ought  to  bo  to 
improve  and  not  to  revolutionize.  lie 
hoped  the  House  would  consider  tlunt  this 
matter  had  been  very  carefully  sifted  in 
tho  other  House  of  Parliament  and  also 
before  the  Select  Committee  upstairs,  and 
that  it  was  ripe  for  discussion  in  a  practical 
sense.  Ho  trusted  therefore  they  might  be 
allowed  to  make  use  of  the  remainder  of 
tho  present  Sitting  for  the  purpose  of  deal- 
ing with  the  Bill  in  Committee. 

Mb.  W.  E.-FORSTER,  though  agree- 
ing  with  much  that  had  fallen  from  tho 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  and  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  beside  him  (Mr.  Lowe),  still 
thought  that  the  Ilouse  ought  to  go  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill.  At  present  the 
education  of  a  boy  cost  a  large  sum.  lie 
did  not  exaggerate  when  he  said  that  a 
father  who  scut  his  boy  to  one  of  thoso 
public  schools  without  getting  any  assis- 
tance from  an  endowment,  and  afterwards 
sent  him  to  a  University,  could  not  do  so 
for  less  than  £3,000.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
had  said  that  thero  was  no  sufficient 
reason  why  those  seven  schools,  or  tho 
nine  schools  that  were  originally  contem- 
plated, should  be  made  the  subjects  of 
a  special  Act  of  Parliament.  But  they 
must  take  facts  as  they  found  them  ;  and 
he  supposed  the  reason  why  they  were 
called  upon  to  legislate  specially  with 
regard  to  those  schools  was  because  thero 
had  been  a  Report  on  their  condition 
which  shelved  a  state  of  things  that  ro- 
quired  alteration,  notwithstanding  the  0)/i- 
nion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  that  no  reform  was  needed.  It  was 
true  that  if  the  House  was  prepared  to  deal 
with  the  general  subject  of  endowments,  as 
be  hoped  would  be  done  in  the  new  Parlia- 
ment, there  was  not  any  reason  upon  the 
merits  of  the  question  for  excluding  tho 
schools  with  which  the  Bill  proposed  to 
deal.    Nevertheless,  as  the  question  with 
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regard  to  those  Bcbools  had  heen  debated 
for  three  or  four  years,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  House  ought  to  consider  it,  be- 
cause whilo  there  was  a  doubt  whether 
there  would  be  any  legislation  or  not,  or 
what  the  nature  of  that  legislation  might 
be,  the  managers  of  the  schools  who  wished 
to  initiate  reforms  would  find  their  hands 
tied.  And  besides  he  was  afraid — such 
was  the  feeling  of  Members  of  that  House 
who  had  personal  associatictus  with  those 
schools — that  any  general  scheme  of  deal- 
ing with  endowed  schools  would  have  a 
better  chance  if  the  question  of  those  pub- 
lic schools  was  excluded  from  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  seemed  to  think  that 
the  general  use  of  endowments  was  a 
question  that  they  need  not  pay  much 
attention  to,  and  he  talked  of  endowments 
as  trifles  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Forstcr)  could 
by  no  means  look  upon  endowments  of 
£70,000  for  the  purposes  of  education  in 
such  a  light.  On  the  contrary,  the  ma- 
nagement of  sums  like  that  was  a  ?ery 
grave  matter  ;  and  it  behoved  them  to  see 
that  those  endowments  were  applied  to  the 
best  possible  use.  For  his  own  part,  he 
thought  the  endowments  were  of  little  use 
compared  with  what  they  might  be  in  pro- 
moting the  cause  of  education  generally 
throughout  the  country.  The  Bill  was  so 
framed  that  he  was  sanguine  in  hoping 
that  the  endowments  would  be  much 
better  used  if  it  became  law.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  Commission  would  see  that 
reforms  actually  took  place.  Winchester 
and  Eton,  with  endowments  amounting  to 
£32,000,  would,  no  doubt,  under  an  im- 
proved system,  still  remain  the  two  prin- 
cipal high  class  schools  for  boys  whose 
parents  wished  to  bring  them  up  for  pro- 
fessions and  for  the  Universities  ;  but  they 
might  bo  made  of  greater  use  to  those 
persons  who,  at  great  personal  sacrifice, 
desired  to  educate  their  sons  in  that  way, 
and  who,  if  grants  were  made  for  elemen- 
tary education  and  for  lower  middle  class 
education,  were  also  entitled  to  public  as- 
sistance in  carrying  out  an  object  from 
which  the  country  derived  benefit  after- 
wards. He  looked  to  an  advantage  in  an- 
other way  from  the  reform  of  the  public 
schools;  for  he  expected  the  endowments 
to  be  so  arranged  that  clever  boys  of  a 
low  sphere  of  life  might  be  able  to  obtain 
a  high  class  education  by  rising  from  the 
National  Schools,  with  the  assistance  of 
exhibitions,  to  the  secondary  and  primary 
Behools.     It  would  be  the  fault  of  tue  Com- 
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mission  which  was  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Bill  if  those  two  resalts  were  not  attained 
fully  from  the  Bill. 

Mr.  ACLAND  said,  be  eould  not  go 
the  length  of  speaking  of  endowments  as 
useless,  though  it  was  perfectly  true  that 
some  of  our  best  public  schools  did  not 
depend  on  them.  Harrow,  for  all  prac- 
tical purposes,  was  an  unendowed  school, 
though  Eton  had  very  large  endowments. 
But  what  he  wished  to  know  was  whether 
they  had  power  in  Committee  to  provide 
that  the  best  use  should  bo  made  of  tbe 
endowments  of  Eton 'and  Winchester;  for 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
seemed  to  think  that  in  Committee  their 
hands  would  be  tied  with  respect  to  the 
revenues  of  those  schools. 

Mr.  WALPOLE  aaid.  tbe  hon.  Men- 
her  (Mr.  Acland)  had  put  a  very  importiot 
question,  and  the  whole  discussion  which 
had  arisen  upon  the  proposal  of  his  boo. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Neate)  reaOj 
turned  upon  the  answer  to  be  given  to 
that  question.  Having  consulted  legal 
authorities,  he  believed  that  the  Bill  ai 
now  drawn  gave  the  fullest  powers  to  tbe 
governing  bodies  of  tbe  schools  and  Col- 
leges, whether  old  or  new,  in  coujunctiQi 
with  the  Commissioners^  or  to  the  ComDii- 
sioners  alone,  of  so  arranging  the  fnndi 
and  property  of  the  schools  and  Collega 
that  they  might  be  turned  to  tbe  best  pos- 
sible use.  Such  was  bis  belief,  and  otbe^ 
wise  there  would,  he  admitted,  be  great 
force  in  the  argument  of  bis  hon.  Friend. 
If  the  terms  of  the  Bill  left  any  doubt  oo 
this  head,  it  might  be  remedied  in  Coo- 
mi  ttee,  and  ho  hoped  that  on  this  Qnde^ 
standing  the  House  would  proceed  to  coi- 
aider  the  clauses. 

Mr.  KINNAIKD  remarked  that  the 
governing  body  of  Eton  were  very  anxiooi 
that  the  Bill  should  pass,  and  that  it 
would  be  very  injurious  to  these  bodies  to 
subject  them  to  any  further  delay. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  contended 
that  the  parents  of  the  boys  should  have 
some  voice  in  the  management  of  those 
institutions,  and  that  their  supervision 
would  be  more  effective  than  that  of  any 
Commissioners.  He  feared  that  tbe  oU 
and  new  governing  bodies  and  the  Com- 
missioners would  come  into  conflict,  and 
he  doubted  whether  the  Bill  would  operate 
beneficially  on  Eton,  where  reforms  were 
already  being  introduced  by  the  Provost 
and  Head  master. 

Mr.    marsh   agreed  with   his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Lowe)  and  tbe  hon.  m 
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learned  Member  b«Iiind  him  (Mr.  Ajrtoo) 
irith  regard  to  endowmcntB.  He  thought, 
indeed,  ihat  no  man  thould  tiave  the  power 
of  tjiiig  up  hi*  properly  for  more  than 
tliirljr  jcArs.  As  to  public  Achool  educa- 
tion, Iio  could  not  concur  iu  the  deprecia- 
tory view  nhich  had  been  taken  of  it  by 
tlie  lion,  nnd  learned  Member  for  tlie 
ToiTcr  llaiulelB,  for  he  himielf  had  en- 
joyed audi  an  education,  and  there  wai 
not  a  day  pasted  in  which  be  did  not  feel 
llie  adrontagca  he  bad  derived  from  it.  A 
fjrent  ninn  once  said  that  the  chaie  wns 
tile  image  of  war,  and  a  public  school 
niiglit  perliapa  bo  described  oB  an  image 
of  tlie  bnttlo  of  life.  It  was  not  merely 
literary  knonleilge  which  was  acquired 
there,  and  he  could  point  to  many  men  in 
eniineiit  positions  whose  Buecesa  might  be 
largely  ailrihuted  to  tlieir  public  school 
education.  Ho  nvaa  sure  that  in  Com- 
mittee ell  would  be  deairous  to  make  these 
inslituliona  as  useful  ns  possible, 

Un.  NQATl;:  said,  lliat  in  consideration 
of  iho  declaration  of  tlio  rigbt  hon.  Oen- 
lleman  (Mr.  Walpde^  Ihat  the  Bill  would 
be  dealt  with  as  ho  described,  he  should 
not  press  bis  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  icitAifraun. 

Main  Question,  --That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  pui,  and  ayrted  to. 

Bill  eotuidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  Title  of  Act). 

Mb,  ACLAND  objected  to  the  Bill 
bciuK  entitled  the  Public  Schools  Act 
1S6S,  on  the  ground  that  other  schools 
not  iooluded  within  its  operations  were 
equally  entitled  to  the  appellation  of  public 
achooli.  Ho  moved  that  the  clauae  bo 
pottponcd  for  tho  purpose  of  an  arrango- 
ment  being  made  to  get  some  other  ox-  ^ 
prcision  to  indicnta  the  title  of  the  Bill, 

Ma.  WALFOLE  said,  ho  could  aeo  no 
reason  for  postponing  the  clause,  since  any 
alteration  which  the  lion.  Genllemen  might  ' 
offer  could  bo  now  considered.  The  title 
of  the  Bill,  however,  did  not  imply  that 
these  were  the  enly  public  schoots ;  it 
aimply  indicated  what  public  achools  wero  I 
dealt  with  in  1868,  I 

Mb,  ACLAND  said,  that  gcntlemCD  I 
connected  with  other  public  tchools  ob*  I 
jected  to  the  assumption  that  those  affected  | 
by  tbiB  Bill  were  the  only  public  institu-  . 
tions  of  that  character.  The  title  might  i 
be  altered  to  the  "  Colleges  and  Sohoola  i 
Act,  1868."  I 


Motion,  by  leave,  icitidrawn. 
I     Mb.   ACLAND   then  moved  that  the 
1  word  "  public  "  be  omitted. 

Amendment  negativtd. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Definition  of  "  eiisting  "  and 
"  School  "). 

Mk.  LOWE  objected  to  the  use  of  the 

'  Mr.  WALPOLE  said,  the  object  of  the 
j  word  was  to  maintain  the  distinction  be- 
'  tween  the  old  and  new  governing  bodies, 
'  which  ran  all  through  the  Bill.  For  the 
,  purposes  of  tbiB  Act,  the  existing  govern- 
ing bodies  of  Eton  and  Winchester  were 
not  the  governing  bodioB  which  existed 
I  now. 

I  Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  aaid,  he  un- 
I  derstood  that  the  Fellows  of  Eton  College 
had  very  little  to  do  with  tho  school,  ei- 
'  cept  to  usurp  to  themtelves  the  greater 
I  portion  of  tho  endowments.  He  thought 
that  the  Head  master  rather  than  the 
Provost  abonld  be  the  head  of  tlie  govern- 
ing body. 

Mr,  WALPOLE  said,  at  Eton  the  go- 
verning body  was  the  Provost  and  Fellows, 
but  they  were  not  the  governing  body  of 
the  School.  The  person  who  had  tho  real 
governing  authority  was  the  Provost,  who, 
no  doubt,  acted  in  conjunction  with  the 
Head  master.  It  was  in  tho  Provost  that 
the  property  of  the  College  waa  vested. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  lie  had  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  latter  port  of  the  clause,  which 
went  to  tho  whole  principle  of  the  Bill.  In 
order  to  ensure  that  full  power  should  bo 
given  to  deal  with  the  revenues  of  the 
Colleges,  he  proposed  to  insert  tbo  words— 
"  IndudiDg  in  (ha  cau  of  Eton  Collega  tha 
Provoat  and  Fellow*,  and  in  the  oaie  of  Winchca- 
ter  Collsga  tha  Warden  sad  Fellowa," 

Mr.  WALPOLE  said,  there  was  no 
doubt  that  the  Bill  as  it  stood  dealt  with 
the  revenues  of  the  Colleges  of  Eton  and 
Winchester.  It  might  be  proper  to  add 
these  words  to  a  later  clause. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraim. 
Clause,  aa  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill, 

Clause  3  (DeRaition  of  eiistiug  "Go- 
verning Body"). 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  that  as  this  clause 
raised  the  question  how  far  the  Bill  should 
oitend,  it  was  (he  proper  time  to  ask  why 
two  of  the  schools  included  in  the  Royal 
Commisuon  were  omitted  from  thii  Bdl — 
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vhother  from  their  extreme  virtues  or  their 
extreme  vices  ?  St.  PauVs  School  had 
flouriahcd  for  a  very  long  lime  in  the  City 
of  London.  It  was  founded  by  Dean  Colet, 
^ho  declared  by  his  stntutoa  (hat  a  boy 
who  was  Bhown  to  be  inapt  to  learn  was 
to  be  removed  from  tho  school.  The 
management  of  the  school  was  intrusted 
to  the  Mercers*  Company,  a  body  of  trus- 
tees who,  after  a  time,  perverted  that 
splendid  charity  entirely  to  their  own  pur- 
poses, and  declined  to  admit  any  boy  freely. 
The  nomination  of  the  scholars  had  become 
a  simple  affair  of  patronage  in  the  hnnds 
of  the  members  of  the  Court  of  the  Com- 
pany, and  it  was  not  required  that  a  boy 
should  be  qualified  to  be  educated  in  the 
School.  There  was  no  greater  mystery  in 
the  world  than  tho  Mercers*  Company — a 
body  which  had  repeatedly  sot  Royal  Com- 
missions of  Inquiry  at  defiance,  and  re- 
fused to  give  any  information  as  to  its 
proceedings  and  the  purposes  of  its  exist- 
ence. He  was  not  aware  that  this  asso- 
ciation did  any  good  to  anybody  whatever; 
all  that  was  known  of  them  was  that  they 
met  periodically  in  the  City  of  London,  and 
ended  tlieir  proceedings  with  inordinate 
festivities.  The  company  had  an  estate 
yielding  them  £9,500  a  year,  situated  in 
tho  borough  which  he  represented,  and  yet 
when  a  poor  school  in  tho  district  from 
which  they  derived  that  large  revenue  was 
greatly  in  want  of  assistance,  none  could 
be  obtained  for  it  from  that  wealthy  Com- 
pany. On  applying  at  their  Hall  in  the 
matter,  he  received  this  answer — •*  We 
never  tell  anybody  who  are  the  governing 
body  of  the  Mercers*  Company.**  Tho 
general  impression  was  that  the  whole 
thing  was  in  tho  hands  of  certain  families, 
who  kept  it  entirely  to  themselves.  The 
result  was  that  a  splendid  endowment  of 
jS9,500  for  educational  purposes  assisted 
in  tho  education  of  only  153  boys.  It  was 
said  that  the  Company,  finding  their  ad- 
ministration of  the  school  in  danger  of 
being  reformed,  asserted  that  all  the  pro- 
perty belonged  to  them,  and  then  set  up  a 
Chancery  suit  in  order  to  raise  that  very 
interesting  question.  Tlio  omission  of  St. 
Paul's  School  from  tho  Bil!  was  a  great 
defect  in  the  measure,  as  there  wero  many 
abuses  in  that  institution  ;  and  therefore 
ho  should  move  that  the  words  "  St.  Panl*6 
School  *'  and  **  thb  governing  body  of  the 
Mercers'  Company**  be  added  at  the  end 
of  the  clause. 

Mr.   J.    LOWTHER  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  to  move  prior  to  the  Amend- 

Jfr.  Ai/rton 


ment  of  (he  lion,  and  learned  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets — uamelv,  in  line  9  to 
leave  out  "and  Chapter,"  and  insert  "of 
Westminster,  the  Dean  of  Christ  Cbnreli, 
Oxford,  and  the  Master  of  Trinity  College, 
Cambridge.'*  Tho  Royal  Commissioner*, 
in  their  Report,  had  recommended  exten- 
sive alterations  in  tho  buildings  of  the 
school  ;  but  these  were  entirely  set  aside. 
He  was  very  anxious  not  in  ony  way  to 
delay  the  passing  of  that  Bill,  but  an  im- 
perative sense  of  duty  compelled  biai  to 
interpose  at  that  stage  ;  for  that  was  s 
question  of  vital  importance  to  Westminster 
School.  It  was  proposed  by  tho  Bill  as  it 
stood  to  constitute,  under  the  title  of  the 
governing  body,  a  body  which  never  htd 
been  the  governing  body  of  Westminster 
School,  and  one  which  was  singularly  an- 
suited,  from  their  conflicting  interest,  to 
discharge  such  duties — namely,  the  Deaa 
and  Chapter.  But  not  only  would  the  BiQ 
create  such  a  governing  body,  but  it  woalJ 
summaiily  abolish  a  governing  body  wbieh 
had  existed  for  many  years,  and,  as  be 
maintained,  with  good  results  to  the  school. 
The  Dean  of  Westminster,  the  Dean  of 
Christ  Church,  Oxford,  and  the  Master  of 
Trinity  College,  Cambridge,  appointed  the 
Head  and  Under  masters,  summarily  dis- 
missed them  if  they  thought  it  necessary, 
and  they  had  practically  the  regulation  <tf 
tho  education,  annually  examining  the 
scholars.  The  Dean  and  Chapter  of  West- 
minster never  had  been,  and  ho  hoped 
never  would  he,  tho  governing  boily  of 
Westminster  School,  and  with  that  object 
ho  should  move  the  omission  of  the  words 
"and  Chapter,*'  and  the  insertion  of  the 
words  after  •*  Westminster  '*  of  ••  Dean  of 
Christ  Church,  Oxford,  and  Master  of 
Trinity  College,  Cambridge." 

Mb.  LOWE  said,  ho  had  an  Amcndmest 
on  the  Paper  which  should  have  preceded 
the  Amendments  of  both  the  hon.  sad 
learned  Member  for  tho  Tower  IInmlets(lfr. 
Ayrton)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr. 
J.  Lowther).  The  question  bo  wished  to 
raiso  was  whether  those  governing  bodies  ' 
should  be  created  at  all,  seeing  that  tliosole 
duty  which  they  would  have  to  discharge 
would  he  to  appoint  other  governing  bodies; 
for  they  would  be  intrusted  with  no  legis- 
lative functions,  and  would  only  have,  if 
created,  an  existence  altogether  of  six 
months  and  a  fortnight.  Believing  that  it 
would  be  ridiculous  to  create  such  bodies 
merely  to  do  a  thing  for  which  they  had 
no  peculiar  aptitude  and  some  inaptitode, 
he  should   move  to  Icare   out  the  wordi 
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from  "Existing  Governing  Bodies," in  line 
5,  to  "Trustees'*  in  line  13»  incUisiTe. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  be<>inning  of  the  Clause  to  the  word 
*•  Trustees,"  iu  line  13.— (l£r.  Lowe.) 

Mr.  J.  LOWTIIER  said,  he  hoped  that 
he  would  not  be  prevented  by  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman's  Motion  from  putting  his 
Amendment. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  the  effect  of  what  he 
proposed  to  do  would  be  to  carry  the  hon. 
Member's  Amendment. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  objected  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Calne 
(Mr.  Lowe),  on  the  ground  that  it  struck 
at  the  root  of  the  Bill,  which  he  thought 
it  was  not  desirable  should  be  shelved 
altogether. 

'  Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  there  was  no  real  necessity  for  the  pro- 
posed change,  and  that  it  would  only  be 
paying  a  compliment,  to  which  they  were 
entitled,  to  those  so-called  governing  bodies 
to  give  them  the  right  of  making  sugges- 
tions OS  to  those  by  whom  they  should  be 
succeeded. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Colne  proposed  to  im- 

grove  on  that  Japanese  system  to  which 
e  had  alluded  in  the  early  part  of  the 
day,  and  to  become  at  once  a  Nero.  He, 
for  one,  objected  to  have  the  governing 
bodies  disposed  of  in  so.  summary  a 
manner. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
was  under  a  misapprehension  in  supposing 
that  the  tendency  of  his  Amendment 
would  be  to  withdraw  all  control  over  the 
Head  master.  All  that  he  proposed  to 
strike  out  was  the  proposition  to  give  to 
the  existing  governing  bodies  the  only 
function  the  Bill  assigned  to  them — that 
of  appointing  their  successors. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  said, 
that  the  new  governing  bodies  would  have 
important  functions  to  discharge,  some 
relating  to  education  and  others  to  re- 
Tenues  and  emoluments  ;  and  as  the  exist- 
ing governing  bodies  were  trustees,  it 
became  a  question  how  far  it  was  right 
to  take  out  of  their  hands  the  nomination 
of  the  new  governing  bodies. 

Mb.  ACL  and  thought  that,  as  a 
matter  of  common  sense,  full  power  should 
be  given  to  the  Commission  to  act  in  the 
matter. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  denied  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  would  strike  at  the  root 


of  the  Bill.  The  CommiMioners,  under 
the  Bill  as  now  framed,  would  have  full 
discretion  left  them. 

Mb.  EAESLAKE  said,  he  thought  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Calne  would  practically 
destroy  the  Bill.  It  would  be  better  to 
accept  the  Bill  as  they  found  it. 

Mr.  WALPOLE  appealed  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Lowe)  not  to  press 
his  Amendment.  He  thought  in  all  re- 
forms they  should  attend  to  this  rule,  to  go 
as  far  os  they  could  in  perfect  harmony 
with  those  to  whom  they  had  to  look  for 
carrying  their  reforms  into  effect.  He 
would  therefore  consult  the  existing  gover- 
nors of  schools  as  to  who  should  bo  the 
proper  governing  body.  Why  should  they 
not  pay  them  the  compliment  of  allowing 
them  to  consider  the  matter  ? 

Mr. DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  he  would 
prefer  the  present  system  to  that  which 
would  result  from  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  *  Existing 
Governing  Body  of  a  School  shall  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act  mean  '  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  152 ; 
Noes  69 :  Majority  83. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  rose  to  move  to 
insert  in  line  5,  after  the  word  **  Fellows," 
the  word  **  Head  master,"  with  the  view  of 
giving  him  a  locus  standi  among  those  who 
were  to  decide  who  the  governing  body 
were  to  be.  Eton,  though  the  most  fashion- 
able, was  one  of  the  worst  schools  in  the 
world.  [**  No,  no  !'*]  He  had  been  there 
three  years  himself,  and  had  learnt  abso- 
lutely nothing.  He  had  to  learn  seventy 
lines  of  Homer  every  day,  but  he  forgot 
them  the  next  day  ;  and  they  did  him  no 
sort  of  good  whatever.  The  present  Head 
master  had  not  been  brought  up  at  Eton. 
[Dissent.']  Well,  at  all  events,  he  had 
been  brought  there  as  Head  master  from 
another  school,  and  was  in  favour  of  intro- 
ducing such  improvements  as  were  in 
accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the  1 9th 
century.  He  thought  it  right  the  Head 
master  should  have  a  locus  standi  on  the 
Committee,  so  that,  if  out-voted,  he  might 
be  able  to  present  a  Eeport  of  his  own.     • 

Mr.  LIDDELL  thought  it  was  only 
common  justico  to  point  out  that  the  Pro- 
vost and  Fellows  of  his  own  School,  against 
whom  some  harsh  expressions  had  been 
used  by  an  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Stuart  Mill),  had  by  their  choice  of  the 
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present  Head  master  gi?en  the  best  pos- 
Bible  proof  of  their  earnest  desire  to  im> 
prove,  extend,  and,  as  it  was  called,  liberal- 
ize the  education  of  that  great  School. 
With  regard  to  the  Amendment,  he  thought 
there  was  no  necessity  for  placing  the 
Head  master  on  the  governing  body. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  hqped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  charge  of 
the  Bill  would  take  into  serious  considera- 
tion the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr.  Labouchere). 
The  object  which  they  all  had  in  view  was 
to  improve  the  schools.  The  Provost  and 
Head  master  had  the  most  to  do  in  the 
manogeraent  of  the  schools,  and  as  the 
good  government  of  those  institutions  was 
what  should  bo  steadily  aimed  at,  that 
object  could  not  be  better  promoted  than 
by  including  the  Provost  and  Head  master 
in  the  governing  body. 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  re- 
marked that  the  discussion  was  turning 
upon  tho  composition  of  the  governing 
body.  The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  (Mr.  Labouchere)  would 
be  worthy  of  tho  consideration  of  the 
Special  Commission  ;  but  it  would  bo  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  deal  with  it  at  present. 
It  was  obvious  that  the  relations  of  the 
Head  master  with  the  governing  body  would 
bo  materially  altered  by  placing  him  upon 
it,  and  ho  was  inclined  to  doubt  whether 
his  power  of  doing  his  proper  work  would 
be  thereby  increased.  He  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  adopt  the  proposal  of  the 
Select  Committee,  and  allow  existing  go- 
verning bodies,  of  which  the  Head  master 
bad  never  been  a  member,  to  prepare  a 
scheme  of  future  government  and  submit 
it  to  the  Commissioners. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  the  Fellows  were 
acquainted  with  the  working  of  the  School. 
As  to  the  merits  of  that  School,  a  gentle- 
man who  had  recently  taken  high  honours 
at  Cambridge  informed  him  yesterday  that 
he  attributed  his  success  to  his  progress  at 
Eton,  where  he  had  acquired  tho  best  edu- 
cation that  could  be  found  in  the  country. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  thought  the  Head 
master  was  one  of  the  most  appropriate 
names  that  could  be  placed  upon  the  list  of 
the  governing  body,  and  that  the  most  ad- 
vantageous results  would  follow  such  an 
appointment. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  ques- 
tion before  tho  House  was  simply,  whether 
between  August  and  the  1st  of  January 
the  Head  maater  should  be  associated  with 
the  Fellows  and  Provost  in  making  sugges- 

Mr.  LiideU 


tioos  as  to  the  coostitiiiion  of 
governing  body.  That  was  not  f 
of  very  great  consequence.  The  i 
of  importance  was  what  were  th( 
of  the  Head  master  to  be  in  future 
this  Bill  was  passed.  That,  howei 
be  afterwards  determined. 

Mr.  AC  land  advised  the  hoi 
ber  for  Middlesex  (Mr.  Labouc 
withdraw  tho  Ameiidment»  aud  re 
Commissioners  giving  an  opport 
the  Head  master  of  expreaaing  bit 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  tha 
regard  to  the  tone  of  the  discuasi 
had  taken  place,  he  should  with 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tvithdra 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  moTed  an 
ment,  providing  that  the  govern 
of  Westminster  School  should  c 
the  Dean  of  Westminster,  the 
Christ  Church,  Oxford,  and  tho  li 
Trinity  College,  Cambridge,  in  lie 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminstei 

Mr.  MARSil  remarked  that  in 
time  the  boys  had  nothing  to  do 
Chapter,  but  with   the  Dean    ale 
used  to  ask  them  to  dinner. 

Mr.  HURST  pointed   out  tha 
cuniary  interests  of  the  Dean  and 
were   hostile   to  the    school,    sint 
farthing  spent   on    it    came   out 
revenues. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCO 
he  had  no  objection  to  include  the 
Christchurchy  Oxford,  and  tho  I. 
Trinity  College,  Cambridge,  in  the 
ing  body  of  Westminster  School, 
the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  J.  ] 
would  consent  to  retain  the  Di 
Chapter  in  the  governing  body. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  accepted  ti 
gestion,  and  the  Amendment  thus 
was  ag%'eed  to, 

Mr.  ARYTON  moved  the  Amt 
to  which  he  had  formerly  referred 
to  St.  Paul's  School — namely,  the 
of  tho  words  '*of  St.   Paurs,  the 
ing  body  of  tho  Mercers'  Compaoi 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  his  be 
learned  Friend  a  little  while  ago  pi 
his  inability  to  find  who  the  govemu 
of  the  Mercers' Company  were,  yet 
proposed  to  put  them  in  the  Bill, 
so  anxious  not  to  impede  the  pro| 
the  Bill  that  he  would  not  detain  tb 
mittee  by  defending  the  Mercers'  Ca 
aud  would  only  remind  them  that  I 
cumstaoces   of    St.   Paul's   School 
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entireljr  different  from  tbose  of  other  public 
ftcbools.  In  the  other  schools  the  boarders 
were  the  chief  element ;  hot  in  St.  Paal's 
they  did  not  exist  at  all,  for  the  bojs  were 
all  day  scholars.  Whether  the  Mercers' 
Company  had  prifate  rights  or  not  it 
would  not  be  wise  to  pot  St.  Paul's  in  the 
present  Bill,  although  it  might  be  adTisable 
to  deal  with  it  in  a  future  Bill,  together 
with  Christ's  Hospital  and  one  or  two  others 
similarly  situated.  St.  Paul's  was  main- 
tained not  only  out  of  those  funds  of  which 
the  Mercers'  Company  were  trustees,  but 
they  also  contributed  out  of  their  own 
private  property.  St.  Paul's  School  was 
taken  out  of  the  Bill  in  the  Lords,  and  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  wns  beaten  in  an 
attempt  in  the  Select  Committee  to  include 
this  School.  It  was  therefore  not  advisable 
to  include  the  school  now. 

Mb.  KARSLAKE  paid,  that  a  petition 
had  been  presented  to  the  House  by  the 
Mercers'  Company,  in  which  they  stated 
that  at  that  moment  an  information  was 
pending  in  Equity  as  to  whether  they  bad  a 
right  to  claim  the  surplus  revenues  of  the 
School.  It  was  clear  that  while  the  matter 
was  thus  suhjudiee  nothing  could  be  done 
as  to  the  insertion  of  the  School  in  this 
Bill.  He  spoke  with  some  knowledge  of 
the  School  and  of  the  Head  master  when  he 
said  that  St.  Paul's  School  not  only  fur- 
nished a  good  middle-class  education,  but 
that  the  boys  obtained  a  high  state  of  pro- 
fictencT  in  Latin  and  Greek — far  in  excess 
of  their  numbers. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  4  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Power  of  Governing  Bodies 
to  miter  their  Constitutions). 

Mb.  WALPOLE  :  This  clause  is  an 
important  one.  It  was  with  reference  to  it 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  (Mr.  Neate)  made  his  remarks  at 
the  eommencement  of  the  debate.  Wish- 
^.  1d|^  to  have  time  for  consideration  with 
L-VQgard  to  it,  I  now  move,  Sir,  that  you 
jp'awport  Progress.  We  propose  to  proceed 
[^^Vith  this  Bill  at  a  Morning  Sitting  on  this 
"uj  week. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  I 
l^'^alieve  we  can  ^z  it  for  this  day  week  ; 
1^  biity  formally,  we  may  now  fix  it  for  Thurs- 
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House  returned. 
Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
pon  Thuredap, 


NOVA  SCOTU— BRITISH  NORTH  AMERI- 
CAN CONFEDERATION. 
MOTION   FOR   AN    ADDRESS. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  :    Sir,   about    a  month 
ogo — on  the  I5th  of  May  last— I  presented 
a  petition  to  the  House  from  tho  represen- 
tatives of  the  colony  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  I 
now  rise  for  the  purpose  of  calling  atten- 
tion to  that  petition,  and   to  statements 
made  in  it,  and  of  proposing  what  appears 
to  me  to  be  a  judicious  course  iu  regard 
to  it.     The  Resolution  which  I  have  given 
Notice  of  consists  of  two  parts — first,  the 
statement  of  a  fact  which  is  easily  proved ; 
and,  secondly,  a  statement  of  the  modo  in 
which  the  Government  would  do  wisely  to 
meet    the  diflScult  questions    which  have 
arisen.     I  am  sorry  to  see  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has    charge  in  this 
House  of  colonial  affairs  is  not  here  ;  but 
in  the  course  of  my   argument   he   may 
come  upon    that    Bench.      Tho   petition 
which  I   presented  to  tho    House  makes 
what  to  all  Englishmen  must    or    ought 
to  be  considered  a  very  serious  complaint. 
It  complains  that  the  Parliament  of  this 
country,   by   an   Act   passed   in    the  last 
Session,  overthrew  the  constitution  of  tho 
colony  of  Nova  Scotia,  and   destroyed  a 
description — nay,  in  fact,  a  reality — of  in- 
dependence   which   had     existed    in   that 
colony    for    nearly    100    years  ;    that   it 
handed  over  the  Government  and  the  des- 
tiny of  the  colony  mainly  to  another  colony 
— namely,   that  of  Canada  ;  and,  taking 
from  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  the  ma- 
nagement of  their  own  affairs,  the  appoint- 
ment of  their  own  officials,  the  collection 
and   expenditure  of  their  own   revenues, 
transferred  the  whole  of  these  to  a  Parlia- 
ment created  by  tho  Bill,  which  was  to  sit 
at  Ottawa,  distant  not  less  than  800  miles 
from  Nova  Scotia.     Now  the  petition  de- 
clares^and  I  think  it  is  capable  of  proof — 
that  the  House  of  Commons  and  the  Par- 
liament of  the    United   Kingdom  did  all 
they  could,  not  only  without  the  consent 
of  the  colonists  of  Nova  Scotia,  but  di« 
rectly  in  the  face  of  their  pronounced  dis- 
approval ;  and  I  think  it  would  be  easy 
to  show  that  what  has  been  done  was  in 
reality  done   as  a  great  surprise   to   the 
people  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  that  it  was  in 
some  degree — though  I  am  afraid  to  use 
a   word   that  may  seem  harsh  —  a  fraud 
upon  the  Imperial  Parliament.      At  least, 
if  it  were  not  a  fraud — and  perhaps  I  had 
better  withdraw  that  word — tho  Act  was 
passed  upon  representations  which  «^^^ 
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axtrBTuantlf  coloured,  if  thej  ^ 
abBololely  untras.  The  Bill  that  pasted 
last  jear  did  not  include  the  coloniea  o^ 
Prince  Edward's  Island  and  Newfound 
land  i  and  for  a  verj  good  reaaon,  but  far 
onlj  one  reaton—namelj,  that  the  peopli 
of  thou  two  cotoDiea  did  not  take  part  ii 
the  diacuBiion  on  this  matter,  and  refused 
to  be  united  to  the  other  BritiRh  North 
American  ProTinces.  A  clauae  wis  Inserted 
in  the  Bill  which  would   enable   (hem  at 
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tion— n  clause  which  wns  perfectly  wi«e, 
and  would  hare  been  still  better  if  it  had 
included  Nora  Scolia.  It  is  quite  clcnr 
that,  for  the  very  same  reasons,  if  they 
have  a  real  eiiatence,  Nota  Scotia  ought 
to  hare  been  excluded  ;  end  I  shall  nsk 
the  attention  of  the  Home  while  I  show 
tliem  that  NoTa  Scotia  hiid  as  mucb  right 
to  be  excluded  as  the  otiier  two  colouies, 
and  as  much  right  to  conipkiu  of  being 
included  as  they  would  have  had  if  they 
had  been  included  in  the  Bill.  The  peti- 
tion which  I  presented  to  the  House  de- 
■cribei  itself  as  a  petition  from  ihe  re- 
presentatitea  of  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia, 
and  was  signed  as  I  shall  state.  Out  of 
nineteen  Members  nho  nere  elected  last 
September  to  represent  the  Province  of 
NoTa  Scotia  in  the  Parlismcnt  at  Ottawa, 
seventeen  Members  had  given  their  ai- 
■ent  to  the  petition,  and  had  declared 
themseWea  opposed  to  the  Con  fed  era  lion 
But  of  the  thirty-eight  Memhcrs  elecled 
last  September  to  the  Nora  Scotian  Par- 
liameot  or  House  of  Assembly,  not  fewer 
than  thirty-aix  have  signed  the  petition. 
I  think  that  if  640  or  650  out  of  the 
Members  of  this  House  signed  a  declara- 
tion on  some  great  publio  question,  it 
would  be  difficult  to  say,  especially  if  it 
were  a  qnestion  of  subrerting  our  Consti- 
tulion,  and  handing  us  over  to  somebody 
else,  that  that  was  not  a  very  fair,  satis- 
factory, and  complete  eipression  of  the 
will  of  the  people  of  tho  United  Kingdom 
in  regard  to  that  matter.  The  case  ap- 
pears to  me  to  have  been  on  the  part  of 
Parliament  simply  one  of  great  error — an 
error  of  haste  and  precipitation  ;  but  to  the 
colony,  if  their  opinions  are  as  I  belieTO 
them  to  be,  it  is  one  of  very  serious  wrong. 
I  know  exactly  beforehand  what  the  right 
hen.  Gentleman  will  say  npon  this  matter. 
He  will  say,  "  We  hate  bad  the  assent  ol 
the  colony,  and  it  is  impossible  for  any- 
body to  argue  now  that  after  what  was 
done  by  the  Legislature  of  Nofa  Scotia 
that  the  Proriuce  was  wrongfully  included 
Jfr.  BfigU 
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those  tranaaotioDS  took  place*  and  that,  in 
point  of  fact,  it  only  *'  committed  suicide 
to  save  itself  from  slaughter/'  since  if 
it  had  not  done  that»  the  ?ery  first  act  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament  would  have  been 
to  make  some  substantial  change  in  the 
government  of  Jamaica.  This  is  the  sen- 
tence in  which  the  Earl  of  CamarTon 
expresses  his  feelings  on  the  matter— 

"The  plea  for  delay  is  in  realitjra  plea  for 
indefinite  postponement,  and  to  this  I  do  not 
believe  that  Parliament  will  lend  its  ear.  This 
measare  has  been  porohased  at  the  cost  of  great 
personal  and  local  interests,  and  if  we  now  remit 
it — I  care  not  on  what  pretence — to  the  further 
consideration  of  the  Protince,  we  deliberately 
inyite  opposition,  and  we  may  be  sure  that  many 
years  will  pass  over  before  another  such  proposal 
for  Confederation  is  submitted  to  Parliament." — 
[8  JTansardf  cIxxxt.  572.] 

,     It  is  quite  clear  from  that  expression  that 
he  knew  perfectly  well  what  was  going  on 
in  the  colony ;   how  entirely   dissatisfied 
the  people  were  with  the  proceedings  of 
this   Parliament;   and   he   feared  that   if 
there  were  any  delay — for  the  Bill  would 
not  pass  if  Nora  Scotia  was  not  included 
—and  the  question  was   remitted  to  the 
decision  of  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia,  the 
idea  of  the  Federation  of  all  the  colonies 
would  not  be  carried  out  for  many  years  to 
•ome.     I  think  that  supports  the  propo- 
sition I  am  submitting  to  the  House.     If 
theJSouse  determines — whether  the  people 
of  NoTa  Scotia  wish  it  or  not  —  that  that 
Profince  should  be  included  in  the  Con> 
federation,  then  I  have  no  more  to  say  on 
the  matter.     I  should  argue  it  no  longer, 
and  should  leave  Parliament  and  the  Go- 
wernment  to  take  the  consequences  of  a 
policy  which  in  my  opinion  would  be  so 
:  .  iboHsh  and  so  monstrous.     What  is  the 
I    coarse  which  the  House  of  Assembly  and 
'    iiie  people  of   the  colony    took   on  this 
*    nmtter?     I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  who  may 
'    Caney  there  is  really  nothing  in  the  question 
to  consider  it  carefully,  because  in  all  pro* 
Wbility  this  will  not  be  the  last  occasion 
9i  its  being  brought  before  us.     In  1861 
there  had  been  very  naturally  a  good  deal 
of   talk   in   the  British   North   American 
Profincesas  to  the  propriety  of  a  Confede- 
tion  of  the  colonies,  and  in  that  year  the 
Sonse  of  Assembly  of  Nova  Scotia  passed 
•  Resolution  of  a  general  character,  which 
referred  to  a  general  or  partial  Gonfedera- 
Ciou  or  union  of  the  maritime  Provinces, 
mnd  which  appointed  delegates  to  consider 
the  question,  and  to  correspond  with  others 
vho  might  be  concerned  in  it.     In  1862 
certain  delegates  wore  appointed  to  meet 


the  Executive  Council  of  Canada,  and 
another  deputation  from  New  Brunswick  at 
Quebec.  The  whole  matter  was  discussed 
and  the  determination  come  to  by  the  con- 
ference was  that  the  consideration  of  the 
question  was  premature,  and  that,  until 
tho  intercolonial  railway  was  made,  and 
until  the  colonies  were  brought  into  that 
kind  of  amalgamation  which  would  arise 
from  the  general  establishment  of  free 
trade  among  them,  nothing  could  be  done, 
and  therefore  no  further  steps  were  taken 
by  that  conference.  The  next  year  a 
General  Election  occurred,  but  it  is  not 
asserted  by  anyone  that  the  question  of 
Confederation  was  referred  to  the  decision 
of  (he  constituencies.  Two  important  ques- 
tions wore  referred  to  them — one  was  that 
of  retrenchment,  some  thinking  that  the 
Government  had  been  very  expensive  ;  the 
other  was  a  proposed  limitation  of  the  fran- 
chise. The  result  of  the  election  was  a 
change  of  Government  —  a  result  that 
sometimes  follows  a  General  Election  in 
this  country  —  and  a  Minister  of  great 
authority  being  deposed,  a  Minister  who 
has  since  had  great  authority — namely, 
Dr.  Tupper — ascended  the  Nova  Scotian 
ministerial  throne.  In  1864,  soon  after 
Dr.  Tupper  came  to  the  Premiership,  the 
new  Parliament  met,  and  wont  into  the 
question  of  Confederation,  appointing  dele- 
gates to  consider  the  propriety  of  a  union 
between  Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick, 
and  Prince  Edward's  Inland;  but  1  believe 
that  on  no  occasion  has  Nova  Scotia  shown 
any  disposition  to  unite  in  any  Confedera- 
tion from  which  New  Brunswick  and  Prince 
Edward's  Island  were  excluded.  In  the 
same  year  there  was  what  is  called  a  "  dead, 
lock  "  in  tho  administration  of  affairs  in 
Canada.  The  House  will  bear  in  mind 
that  for  many  years  past  it  is  not  Nova 
Scotia  that  has  troubled  the  English  Par- 
liament and  Government,  hut  any  diffi- 
culty in  connection  with  the  British  North 
American  provinces  has  arisen  from  em- 
barrassments in  Canada.  The  dead-lock 
in  Canada  was  such  that  men  looked  across 
the  table  at  each  other  in  tho  House  of 
Assembly,  and  asked  how  tilings  were  to 
go  on.  It  was  ultimately  agreed  that 
there  should  be  a  coalition  ;  that  men  who 
had  fought  violently  in  Parliament  for  years 
before  should  form  a  coalition  Government, 
and  that  its  policy  should  be  to  combine 
all  the  Provinces  in  a  Federal  union  ;  or,  if 
that  was  impracticable,  to  apply  Fedora 
principles  to  Canada  alone,  by  forming  a 
central  Parliament,  in  which  re|}re&ev\VAc- 
tion    should   be  \>^%^^  >xg^\i  '^k^'^\)S.^\^X!^i 
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which  would  give  dominance  to  [Jpper 
Canada,  and  bo  in  all  probabitity  get  rid 
of  a  dead-locli.  Tliia  waa  tbe  maani  b; 
which  tbej  proposed  to  extricate  them- 
selres  from  the  cmbavraBsment  in  which 
the;  were  placed,  and  to  eet  iheir  gofern- 
menta)  carriage  running  on  ita  four  nlieela 
again.  The  delegates  irho  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  oonaiiler  Ibe  deeirahlenesa  of  a 
union  of  the  maritime  Protinees— Nova 
Scotia,  New  Brunanicli,  and  Prince  Ed- 
ward'a  laland— met,  in  August  1864,  at 
Cbarlottotown,  the  capital  of  Piinee  Ed- 
ward'a  laland,  and  they  discusaed  the 
question  far  aome  time ;  but  whilai  so  doing 
they  were  interrupted  by  the  adreiit  of  a 
powerful  dologatiou  from  Canada,  the  Ca- 
nadian politicians  being  afraid  that  the 
maritime  Prorinccs  would  get  up  a  more 
limited  Federation  of  their  own.  The  re- 
sult was,  that  these  gentlemen  having  no 
increased  authority  from  the  House  of 
Aaaembly  of  Nova  Scotia,  whatever  they 
had  from  New  Brunswick  or  Prince  Ed- 
ward's Island,  aome  delay  took  place,  and 
the  delegates  met  sgoin  in  Quebec,  in  Oc- 
tober 1S64,  tlie  result  of  their  dclihorationi 
being  the  formation  of  what  was  known 
as  tbe  Quebec  acheme,  end  which  really 
formed  the  basis  of  the  Bill  which  the 
Parliament  passed  here  laat  year.  The 
delegates  from  Nova  Scotia  and  froni  tlie 
other  Frovincea  did  not  agree  to  the  Con- 
federation. There  is  no  proof  that  Nova 
Scotia  haa  ever  in  any  way  countenanced 
a  ConFederatlon  in  which  all  the  maritime 
Provincos  ahould  not  be  included.  Bear  in 
mind  that  up  to  thia  moment  the  policy  of 
complete  Confederation  waa  entirely  Cana- 
dian. It  waa  not  Nova  Scotian — it  woa 
not  even  Imperial.  Judging  from  the 
deapatchea  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Oxford  (Mr.  Cardwell),  the  Colonial  Office 
looked  at  it  with  great  shynesa,  and  pro- 
bably did  not  think  it  was  in  a  posilioii  to 
give  immediate  and  distinct  aanction  to  it, 
When  this  scheme  became  known  in  Nova 
Scotia,  there  aroae  a  apontaoeous  excite- 
Dient  on  tbe  part  of  the  whole  people  ; 
meotiogi  were  held  almost  everynbere  ; 
petUiona  in  great  numbera  numerously 
signed  were  presented  to  the  Ilouae,  oh- 
jeeliug  to  the  acheme  ;  and  objecting — na 
they  have  done  all  along — that  anythiiig 
khould  he  done  which  was  not  referred 
to  the  conatiluenciea  at  the  elecliooa. 
The  Nova  Scotian  Houae  met  in  February 
1865,  and  in  his  opening  apecch  the  Go- 
vernor referred  to  the  Quebec  acheme, 
Erumiaing  to  brine  the  question  before  the 
[i»uae ;  but  he  flid  not  do  so  beoauae  it 
2Gr.  Sright 
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on   with  an  indecent  baste,    such  as    I 
should  think  there  is  no  example  of  in  a 
Legislative  Assembly  that  was  about,  con- 
trary  to  the   will  of  its  constituents,  to 
subvert  and  overthrow  its  own  power.  The 
Sefisiou  before  there  was  no  majority  for 
doing  anything ;  but  in  the  Session  of  1866 
thero  was  a  majority  for  this  proceeding. 
How  it  was  obtained  I  know  not ;  but  there 
are  modes  of  dealing  with  Oppositions,  as 
we  have  had  any  number  of  times  in  this 
House,  by  which  a  minority  sometimes  be* 
comes  a  majority.    Dr.  Tupper  is  a  man  of 
whom  I  will  say  nothing  that  is  disrespect- 
ful.    He  is  a  man,  I  should  say,  of  rather  a 
subtle  intellect,  and  he  has  what  is  an  ad- 
mirable thing  in  a  Prime  Minister — a  per- 
suasive tongue ;    and,  what  is   more,  he 
appears  to  me  to  have  an  ambition  which 
is  not  willing  to  be  confined  within  the 
comparatively  narrow  limits  of  the  Province 
of  Nova  Scotia  ;  and,  somehow  or  other, 
Dr.  Tupper  managed  to  convert  the  mino- 
rity of  the  year  before  into  the  majority  of 
the  year  1866,  and  succeeded  in  having 
this  Resolution  passed  and  these  delegates 
appointed.     Then  these  delegates  came  to 
England,  where  they  were  joined  by  those 
of   Canada  and   New   Brunswick,  Prince 
Edward's  Island  and  Newfoundland  taking 
no  part  in  the  matter,  and  sending  no  dele- 
gates ;  so  that,  happily  or  unhappily  as  the 
case  may  turn  out — for  I  am  not  arguing 
for  or  against  Confederation  as  a  principle 
— their  legislation  did  not   subvert  their 
Constitution,  and  they  are  free  as  they  were 
befbre.    But  there  came  to  England  whilst 
this  question  was  under  discussion  a  coun- 
ter delegation  sent  by  the  people  —  not  the 
Assembly — of  Nova  Scotia.  The  delegates 
from  the  people  brought  a  petition  signed, 
oot  in  favour  of  Confederation,  by  31,000 
male  inhabitants  of  Nova  Scotia,  protesting 
against  the  Imperial  Parliament  giving  its 
assistance  to  the  subversion  of  the  Cousti- 
totion  of  Nova  Scotia  and  to  uniting  that 
colony  to  Canada,  and  till  (he  people  should 
havo  had  an  opportunity  of  declaring  their 
opinion  upon  that  proposal  at  the  General 
Elections  in  the  Colony.     In  the  month  of 
March  last  year  I  protested   against  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the   Under  Secre- 
tary for  tho  Colonics  proceeding  with  the 
Bill,    telling    him   that    in   three  months, 
according  to  the  ordinary  custom  of  the 
colony,  there  would  be  a  General  Election, 
and  this  question  would  then  be  referred 
to  the  whole  of  the  constituencies  affected 
bjT  it.     But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
very  sharp  on  me,  and  thought  I  was  step- 
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ping  in  and  interfering  with  a  great  trans- 
action of  his.     I  pointed  out  that  in  refer* 
ence  to  English  corporations  this  House 
does  not  put  men  within  the  circuit  of  a 
municipality    until  you  have  ascertained 
what  is  the  opinion  of  those  who  are  to 
be  included  within  it ;  but  here  is  a  whole 
colony  of  400,000  persons— a  colony  that 
I  venture  to  say  is,  for  its  numbers,  the 
noblest  colony  probably  that  England  has ; 
a  colony  that  has  given  us  less  trouble  ; 
a  colony  having  a  people  of  most  remark- 
able qualities  ;    and  yet  they  are  handed 
over  to  this  new   Confederation  not  only 
without  their  consent,  but  absolutely  in  the 
teeth  of  their  protestations  against  it.     To 
show  the  House  that  I  am  not  now  taking 
up  the  question  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
stimulating  any  difficulty  that  may  havo 
arisen,  or  of  making  this  question  embar- 
rassing to  the  Government,  I  will   state 
some  few  of  the  things  I  said  when  I  spoke 
on  the  subject  last  year.     I  said  that  I 
had    never    before    known   any   measure 
affecting  any  considerable    part    of    the 
population  hurried  through  Parliament  with 
the  unseemly  haste   which  we  witnessed 
last  year  ;  and  I  referred  to  the  fact  that 
two  colonies  were  left  out,  and  I  Baid  I 
presumed  they  were  left  out  because  it  was 
quite  clear  that  they  did  not  want  to  come 
in.       The    right    hon.    Gentleman    (Mr. 
Adderley)  interrupted  me,  and  said  :  *'  I 
am  glad  I  can  inform  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  they  are — one  of  them  at  least*  -on 
the  point  of  coming  in."     I  have  not  heard 
of  their  coming  in,  but  they  were  left  out 
because  they  did  not  wish  to  come  in,  and 
that  is  all  I  propose  with  regard  to  the 
I  colony  of  Nova  Scotia.     Further,  I  de- 
scribed what  had  been  done  with  that  peti- 
tion of  31,000  signatures  ;  and  I  asked  the 
House  not  to  bind  Nova  Scotia  until  the 
opinion  of  the  constituency  of  that  colony 
had  been  ascertained,  which  would  havo 
been  within  a  few  months  of  tho  time  at 
which  I  was  speaking.      1  said  further — 

"  If,  at  a  time  like  this,  ^rhen  you  are  proposing 
a  anion  which  we  all  hope  is  to  last  for  ever,  jou 
create  a  little  sore  it  will  in  all  probability  becomo 
a  great  sore  in  a  short  time,  and  it  may  be  that  the 
intentions  of  Parliament  will  be  almost  entirely 
frustrated  by  the  baste  with  which  this  measure  is 
being  pushed  forward." — [3J7a7i5ard,clxxxT.1182] 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of 
the  case  as  one  of  great  exigency,  and  I 
pointed  out  that  if  we  had  the  feeling  of 
the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  with  us  we 
might  go  forward  in  the  hope  that  the 
transaction  would  be  advantageous  to  tho 
colony  and  honourable  to  the  mQt.lx^v^^N^^^ 
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try.    The  petition  to  wliich  I  Iiave  referred 
was  disregArdcd  ;    the  opinions  of  31,000 
persons  were  considered  not  nearly  so  im- 
portant as  the  representations  of  Dr.  Topper 
and  his  friends  ;  my  warning  with  regard 
to  the  little  sore  was  considered  of  no  use 
ond  not  in  tho  slightest  degree  judicious  ; 
and  the  Bill,  being  pushed  forward,  wns 
passed.     Now  there  came  on  in  September, 
later   than   usual,  a  General  Election  for 
the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  it  was  no 
longer  possible  to  keep  the  subject  from 
discussion  and  decision   by  the  constitu- 
encies.   The  result  was,  that  of  tho  thirty- 
eight  Members  returned  to  the  local  Nova 
Scotian   Parliament  meeting  at  Halifax, 
only  two  were  returned  in  favour  of  Con- 
federation, and   of   tho  nineteen   sent   to 
represeut  tho  Province  in  the  Parliament 
tneeting  at  Ottawa,  only  two  were  returned 
in  favour  of  Confederation,  and  one  of  these 
has,  I  believe,  given  his  assent  to  the  peti- 
tion I  have  presented  to  tho  House.     Thus 
it  will  be  seen  that  of  fifty-seven  Members, 
onlj  three  are  in  favour  of  tho  Bill  which 
was  passed  with  so  much  haste  and  so  much 
unstatesmanlike  obstinacy  last  year.     The 
House  is  landed  in  this  difficulty,  that  you 
have  been  professing   to  confer   a   great 
benefit  on  your  colony — you  did  it  without 
their  consent,  and  that  colony  turns  upon 
you,  and  asks  you  to  take  back  the  gift. 
The  House  should  bear  in  mind,  when  this 
election  took  place  there  were  not  wanting 
those   means    by   which  Government  and 
officials  interfere  with  the  freedom  of  elec- 
tions.     It  was  said   more   than   once   by 
Sersons  in  authority,  that  if  the  people  of 
fova  Scotia  voted  against  the  Confedera- 
tion it  would  be  displeasing  to  tho  Queen. 
Tho   Colonial    Office    also    exercised    its 
authority.     The  Governor   of  the  colony 
at  tiio  time  exercised  all  the  influence  he 
could  bring  to  bear  on' the  matter  and  the 
case.     The  military  gentlemen  who  lived 
outside   barracks,  and   who   never  before 
voted    at    elections,    came    forward    and 
TOted,    and     brought    all    the    force    of 
their    opinion,  example,    and   suffrage   in 
support  of   what    they  supposed  was  the 
intention    of    the    Government    at   home 
and  of  the  colony.      And  the   Canadian 
officials,  they  were  also  to  exercise  what- 
ever influence  they  possessed.      Well,  all 
this   was   done,  and   we  know    how  it  is 
done   here,  and  we  can  guess  how   it  is 
done  in  Nova  Scotia.     But,  notwithstand- 
ing all  this  battery  and  machining  against 
the  popular   cause,   it  failed,   and    failed 
completely,  as  I  have  shown.     The  House 
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elected  last  September  met  in  Febnur]!  of 
this  year,  and   immediately   turned  their 
attention  to  the  question  of  the  destruetioo 
of  their  Constitution  and  their  forced  oaioa 
;  with  Canada  ;  and  they  sent  dclegotes  to 
England  to  ask  for  the  restoration  of  the 
Constitution  as  it  existed  previously  to  tlie 
passing   of  the   British    North    Amerieso 
Confederation   Act,    and    they   instructed 
their  delegates   they  were  not   to  accept 
I  any  alteration  or  amendment  of  that  Aei. 
'  I  do  not  say  this  for  the  purpose  of  atjisg 
I  I  agree  with  or  approre   of  it,  or  that  1 
I  thinic  it  absolutely  necessary  for  them  to 
stand  by  those  words.      1   state  it  for  tLe 
sake  of  showing  what  at  the  present  mo- 
ment is  the  unanimous  judgment  of  the 
whole  local  Legislature    of   Nova  Scotia. 
In   the   eighteen   counties  of    the  colonj 
great  public  meetings  were  held,  and  one 
was  held  in  Halifax,  the  capital  city,  awl 
under  the  eye  of  the  Government.     Tber 
say  the  Act  of  Union   has  no  claim  apoo 
the  loyalty  of  the  people  of  Nova  Scotii, 
and  that  any  obedience  to  it  is  a  matter  if 
coercion,  and  not  given  by  a  freo  people. 
There  are  48,000  electors  in  Nova  Scotii, 
and  I  think  only  13,000  voted  for  the  Cm- 
federation  candidates,  with  all  the  iufiaeiM 
that  could  be  brouglit  to  bear  upon  then. 
But  in  some  counties  there  was  no  control; 
in  others,  the  majorities  were  so  great  ok 
the  minorities  so  small    that  the  poll  m 
oyer  at  a  very  early  hour  of  the  day,  aoi 
a  great   number  of  the  electors    did  sol 
vote.     I  state  this  in   order  to  show  tint 
the  number  of  electors  who  voted  on  On 
occasion  ought  not   to  be   regarded  in  a 
consideration   of   this  question.      1  mint 
refer  once  more  to  the  speech  of  the  Eid 
of  Carnarvon.     I  say  it  expresses  a  fearrf 
public  opinion  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  a  e<i- 
aciousness  that  he  was  taking  a  eoursi,ii 
moving  the   second    reading  of   the  ^ 
which  had  not  the  sanction  of  the  peopb 
of  the  colony.      If  that  be  so  I  pat  it  tt 
tho  House  whether  it  is  not  a  questioo  of 
more  than  ordinary  seriousness,  and  wka- 
ther  the  proposition  I  make  for  an  ioqairj 
— that  a  Commission  should  be  sent  oot— 
is  not  a  rational  and  statesmanlike  propo- 
sition ?     If  tho  House  or  tho  GoveromciK 
be  disposed  to  disregard  the  question,  thci 
I  assure  them   it  is   understood  to  be  • 
serious  question   in    Canada  ;    and   that, 
although  Dr.  Tupper  is  anxious  the  Cm- 
federation  should  work  well,  and  that  al 
the  colonies  should  adopt  it,  tho  presest 
aspect  of  affairs  in  Nora  Scotia  is  pcrilotf- 
In  Cauada,  I  am  told,  the  Canadian  oiA 
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has  been  altered,  becauso  it  will  not  be 
taken  bj  the  people  of  Nova  Seotia.  They 
were  required  to  take  an  oath  that  they 
would  defend  their  dominions.  The  people 
of  Nova  Scotia  were  not  prepared  to  take 
the  oath,  and  it  was  therefore  altered. 
More  than  that,  I  believe  the  Nova  Scotia 
Militia  will  not  be  called  out  for  drill  this 
yenr,  because  it  is  felt  tbat  the  people  of 
Nova  Scotia  are  unwilling  to  do  anything 
that  will  put  them  into  action  with,  or  in- 
dependence upon,  or  in  submission  to  the 
Government  of  Canada.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Adderley)  will  tell  the 
House— I  wish  I  could  say  what  he  will 
doubtless  say — that  the  whole  thing  will 
blow  over.  Well,  some  things  do  blow 
over ;  some  do  not :  and  if  they  do,  it  is 
only  with  a  very  rough  blast.  It  is  not  a  very 
statesmanlike  conclusion,  after  latt  year 
committing  a  great  error  or  wrong,  to  sit 
down  and  refuse  to  inquire  into  it,  or  re- 
medy it,  and  say  it  is  a  momentary  pas- 
sion, and  will  blow  over,  and  that  the 
opposition  will  soon  be  at  an  end.  You 
have  bound  them  together,  and  you  say 
there  is  no  remedy  in  this  Parliament 
which  did  them  the  injustice.  You  tell 
them,  if  a  wrong  has  been  done,  they  must 
go  to  Canada  and  get  it  remedied.  If 
they  go  to  the  Parliament  of  Ottawa  they 
would  tell  them  by  a  majority  of  6  to  1 
they  could  nothing  for  them.  Thoy  would 
•ay,  "  You  are  part  of  the  Confederation, 
aod  if  any  wrong  has  been  done  you  must 
go  to  the  Parliament  in  London."  I  beg 
to  tell  the  House  that  if  that  is  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  we  are  to  act — to  allow 
them  to  go  to  Canada  for  a  remedy,  and  if 
we  undertake  to  interfere  in  no  way  in  the 
matter,  and  withdraw  tho  troops  from 
NoTa  Scotia,  and  leave  Nova  Scotia  and 
Canada  to  settle  the  matter,  it  will  be  set- 
tled very  easily,  or  perhaps  I  should  say 
without  much  difficulty.  Canada  cannot 
eoerce  Nova  Scotia.  Nova  Scotia  would 
know  that  she  cannot  be  coerced  ;  and 
therefore  either  she  would  secede  and  re- 
vert to  her  ancietit  Constitution,  which  she 
has  by  no  means  forgotten,  or  Canada 
woold  immediately  appoint  a  CommisAion 
to  inquire  into  the  whole  matter,  and 
to  offer  to  Nova  Scotia  such  amendments 
of  the  Act,  and  such  changes  or  conces- 
aioiis  in  the  mode  of  Confederation,  as 
Nova  Scotia  might  —  I  do  not  say  it  is 
likely  she  would— but  such  as  she  might 
ultimately  be  willing  to  accept.  There  is 
another  point  which  the  House  should  bear 
in  mind-— that  Nova  Scotia  is  next  to  New 


Brunswick,  and  although  New  Brunswick 
has,  by  her  General  Election,  confirmed 
the  proposition  of  Confederation,  yet  there 
is  a  growing  feeling  in  New  Brunswick, 
since  the  Canadian  Parliament  met,  that 
the  Confederation  is  not  a  good  thing  for 
them.  Every  day,  I  believe,  a  stronger 
sympathy  with  Nova  Scotia  is  heing 
created.  The  other  day,  in  the  city  of 
St.  John,  the  principal  mercantile  city  of 
New  Brunswick,  a  candidate  strong  against 
Confederation  was  returned,  and  so  strong 
was  the  party  supporting  him  that  no 
candidate  in  favour  of  Confederation  could 
be  brought  forward  to  oppose  him.  I 
venture  to  say,  if  the  Government  refuse 
any  inquiry  into  this  matter,  they  will  only 
add  to  the  folly  of  their  haste  of  last  year 
the  greater  folly  of  a  more  perilous  obsti- 
nacy this  year.  It  is  not  a  safe  course 
that  the  Government  is  going  to  pursue, 
if  I  have  rightly  heard  what  is  in  their 
mind.  It  is  said  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  the  Duke  of  Buckingham,  his 
Chief  at  the  Colonial  Office,  propose  that 
by-and-by  a  new  Governor  General  shall 
be  sent  to  Canada  ;  that  the  matter  shall 
then  be  inquired  into  ;  that  he  shall  try  to 
ascertain  the  grounds  of  discord,  stopping 
a  day  or  so  at  Halifax  ;  and  that,  when  ho 
arrives  at  Ottawa,  ho  shall  propose  some- 
thing to  reconcile  Nova  Scotia  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Canada.  I  believe  that  any 
such  inquiry  will  bo  utterly  futile.  The 
Governor  General  going  out  there  will  not 
be  the  most  impartial  man  to  consider  the 
question  ;  and  when  he  gets  to  Ottawa, 
and  is  there  surrounded  by  his  Ministers 
in  the  Canadian  Parliament,  who  will  all 
be  on  the  other  side,  it  is  quite  clear  ho 
will  bo  in  a  position  of  the  greatest  diffi- 
culty. And  I  think  a  man  must  bo  san- 
guine beyond  what  is  wise  to  suppose  that 
any  good  could  arise  from  a  proceeding 
like  that.  I  think  that  we  have  committed 
a  certain  wrong.  We  have  done  it  through 
error,  or  in  haste  ;  and  it  is  very  unstates- 
manlike  to  shut  tho  door  of  Parliament 
against  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners, 
which  may  bo  said  to  represent  nearly,  if 
not  quite,  half  the  population  of  Nova 
Scotia.  I  think  tho  sending  out  of  a 
Commission,  or  Commissioners,  would  bo 
more  considerate  to  the  colony.  Such 
Commission  might  take  into  view  all  tho 
oircumsiances  of  the  case ;  and  it  would 
be  more  soothing  to  tho  300,000  or 
400,000  inhabitants  who  are  dissatisfied 
with  the  course  taken  last  year.  One 
colonial  experleuQO   \vt^^  \xq\.  \i^^\\  ^^x^ 
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BatiBfactory  to  us  in  some  things.  We 
fancy  that  people  3,000  or  4.000  miles  off 
are  as  tractable  or  as  easily  governed  as 
people  in  a  neighbouring  colony.  It  is 
quite  a  mistake.  They  hn?e  ideas  ivhich 
Englishmen  have  not.  The  tie  which 
binds  them  to  this  IIousCi  though  strong, 
is  very  much  less  strong  than  the  ties 
which  bind  our  English  counties  to  the 
sovereignty  of  this  Uouse.  It  is  only  about 
100  years  ago  that  the  wise  men  in  this 
House  proposed  in  a  single  Session  to  pass 
three  coercive  Acts  ngainst  the  North 
American  colonies.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
there  were  many  men  in  those  days  who 
stood  up  to  object  to  those  Acts,  and  were 
deemed  fools  or  something  worse  for  their 
pains.  And  yet  their  folly  turned  out  the 
greatest  wisdom,  end  the  almost  unani- 
mous wisdom  of  Parliament  turned  out  to 
be  the  greatest  folly;  and  this  is  now  pointed 
at  by  every  historian  as  one  of  the  most 
remarkable  transactions  of  unwisdom  that 
ever  occurred  in  the  English  Parliament. 
It  is  not  now  a  question  of  mere  stamps, 
or  of  3(^.  or  Qd.  a  pound  on  tea.  It  is  a 
question  of  the  absolute  subversion  and 
abolition  of  an  ancient,  honoured,  and 
valued  Constitution.  1  consider  it  quite 
likely  that  the  people  of  Nova  Scotin,  who 
have  been  free,  happy,  independent,  and 
prosperous  for  so  long  a  time,  may  have 
just  as  strong  a  love  for  the  Constitution  of 
their  comparatively  small  population,  as 
any  of  us  may  have  for  the  Constitution 
under  which  we  live.  The  noble  Lord 
who  moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
in  the  other  House  said  wo  were  now  lay- 
ing the  foundation  of  a  great  State.  Last 
year  we  all  hoped  so.  I  hoped  so  myself 
although  I  confess  I  had  not  much  faith  in 
it.  But  to  build  up  a  great  State  by 
making  a  victim  of  this  colony,  and  to 
D)ake  a  victim  of  this  colony  in  order  to 
meet  certain  difficulties  in  Canada  or  in 
the  Colonial  Office,  does  not  appear  to  me 
to  be  wise ;  and  to  endeavour  to  build  up  a 
great  State  from  those  discordant  materials, 
partly  from  fear,  and  partly  from  jealousy 
of  the  United  States,  is  a  far  more  ob- 
jectionable feature  in  the  matter.  I  know 
very  well  there  is  an  idea  that  this  union 
with  Canada  is  ono  mode  of  preventing 
the  North  Americon  colonies  from  annexa- 
tion to  the  United  States.  The  motive  is 
hardly  wise,  aud  in  the  mode  of  accomplish- 
ing it  there  is  no  wisdom  whatever ;  for 
you  are  attempting  now  to  build  a  great 
State  on  a  foundation  which  shakes  under 
jon  the  very  moment  you  are  beginning  to 
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build  ;  and  when  yon  passed  your  BiU  of 
Federation  last  year  for  the  fonndation  of  a 
great  State,  you  were  putting  together 
materials  which  were  not  in  accord,  and 
out  of  which  the  moment  they  were 
brought  together  would  arise  something 
like  we  have  now  seen.  We  know  what 
the  official  view  of  things  is.  It,  we  gene- 
rally find,  is  to  do  nothing  ;  and  it  goes 
on  doing  nothing  until  the  case  gets  so  bs<l 
that  nothing  can  be  done.  And  that  is 
precisely  what  the  Colonial  Office  to-niglit 
will  ask  the  House  of  Commons  to  do  is 
this  matter.  It  would  not  do  anything  last 
year  but  contradict  me  when  I  said  the 
Nova  Scotians  were  against  that  Bill,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  positive  and 
rather  insolent,  and  thought  I  was  med* 
dling  where  I  did  not  understand  it.  Asd 
now,  when  I  ask  him  to  inquire,  he  will 
tell  the  House  that  inquiry  would  odIj 
make  the  difficulties  greater,  and  woaM 
bear  the  appearance  of  a  concession  which 
the  House  does  not  intend  to  make.  Nov, 
I  hope  the  Honse  and  the  Colonial  Offies 
will  beware  of  saying  anything  like  that. 
You  do  not  know  yet  that  you  will  not 
have  to  make  concession.  And  therefore 
I  say  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  to 
his  Colleagues  not  to  agree  to  any  state- 
ment like  that,  because  next  year  we  maj 
look  upon  a  state  of  things  far  less  palat- 
able than  those  of  to-day.  What  is  the 
difficulty  of  inquiry  ?  There  have  bees 
Commissions  of  Inquiry  before  of  an  im- 
portant character,  and  there  may  be  OM 
now.  The  result  would  be  this — that  aO 
the  Canadian  people  would  say— -**Wdli 
the  English  Parliament  have  behaved  te 
us,  after  all,  in  a  certain  degree  of  ^)od^ 
ration  and  reasonableness.  What  thej  jid 
was  through  misapprehension,  and  wbei 
we  represented  it  to  them  they  were  resdj 
to  inquire.  They  have  sent  out  a  Con* 
mission,  and  we  will  go  fairly  into  the 
question  with  them,  and  we  will  see  if  the 
difficult  question  can  be  adjusted."  Nov, 
there  are  several  things  which  could  he 
done.  There  could  be  a  Confederation  of 
all  the  Provinces,  as  at  present  proposed, 
but  with  certain  modifications,  and  this 
might  possibly  meet  the  views  of  the  Nofs 
Scotians  ;  there  might  be  a  Confederatioo 
of  the  maritime  Provinces  only,  whidi 
would  be  probable  most  likely  to* meet  the 
views  of  the  Nova  Scotians  ;  or  yoo  might 
take  the  alternative  scheme  propoaed  hy 
the  Canadian  Executive  Government— ap- 
ply the  Federal  principle  to  the  two  Csnadas 
with  a  central  Parliament.     So  that,  after 


1673 


Amnrican 


{Jjm  16, 1868} 


Gm/sd^ation. 


1674 


alli  there  are  two  ways  out  of  tbis  diffi- 
caltj,  and  the  proper  way  would  be  dis- 
oo?ered  by  a  CommiBsion  sent  to  Nova 
Scotia  to  inquire  into  it.  But  whatever 
you  do,  I  say  to  have  no  inquiry,  but 
to  stand  on  the  Bill  passed  last  Session— 
to  shut  the  door  of  the  House  in  the  face 
of  that  new  colony — would  be  one  of  those 
acts,  not  of  statesmanship,  but  of  madness^ 
ytWich  statesmen  and  Ministers  ought  on 
all  occasions  to  avoid.  If  you  shut  the  door 
of  hope,  what  will  be  the  eflfect  upon  the 
minds  of  this  population  who  are  so  agi- 
tated ?  They  will  feel  that  they  are  made  the 
victims  of  Canadian  ambition  and  of  Im- 
perial policy  in  which  they  do  not  in  the 
least  sympathize.  I  am  afraid,  Sir,  to 
treat  this  question  in  one  part  of  it,  be- 
eause  it  will  lead  me  to  say,  though  it  will 
be  false  in  detail,  what  will  be  likely  to  in- 
crease the  difficulty  I  point  out.  If  you 
propose  a  union  at  all  haiards,  the  danger 
to  my  mind  is  apparent.  From  the  mo- 
ment that  resolution  reaches  Nova  Scotia 
there  will  be  created  a  deeper  hostility  to 
Canada.  I  do  not  know  why  it  is  that  the 
smaller  Provinces  have  no  love  of  Canada. 
They  do  not  believe  in  her  political  system. 
They  have  no  faith  in  the  wisdom  and 
morality  of  her  statesmen.  They  go  there 
with  nineteen  Members  to  a  House  of  180 
Members,  and  they  think  they  will  be  lost 
when  they  get  there,  and  that  their  own 
complete  government  will  be  gone.  They 
are  not  placed  under  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment, but  under  what  is  only  a  Colonial 
Government,  in  which  they  have  no  faith 
and  for  which  they  have  no  love.  I  say 
therefore  if  you  turn  them  from  this  House, 
not  only  without  remedy,  but  without  in- 
^Qicy,  you  will  create  a  deeper  hostility 
to  Canada.  Tou  will  create  also  a  grow- 
ing estrangement  from  England,  and  what 
is  perhaps  dreaded  by  some  more  than 
anything  else,  you  will  create  and  increase 
the  sympathy  with  the  neighbouring  New 
England  States  of  North  America.  When 
men  are  irritated,  as  the  Nova  Scotians 
are  now  irritated,  and  when  nothing  is 
done  to  soothe  the  irritation — when  you  will 
not  inquire — when  you  will  not  remedy — 
when  you  will  not  listen — it  takes  a  very 
little  thing  indeed  where  a  colony  is  3,000 
or  4,000  miles  away  from  the  mother 
country,  to  turn  its  eyes  in  the  direction  of 
the  government  of  a  great  country — of  its 
own  race  and  with  institutions  as  free — 
and  probably  willing,  when  the  colonies  are 
willing,  to  receive  them  within  its  ample 
borders.  This  is  what  I  am  afraid  may 
Ibappen.  Your  scheme  must  break  down 
if  the  Nova  SeotianB  resolve  tbej  will  not 
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have  it.  It  ia  impossible  for  you  to  coerce 
them.  I  do  not  think  there  is  the  temper 
in  the  English  House  of  Commons,  nor 
amongst  Englishmen  in  the  United  King- 
dom, that  would  allow  the  Government  by 
force  to  coerce  the  population  of  Nova 
Scotia  into  the  subversion  of  her  very  go- 
vernment, and  into  annexation  with  Canada. 
But  if  you  are  not  prepared  to  coerce,  then 
I  say  the  proper  course  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  take — and  I  never  gave  any  Go- 
vernment an  opinion  with  more  conscien- 
tious belief  in  its  reasonableness  and  its 
propriety — the  course  which  the  Govern- 
ment should  take  is  to  select  one  or  two 
men  of  high  position  and  character  in  this 
conntry,  who  would  go  and  give  two  or 
three  months  to  this  question  this  autumn^ 
to  examine  into  the  whole  matter  in  Nova 
Scotia.  They  would  also  see  something 
of  the  state  of  public  opinion  in  Canada  ; 
because  they  would  necessarily  see  the 
Governors  and  the  authorities  there,  and 
possibly — probably — I  will  not  say  cer- 
tainly— they  may  propose  some  plan  which 
would  relieve  the  colonies  from  this  diffi- 
culty, and  would  show  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  Government  hero  a  path 
out  of  a  difficulty  which  I  think  every  day 
we  tread  in  it  becomes  more  difficult,  and 
which  may  land  us  in  disasters  which  are 
fearful  to  contemplate.  The  other  day 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  met  the  deputation  upon 
Ireland.  It  was  not  upon  this  question- 
it  was  upon  a  question  which  has  been 
much  discussed  in  the  House  during  the 
present  Session — and  he  mado  an  ob- 
servation to  them  which  would  have  been 
very  wise  under  certain  circumstances,  but, 
as  it  was  not  true,  it  was  not  very  wise 
under  the  circumstances  in  which  it  was 
spoken.  He  made  this  observation.  He 
said—*'  We  have  secured  this  for  the 
people  of  this  country,  that  the  Constitu- 
tion shall  not  be  subverted  without  an  ap- 
peal to  them."  But  you  have  subverted 
the  Constitution  of  Nova  Scotia  without 
any  appeal  to  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia. 
You  did  it  from  what  I  think  an  exag- 
gerated statement  of  persons  connected 
with  the  then  Government  of  Nova  Scotia, 
and  the  House  did  on  the  representation 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  who 
certainly  was  very  much  more  sanguine 
than  he  had  any  right  to  be.  You  have 
done  to  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  what  I 
maintain  is  one  of  the  greatest  wrongs  that 
despotism  in  any  form  can  do  to  any  people. 
You  have  power  to  maintain  it  so  long  qa 
Nova  Scotia  hai  ilo  «k^iv%\itc&^^  Vt^xsi  ^n^- 
aide  Ua  owu  \>0T&«tB%   ^^\  ^<^x^  \^  "^^ 
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Btateiman  in  England  who  will  venture  to 
bring  ftbout  the  shedding  ot  one  drop  of 
blood  upon  that  Coniinciit.  No  man  in  thii 
HoiiBO  mure  ontirolj  liopeg  tlint  such  a 
tiling  IB  nbEolutel;  impoAsible  than  1  do. 
Yel  these  qiiestione  ma;  bo  driven  to  a 
nnint  where  dlfficuUics  will  ariae  nhich  (he 
English  Parliament  will  bo  ulterly  unable 
to  BOltle.  And  whilst  we  have  been  eU' 
deaTonrtng  to  brini;  about  important  ar- 
rangements for  the  Federation  of  our  fellow- 
subjects  in  the  BrUi»li  North  Americor 
Colonies,  we  raaj  possibly  hare  been  taking 
the  Bicp  that  will  thrust  them  into  the 
United  States,  Only  the  other  da;  I  niel 
an  Engliihinan  who  lias  lived  in  the  Unitcil 
States,  and  who  is  fnniiliar  witli  crerjtiiing 
there,  Dnd  lie  nsked  mo  whether  I  Ihouglit 
the  Government  intended  to  refuse  mj 
claim.  I  said.  "I  think  the;  do.  They 
generallj  refuse  everything,  and  I  un<:' 
■tand  they  ore  going  to  refuse  tlii 
"Well,"  lie  said.  "lam  very  glad  to  li 
thnt  ;"  which  rather  struck  me  with  i 
pri*e,  and,  indeed,  with  pitin  ;  nnd  I  said. 
"  Wliy  ore  yon  plnd  ?"  He  Boid,  "  I  be- 
lieve nnthing  cnn  pre»ent  iho  absorpti 
of  (heae  cuhinieB  within  the  Republic  of  the 
United  Stales;"  and  he  added  "There 
i>  no  step  the  Government  could  take  so 
certain  to  hasten  it  as  to  object  to  your 
llotion  nnd  refuse  the  Commission  of  In- 
quiry which  you  propose."  Now,  Sir,  I 
cannot  say  wliat  he  says,  because  I  am  net 
glad  uf  it — I  regret  it,  and  regret  it  sin- 
eerely,  because  I  think  nothing  could  be 
more  unfoi'luunto  for  these  colonies  and 
this  country  than  that  we  alieuid  do  any- 
thing to  hasten  the  aceessiun  of  these  co- 
lonies to  tl>e  United  States.  Our  duty  is, 
so  far  as  we  can  in  legialnting  for  them 
and  in  governing  fnr  them,  to  do  it  nil 
freely,  hunourably,  nnd  gciicrou>ly  to  them, 
with  their  consent  in  every  step;  and  to 
the  Inst  moment  that  these  colonies  shall 
1)0  dependent  on  the  British  Cruwn,  that 
erery  person  within  them  shnll  feel  that 
that  Ci  ■  -  - 
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it  as  I  leo  it,  and  as  it  commends  itself  to 
my  view.  It  ii  a  case  not  for  opiwsition 
nor  fur  obstinacy.  It  is  a  case  which  calls 
for  stntcBinnnship  nnd  for  justice.  Last 
jear  the  House  Icgislnlcd  in  errnr  and  in 
the  dork.  To-night  I  hope,  after  the  simple 
narrative  I  liave  given  of  these  transao- 
tioai,  it  can  ne*er  be  Baid  that  the  House 
mn  act  othemiie  than  io  the  broad  light  I  from 
of  dftj  with  mpect  \a  ^\»t  epM&iii- 
Mr.  BriaU 
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'having  no  connection  with  the  party  politics 
of  the  colon  J,  a  letter  which  fully  confirmed 
tlie  statements  made  hy  the  delegates  sent 
over  by  Nova  Scotia.  In  that  letter  it 
WAS  stated  that  the  whole  population  of  the 
Province  wns  opposed  to  the  union  ;  that 
the  Imperial  Government  had  been  entirely 
deceived  as  to  the  feeling  of  the  Nova 
Scutians  themselves;  and  that  the  people 
would  resist  the  change.  It  should  not 
be  said  that,  in  consequence  of  our  legisla- 
tion, we  had  driven  a  loyal  and  influential 
State  to  take  a  step  of  that  sort.  The 
letter  went  on  to  say  that  Nova  Scotia  had 
already  experienced  the  disastrous  effects 
of  the  union  in  the  increase  of  the  duties 
imposed  upon  most  commodities.  The 
Nova  Scotians  ridiculed,  too,  the  idea  of 
our  giving  an  Imperial  guarantee  in  con- 
nection with  the  construction  of  an  inter- 
colonial railway,  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  perfectly  able  and  willing  to  raise  the 
money  themselves.  The  colony  was  one 
which  had  been  loyal  and  true,  and  the 
people  complained  that  the  Act  had  been 
passed  without  seeking  their  opinion  upon 
It.  The  people  of  the  colony  deserved  the 
utmost  consideration  nt  the  hands  of  tho  Im- 
perial Parliament,  and  he  quite  agreed  with 
the  hen.  Member  for  Birmingham,  that  if 
the  House  took  the  strong  step  of  refusing 
any  inquiry  into  the  case,  the  people  of 
Kova  Scotia  might  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  present  generation  of  Englishmen 
had  forgotten  tho  lesson  of  the  American 
War  of  Independence.  He  had  much 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proQOsed, 

"That  this  Iloaso  is  informed,  bjr  a  Petition 
pretentef]  on  the  15th  dny  of  Mny  last,  signed  bv 
86  oat  of  38  Members  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
of  ^ova  Scotia,  and  by  ]6  out  of  19  Members 
elected  by  that  Colony  to  the  House  of  Commons 
at  Ottawa,  that  great  dissatisfaction  prevails  in 
Nova  Scotia  with  the  Act  passed  in  the  last  Ses- 
sion of  Pnrliament,  intituled  '  An  Act  for  the 
Union  of  Gamida,  Nova  Scotia,  and  New  Bruns- 
wick : '  And  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  gra- 
eionsly  pleased  to  appoint  a  Commission  or  Com- 
missioners to  proceed  to  Nova  Scotia  for  the  pur- 
pose of  examining  into  the  causes  of  the  alleged 
discontent,  with  a  view  to  their  consideration  and 
removal." — (Mr»  Bright,) 

Mb.  ADDERLEY  said,  that  the  Motion 
of  tho  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Bright)  could  not  be  regarded  as  raising 
in  anj  way  a  party  question,  because  both 
aides  of  the  House  were  equally  interested 
in  this  great  Confederation  of  the  North 
American  Provincea  obtaining  a  succeasful 
•tart,  aad  were  equally  intereiited  lo  the 


Act  of  last  SessioDy  which  was  passed 
almost  unanimously.  But,  although  the 
question  raised  was  not  a  party  question, 
it  was  one  of  the  gravest  importance,  and 
one  that  ought  not  to  be  judged  by  outside 
appearances,  but  by  the  gravest  and  most 
thorough  consideration  of  the  intrinsic 
merits  of  the  case.  The  question  rni^cd 
by  the  Motion  before  the  House  was  whe» 
tlier  the  Province  of  Nova  Scutia  was  so 
wrongly,  and  in  the  dark,  drawn  into  this 
union  by  the  Imperial  Act  of  last  Session 
that  it  became  this  House  to  ask  the  Queen 
to  issue  a  Boyal  Commission  of  Inquiry  on 
the  spot,  undertaking  on  the  part  of  this 
country  a  most  questionable  interference 
with  the  local  affairs  of  North  America. 
The  proposition  was  startling  and  obviously 
dangerous,  and  nothing  but  the  strongest 
reasons  should  induce  tlie  House  to  assent 
to  it.  Great  dissatisfaction  undoubtedly 
had  been  recently  shown  in  the  Province 
of  Nova  Scotia  with  the  union  of  tho 
North  American  Provinces.  Tlint  dissatis- 
faction cannot  bo  disputed,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  House  would  deeply  regret 
with  him  that  it  should  exist.  He  ouuld 
only  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
regretted  the  existence  of  that  diKsaiisfoc- 
tion  as  strongly  as  any  one.  But  thi^  pro- 
position for  a  Commission  from  this  coun« 
try  to  inquire  into  it  was,  notwithstanding, 
so  unpromising  a  remedy  that  it  became 
the  House  to  consider  the  allegations  on 
which  it  was  based,  ond  the  nature  of  the 
recommendation  which  they  were  asked  to 
agree  to.  He  would  endeavour,  in  the  6rst 
place,  briefly  to  show  that  those  allega^ 
tions  were  wholly  erroneous,  and  without 
.  foundation ;  secondly,  that  if  even  the  alle- 
gations which  had  been  made  were  true, 
the  recommendation  of  the  hon.  Member 
was  about  the  most  insane  thing  the  House 
cotdd  agree  to  ;  and  thirdly,  that  the  alarm 
and  discontent  in  Nova  Scotia  could  bo 
much  better  met,  and  were  rapidly  being 
met,  by  a  totally  different  process.  The 
allegations  were  that  Nova  Scotia  had  been 
entrapped  into  this  union  by  surprise,  and 
that  this  House  was  induced  to  sonction 
the  Act  by  a  fraud  practised  upon  it.  The 
truth  of  these  allegations  he  entirely  de- 
nied. Parliament,  in  passing  the  Act  of 
UnioUi  simply  put  Ministerially  into  the 
form  of  an  Imperial  statute,  Resolutions 
which  had  been  passed  by  the  Provinces 
themselves.  The  subject  of  union  had 
been  ogitated  for  no  less  than  fourteen 
years  in  the  Provinces,  and  in  no  instonce 
had  this  country  done  more  than  ac^^*^^ 
the  propositions  mfki^  \^^  \X\^'^t^V\ti^«k\.^ 
iti  ft&d  offered  Vo  d^  \\ik  ^iwt\»  vgl  ^^^tc^^^^^ 
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out  their  wishea.  When  propOBitions  were 
first  made  Uie  Duke  of  NewcMtle  itbb  Co- 
lonial Secretarj,  nnd  lie  received  tliem  rery 
CDDtioufilj,  aaying — "If  you  really  want 
this  union,  make  it  clear  to  qb,  and  we 
will  oiiterlam  your  proposition."  When  a 
Bimilar  proposition  was  made  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  oppotiie  [Mr.  Cardwell) 
he  receired  it  with  similar  caution,  saytug 
— "Confer  with  your  colonial  Legislatures 
and  let  us  know  (ha  conclusion  at  which 
they  arrire  upon  the  tuhject."  In  both 
instances  the  Colonial  Secretaries  of  State, 
BO  far  from  initiating  propositions  of  union 
receired  those  made  to  them  most  cau- 
tiously. He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
Gorernment  might  not  hare  been  perfectly 
jusiified  if  they  had  treated  the  subject 
less  scrupulously.  Far  be  it  from  him  to 
say  this  country  was  not  concerned  and 
deeply  interested  in  tlii»-  Confederation. 
The  British  taxpayer  who  maintained 
12.000  British  troops  for  (he  defence  of 
North  America  was  certainly  interested  in 
consolidating  the  strength  and  developing 
the  resources  of  his  fellow-subjects, 
was  unnecessary  to  raise  the  qnestlon 
whether  this  country  could  not  have  in- 
stituted this  Confederntion  even  without 
the  consent  of  tlie  Provinces.  But  th 
country  always  felt  that  it  was  better  that 
we  should  not  initiate,  still  leas  urge,  such 
a  onion,  but  that  we  should  rnther  wait 
opon  the  inclination  of  the  Provinces.  Ilts 
object  was  to  show  the  House,  by  mere 
statement  of  facta,  (hat  this  proposltioo 
came  from  the  Provinces  theraselres,  and 
thnt  history,  without  nny  argument,  would 
dissipate  to  the  winds  the  allegation  either 
that  Nova  Scotia  was  taben  by  surprise,  or 
that  this  House  had  been  io  any  way  im- 
posed upon.  Lord  Durham,  in  1838,  re- 
ported that  deputies  from  Ilalifas  nrged 
the  necesaity  of  a  general  union  of  the 
Provinces  as  (he  most  likely  measure  to 
preserve  their  connection  with  the  British 
Crown.  The  proposal  for  union  was  first 
made  by  the  Leaders  of  the  two  opposite 

Earties  in  Nova  Scotia  tn  1854,  Mr.  Howe 
Bing  one  of  them  ;  and  a  proposal  to  that 
effect  was  made  to  this  country  by  the  then 
Colonial  Government.  In  1857  the  propo- 
sition waa  renewod  at  the  instance  of  tlie 
other  party,  and  delegates  were  sent  to 
this  country  upon  the  subject.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Bright]  had  mjstiGed  him- 
self by    the  distinctions  drawn   hy   thoto 
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Parliament.  He  would  not  waste  the  time 
of  the  House  farther  in  endeavouring  to 
show  that  the  Nova  Scotiana  were  not  taken 
by  Burprise  by  the  Act  of  last  Session  ; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman,  departing  from 
that  ground  which,  he  thonght,  he  must 
have  found  a  somewhat  weak  one  on  which 
to  take  his  stand,  appealed  from  the  Legis- 
latures of  the  Provinces  to  (he  people.  It 
was  true  he  admitted  that  the  Legislatures 
"were  in  favour  of  the  union  ;  but  then  be 
contended  that  the  Nova  Scotian  Legisla- 
ture did  not  faithfully  represent  the  in- 
habitants at  large.  Now,  what  he  had 
already  said  about  the  election  of  1863 
fully  disposed,  in  his  opinion,  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  argument  on  that  point ;  for 
all  parties  at  that  election  were  so  unani- 
mous on  the  long-mooted  question  of  Con- 
federation that  it  was  not  even  raised  on 
the  hustings  ;  and  the  Assembly  then  re- 
turned passed  immediate  Resolutions  in 
its  favour.  But  he  would  deal  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposition  of  an  appeal 
from  representatives  to  the  people  on  such 
a  question  on  grounds  of  abstract  principle. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  quoted  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
Temment  as  having  laid  down  the  principle 
that  an  existing  Legislature  was  not  to  deal 
with  a  great  constitutional  change  without 
an  appeal  to  the  people.  But  Had  not  the 
hon.  Gentleman  himself,  he  would  ask, 
repudiated  that  principle  in  the  debate  on 
the  Irish  Church  this  very  Session  ?  [Mr. 
Bbioht  dissented.]  He  was  glad  the  hon. 
Member  thought  the  Irish  Church  could 
not  be  abolished  by  this  Parliament.  He 
would  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire,  who  he 
was  certain  had  repudiated  that  principle 
in  reference  to  the  Irish  Church ;  for  he 
had  quoted  a  speech  of  Mr.  Pitt  on  the 
Union  with  Ireland,  in  which  that  states- 
man said  that  a  principle  so  democratic  as 
that  representatives  could  not  deal  with 
constitutional  changes  without  special  ro; 
ference  to  their  constituents  struck  at  the 
root  of  representative  government.  The 
Irish  Union  was  a  precedent  against  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham.  The  Scotch 
Union  was  another  precedent  against  him. 
Commissioners  in  that  case  were  appointed 
on  both  sides  to  draw  up  terms  which  were 
enacted  without  nn  appeal  to  the  people. 
Again,  in  the  case  of  the  Canadian  Union 
in  1842  an  appeal  to  the  people  was  pro- 
posed and  rejected  ;  but,  perhaps,  the  best 
precedent  was  that  which  was  furnished 
Dj  Mr.  Howe  himself,  who  in  1863  passed 
a  Nova  Scotian  Reform  Bill,  reducing  the 
constituenciea  of  Nova  3ootiA  by  one-lhird, 


without  ever  deeming  it  necessary  that  an 
appeal  to  the  people  should  be  made.  On 
the  contrary,  the  change  occurred  immedi- 
ately after  his  election,  and  he  repudiated 
the  notion  of  appealing  to  the  people  even 
on  the  subject  of  their  extensive  disfran- 
chisement. And  he  must  remind  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  that  in  making 
the  appeal  which  he  now  so  strongly  ad- 
vocates he  was  asking  for  an  appeal  from 
a  larger  to  a  smaller  constituency — ^to  a 
constituency  which  since  1863  had  been 
diminished  by  one-third.  And  when  the 
hon.  Gentleman  talked  of  the  old  Constitu- 
tion of  Nova  Scotia,  and  said  that  if  care 
were  not  taken  the  people  of  that  Province 
would  violently  resume  that  Constitution, 
he  would  beg  him  to  remember  that  the 
old  Constitution  of  Nova  Scotia  was  simply, 
after  all,  the  gift  of  the  Crown.  The 
Lieutenant  Governor  was  sent  out  from 
this  country  with  a  commission  which 
authorized  him  to  summon  an  Assembly. 
There  was  no  charter  for  Nova  Scotia  and 
no  foundation  for  a  Constitution  enjoying 
the  advantages  of  that  great  Confederation 
in  which  they  had  now  their  share,  which 
had  a  Government  as  free  as  our  own, 
and  a  Parliament  as  powerful  as  the  House 
of  Commons  to  manage  its  own  affairs. 
But  then  the  hon.  Gentleman  laid  stress 
upon  the  fact  that  in  the  recent  elections 
in  Nova  Scotia  since  the  union  it  had  been 
triumphantly  condemned.  Now,  he  dis- 
puted the  statement  that  the  union  was 
condemned  in  those  elections,  and  he  had 
taken  the  best  means  to  inform  himself 
as  to  what  had  been  the  real  expression  of 
feeling  at  those  elections.  Looking  through 
a  file  of  the  Halifax  Morning  Chronicle, 
which  was  the  organ  of  Mr.  Howe,  he  found 
that  the  cry  at  the  elections  was  not  against 
the  union  generally,  but  that  it  had  almost 
wholly  reference  to  two  things — the  pos- 
sible injury  that  might  accrue  to  the  inte- 
rests of  Nova  Scotia  from  Confederation 
with  the  larger  State  of  Canada,  but  still 
more  was  it  directed  against  what  was 
called  the  Tupper- Archibald  party  and  their 
past  misdeeds.  It  was  certainly  quite  true 
that  there  was  great  alarm  in  Nova  Scotia  ; 
but  history  furnished  no  instance  in  which 
a  smaller  State  did  not  entertain  some  fear 
and  jealousy  in  confederating  with  a  larger 
State.  No  man,  for  example,  possessing  a 
genius  inferior  to  that  of  Washington  could, 
he  believed,  have  overcome  the  mutual 
jealousies  he  had  to  contend  with  be- 
fore he  effected  the  first  Confederation 
of  the  United  States,  and  it  was  not  «a\x- 
prising  that  simWat  \^^q>ivj  ^w5A  \x^- 
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Ameriean  Confederation.  Tbe  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would,  Iionever,  find  that  tlie  ez- 
ictence  of  a  feeling  at  ihe  recent  elections 
in  Nora  Scotia  agniiiat  llio  union  with 
Cftnnda  nai  b;  no  meana  bo  conclusivelj 
astablUlied  a«  lie  seemed  to  suppose  ;  but 
tlint,  upon  llie  contrary,  the  peuple  of  that 
Province  had  for  tlie  most  port  made  up 
tlieir  minds  to  gi*e  it  a  fair  triol,  tlie  chief 
otijeots  of  abuse  at  tlio  election  being  the 
Fisliorj  Licence  Act  nnd  that  compulsory 
education  tni  for  nhich  Dr.  Tupper  en- 
joyed the  credit  and  the  blame.  Kr.  Howe, 
be  saw  bj  the  Halifax  Moruing  CkronicU. 
was  in  favour  of  giving  a  fnir  trial  tu  the 
new  Constitnlian,  though  he  described  the 
result  of  his  electioneering  ot  having  been 
against  it.  Mr.  Annand,  who  declared  for 
its  repeal,  was  ousted  from  his  seat ;  and 
Mr.  Stewart  Camphcll,  the  leader  of  the 
oppoaiiion  lo  tlie  union  in  the  Ataemblj, 
stated  tliat  he  would  accept  the  Act  now 
that  it  was  passed,  and  help  to  carrj  it 
out  in  the  interests  of  the  colony.  These 
quotations  from  Mr.  Howe's  paper  tended 
very  much  in  his  opinion  to  upset  the  ge- 
neral view  which  tlio  hon.  Gentleman  had 
taVcn  of  tlio  elections.  lie  might  olao  ob- 
serve that  out  of  48,000  electors  only 
23,000  had  given  tlieir  votes  for  what  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  call  the  popular  or 
anti-union  parly,  so  that  though  the  elec- 
liona  went  against  the  Government,  not 
half  the  electors  so  voted.  He  thought 
he  had  now  shown  that  the  allegatians 
which  hod  been  made  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man were  not  well-founded,  and  he  should 
in  the  next  place  proceed  to  contend  that 
even  if  they  were,  his  proposal  for  dq  Im- 
perial Commission  of  Inquiry  was  about 
the  worst  which  the  House  oould  adopt. 
We  had  no  business  to  inquire  into  the 
local  arrangements  of  the  North  Ameriosn 
Provinces.  By  doing  so  we  should  be  going 
back  for  some  thirty  years  in  colonial 
policy.  In  1839,  when  Lord  Durham  was 
tent  out,  the  object  was  to  redeem  the 
North  American  colonies  from  evils  which 
our  interference  had  caused,  and  to  alloif 
them  lo  manage  tiieir  own  affairs.  We  had 
recogiiiKed  self-government  of  the  moit 
ample  kind  in  North  America.  If  the  hon. 
Member  would  place  himself  in  the  posi" 
tion  of  a  member  of  the  Confederation 
Parliament  he  would  feci  himself  insulted 
by  the  proposal  of  a  Commisaion  to  be 
sent  out  from  ttiis  country  to  inquire  into 
the  policy  of  a  representative  Legislature 
of  which  he  waa  a  freely  elected  Member. 
Beatdes,  let  the  House  consider  what  the 
effect  of  inch  a  course  would  be  upon  this 
POIUtrj.     If  W6««i«  ta  WlAwX  8.Cw&^ 
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railed  in  Nova  Sootia»  which  he  beliefed 
was  already  rapidly  subaiding.  If,  instead 
of  sending  out  a  Commission,  they  were  to 
follow  out  the  line  which  was  indicated  in 
a  late  despatch  of  tlie  Secretary  of  State 
that  this  country  would  not  place  itself  in 
the  position  of  judge  and  dictator,  but 
would  use  all  friendly  moral  influences  to 
assist  the  ProYinces  to  settle  mutual  claims 
amongst  each  other,  then  they  might  hope 
to  reap  all  the  benefit  and  avoid  all  the 
mischief  of  interference.  This  had  al- 
ready been  done  to  a  very  great  extent. 
So  far  from  Nova  Scotia  having  no  influ- 
ence, it  appeared  to  have  dominant  influ- 
ence, and  at  this  moment  to  rule  the  policy 
of  the  Dominion  Parliament.  Every  Act 
that  had  yet  been  passed  was  in  favour  of 
l^ova  Scotia.  The  first  Act  perhaps  must 
be  ezceptod — which  ho  admitted,  however, 
was  a  necessary  one— to  sweep  away  all 
the  internal  tariffs  which  were  mutually 
destructive,  and  to  pass  an  average  tariff 
externally  to  other  nations,  which  had  the 
effect  of  raising  the  Customs'  dues  of  Nova 
Scotia  from  10  to  15  per  cent.  The  fears 
of  Federation  felt  by  Nova  Scotia  were  un- 
due taxation,  and  a  force  put  upon  their 
local  government ;  that  their  interests  would 
be  oppressed  by  the  larger  interests  of 
Canada  ;  and  that  the  protective  policy  of 
Canada  would  over-ride  the  free  trade  policy 
of  Nova  Scotia.  But  see  what  had  been 
done.  One  of  the  first  acts  of  the  Dominion 
Parliament  was  to  take  off  the  duties  on 
flour,  grain,  and  meal  of  all  kinds.  It  had 
also  taken  off  the  tonnage  duties  on  light- 
bouses  and  placed  the  whole  burden,  which 
chiefly  rested  on  the  maritime  Provinces, 
on  the  central  revenue — proceedings  all  in 
favour  of  Nova  Scotia.  All  the  materials 
used  in  ships — cordage,  canvas,  iron,  &c. 
-»had  bad  their  duties  abolished,  and  the 
doties  on  sugar  had  also  been  diminished 
in  order  to  draw  the  West  Indian  trade  to 
the  ports  of  Nova  Scotia.  Therefore,  he 
repeated  that  so  far  from  Nova  Scotia 
baving  but  slight  influence,  the  Parliament 
of  the  Dominion  seemed  to  have  studied 
ita  interests  in  a  primary  degree  ;  and  so 
far  from  the  free  trade  policy  of  Nova 
Scotia  being  over-ridden,  Customs'  duties 
bad  been  reduced,  and  revenue  raised 
instead  from  direct  taxation.  In  fact,  the 
union  of  Nova  Scotia  with  Canada  seemed 
to  have  had  the  singular  good  effect  of 
relaxing  the  protective  policy  of  the  latter 
eountry,  and  not  of  over-riding  the  free 
trade  policy  of  the  former.  The  Militia 
was  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
laid  that  it  was  not  to  be  called  out  this 

{ear  beeanse  Nova  Scotia  was  disaffected. 
t  waa  not  gomg  to  be  oMed  out  becaaie 


I  there  had  not  been  yet  time  enough  to  put 
I  the  new  enactments  relating  to  that  force 
into  operation.  By  the  new  enactments 
Nova  Scotia  would  be  taxed  much  less  on 
this  as  well  as  the  other  heads.  The 
Militia  force  was  to  be  smaller  in  amount, 
but  much  better  drilled  than  heretofore; 
and  the  taxation  of  Nova  Scotia  for  a  more 
efficient  force  would  be  just  one- tenth  of 
the  amount  she  formerly  paid.  It  was 
astonishing  in  how  short  a  time  a  begin- 
ning had  been  made  in  the  settlement  of 
all  these  beneficial  reforms ;  and  tho  House 
must  look  beyond  the  mere  first  jealousies 
and  apprehensions  of  smaller  States,  and 
consider  the  ultimate  destiny  of  the  whole 
Confederation.  Was  it  possible  the  hon. 
Gentleman  could  tell  the  House  that  he 
gravely  considered  it  practicable  for  a 
small  colony  like  Nova  Scotia  to  remsin 
permanently  disunited  from  its  neighbours? 
It  was  clear  that  one  of  three  things  must 
happen  to  Nova  Scotia :  either  it  must  rest 
for  ever — with  what  chance  of  success  he 
would  not  now  discuss — upon  this  country 
for  its  support  and  defence — and  here  he 
must  remind  the  House  that  there  were  at 
the  present  moment  12,000  regular  troops 
in  the  North  American  colonies  supported 
out  of  the  funds  of  the  British  taxpayer— 
or  else  they  must,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  desire,  annex  themselves  one  by 
one  to  the  United  States  ;  or  tho  third 
and  only  remaining  plan  was  what  they 
were  now  doing,  to  consolidate  their  power 
by  union  among  themselves.  Would  tho 
hon.  Gentleman  like  to  see  these  colonies 
annexed  to  the  United  States  ?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  anxiety  to  prevent 
annexation  was  not  a  wise  motive.  He  know 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  argue,  and  with 
great  justice,  thot  it  was  unwise  to  try  to 
prevent  any  people  from  doing  that  which 
their  own  feelings  and  interests  dictated. 
We  certainly  had  no  interests  separate  from 
those  of  Nova  Scotia  ;  nor,  if  we  had,  would 
we  sacrifice  hers.  But  more  than  that,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  a  feeling  of  preference 
for  the  United  States,  and  he  believed  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  grand  ideas  of  their 
destiny  of  extension  under  one  Government 
from  the  Equator  to  the  Pole.  But  what- 
ever the  hon.  Gentleman  might  think  de- 
sirable, the  Provinces  did  not  wish  to  lose 
our  connection,  and  we  did  not  wish  to  lose 
them  ;  and  he  did  not  know  why  separa- 
tion was  to  be  forced  upon  this  country 
and  the  Provinces  against  the  wishes  of 
both.  He  knew  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
a  great  liking  for  the  institutions  of  the 
United  States ;  for  w\\^xi  \.\v^  1^^  ^\  ^^xl« 
federation  waa  uti&^y  ^\«^\x%%vyck  \^%X.  ^^^^ 
the  hon.  Qeu\\«masv  xask  Vu:^^^  ^^A  ^"^^ 
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riiioDi;  and  whutanr  eUaie  wta  in  ao- 
eordance  with  the  laws  of  the  United 
Stalea  thkt  in  hia  Tiew  wai  good  ;  vhat- 
ever  differed  from  them  wm  bad.  But 
thero  «M  no  such  feeling  M  this  io  the 
eolonieg.  So  far  from  (hat,  when  the  dele- 
gates met  in  Quebea  one  of  the  flrat  Reio- 
lutiona  thej  dreir  up  irai  that,  whateTer 
else  their  Conatilution  might  be,  it  should 
be  framed  upon  the  model  of  the  Conatitu- 
tinn  of  Great  Britain. 
"  'TwM  diltunae  lent  enofaantment  to  tho  tIbw" 
of  the  hon.  Qentleman  of  the  United 
States.  These,  then,  were  the  allerna- 
tirei.  Was  it  not  obriouB  that  the  destinj 
of  thoie  Frofinoes  iras  union  ?  Was  it 
not  obfious  that  Ho*a  Scotia  and  its  har- 
bour of  (talifax  waa  the  outlet  to  the  lea 
for  Canada  ?  And  naa  it  not  equally  clear 
that  a  small  Profince  oould  onlj  find  its 
security  and  the  elementa  of  nationality  in 
joining  its  largo  and  powerful  kindred 
round  it,  to  give  the  whole  weight  and 
importance  ?  And  when  Canada  increased, 
as  it  would  increaie,  then  the  union  of  the 
whole  would  appear  as  neoesaary  for  the 
inlereels  of  tho  colony  as  its  defenco  would 
be  clenrly  an  impoaaihie  undertaking  for 
this  country.  He  implored  the  House, 
thererore,  not  to  take  a  step  which  would 
throw  back  our  colonial  policy  for  half  a 
century,  which  would  hare  the  appearance 
of  an  insult  to  the  QoTcrnment  that  had 
been  offered  a  great  career  of  self-govern- 
ment, and  which  vould  tend  to  destroy  its 
credit  and  its  stability  ;  but  to  follow  the 
course  that  was  indicated  in  the  deapatoh 
of  the  Secretary  of  Stat?,  to  exercise  (heir 
influenoe  in  aaaunging  alarma,  in  aoothing 
jealousies,  and  in  friendly  aid  to  those  en- 
gaged in  the  endeavour  to  build  up  a 
■trong,  a  vigoroua,  and  a  selT-reliant  State. 
Mk.  AYTOUN  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birminghom  (Mr.  Bright) 
would  divide  the  House  on  hii  very  mode- 
rate proposal.  He  believed  tho  subject  to 
be  one  of  the  greatest  importance.  The 
anion  of  Nova  Scotia  with  Canada  had 
occasioned  very  widc-ipread  diasaliafaction; 
and  he  believed  there  were  good  grounda 
for  this  discontent.  The  evil  consequences 
that  had  arisen  were  certainly  greater  than 
any  prospective  good  that  could  be  antici- 
pated from  it.  The  duties  on  the  com- 
merce of  Nova  Scotia  had  been  increased 
and  the  control  over  their  own  revenue  had 
been  taken  from  them.  These  eviia  might 
be  counterbalanced  by  some  proapoct  of 
future  good  ;  but  what  could  Nova  Scotia 
aipcct  from  ita  union  with  Canada?  All 
it  could  hope  to  derive  was  an  increase  of 
taaarity  from  nggteuuta  oil  \\i«  \v^4>  n^- 
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sure  it  ia  with  the  deepest  regret  that  we 
hear  complaints  made  in  Nora  Scotia  of 
the  measure  which  we  passed  unanimously 
last  year,  and  of  the  mode  in  which  that 
anion  was  accomplished.  But  I  cannot 
admit  either  timt  the  consent  of  Nots  Sco- 
tia was  not  giren  to  the  Confederation  or 
that  the  measure  was  any  surprise  to  them. 
The  history  of  North  American  Con- 
federation is  at  rariance  with  such  a  state- 
ment. The  original  idea  of  such  a  Con* 
federation  was  contained  in  the  Report  of 
Lord  Durham;  but  that  seed  remained 
unfruitful  in  the  ground  ;  and  when  at  last 
it  began  to  germinate,  it  was  not  Canada 
which  tried  to  obtain  Confederation  from 
Nora  Scotia,  but  Nova  Scotia  which  tried 
in  vain  to  obtain  Confederation  from  Ca- 
nada. Passing  from  the  early  history  of 
this  question,  with  which  at  this  late  hour 
I  will  not  weary  the  House,  let  us  come  to 
the  precise  period  when  this  difficulty 
arose.     In  1861,  Mr.  Howe,  the  author  or 

Jmncipal  exponent  of  the  present  dissatis- 
action,  was  at  the  head  of  affairs  in  Nova 
Scotia,  and  Dr.  Tupper  was  at  the  head  of 
the  Opposition.  Resolutions,  in  favour  of 
the  union  of  some  or  all  the  colonies  were 
moved  in  the  Assembly  of  Nova  Scotia  by 
the  First  Minister,  Mr.  Howe ;  they  were 
aeeonded  by  Dr.  Tupper;  they  passed  with 
general  consent,  and  I  believe  with  una- 
nimity. In  1862,  Mr.  Howe,  having  ad- 
vised Lord  Mulgrave  to  apply  to  the  Duke 
of  Newcastle  for  permission,  wrote  on  the 
part  of  the  Oovernment  of  Nova  Scotia  a 
Circular  Letter  to  the  other  colonies,  in- 
viting them  to  enter  into  union.  It  was 
Canada  which  then  rejected  the  application 
of  Nova  Scotia.  In  the  following  year 
there  was  a  dissolution  of  the  Nova  Sootian 
Parliament,  and  the  subject  was  before  the 
people.  My  hon.  Friend  says  it  was  not 
the  subject  of  a  hustings  cry.  Was  it 
likely  that  it  should  have  been  ?  It  was 
Dot  because  there  is  no  party  spirit  in  Nova 
Scotia.  Like  most  small  communities  en- 
joying free  institutions.  Nova  Scotia  had 
plenty  of  party  spirit  and  acrimony  ;  and 
if  this  question  did  not  form  a  hustings 
erjt  what  is  the  natural  inference  ?  Just 
what  yon  might  infer — namely,  that  there 
was  at  that  time  no  difference  of  opinion 
on  the  subject.  My  hon.  Friend  said  that 
in  1864,  when  I  was  Colonial  Secretary, 
I  was  shy  in  takbg  any  steps  when  I  re- 
eeived  communications  respecting  the  union 
of  the  Provinces.  Feeling  strongly  the 
benefits  which  will  result  from  Coufedera- 
tioDy  I  shall  be  very  sorry  if  anybody  can 


blame  me  for  lukewarmness  in  this  matter. 
But  I  accept  the  charge  as  showing  that 
the  mother-country,  through  me,  made  no 
undue  attempt  to  force  on  Confederation, 
but  that  we  rather  acted  Ministerially  in 
forwarding  and  promoting  what  we  be- 
lieved to  be  the  objects  and  wishes  of  the 
colonists.  The  project  of  union  first  be- 
came popular  in  the  maritime  provinces  ; 
and  the  moment  it  was  discovered  that 
Canada  was  willing  to  enter  into  the  union, 
it  was  received  with  the  greatest  cordiality 
throughout  the  maritime  Provinces.  My 
hon.  Friend  has  been  a  little  misinformed 
when  he  says  that,  immediately  after  the 
dissolution,  they  were  afraid  to  bring  for- 
ward this  measure  in  the  Assembly  of 
Nova  Scotia.  There  was  a  good  reason  for 
not  bringing  forward  the  measure,  without 
diving  into  motives  not  upon  the  surface. 
No  sane  man  would  have  proposed  to  unite 
Nova  Scotia  with  Canada  when  the  inter- 
vening country,  the  colony  of  New  Bruns- 
wick, was  supposed  to  be  entirely  hostilo  to 
Confederation.  At  that  time  there  was  os 
much  disinclination  to  Confederation  in 
New  Brunswick  as  there  is  said  to  be  in 
Nova  Scotia  now.  That  being  so,  what 
course  did  we  adopt  ?  We  waited  quietly. 
Within  a  year  there  was  an  appeal  to  the 
people  of  New  Brunswick.  The  result  was 
a  large  majority  in  favour  of  Confederation, 
and  the  measure  was  carried.  I  draw  from 
what  has  happened  in  New  Brunswick  the 
inference  that,  though  in  a  small  commu- 
nity a  particular  grievance  may  have  a 
great  effect  for  a  time  in  leading  it  to  op- 
pose a  measure  of  general  interest  and 
advantage,  that  measure  upon  more  ma- 
ture consideration  will  by-and-by  be  cor- 
dially approved.  Such  a  grieyance  is  now 
felt  by  Nova  Scotia.  Let  us  hope  that 
when  it  is  redressed,  the  same  result  will 
follow  as  in  New  Brunswick,  and  that  iu 
a  short  time  we  may  find  Nova  Scotia  as 
sensible  of  the  advantages  of  Confedera- 
tion as  New  Brunswick  now  is.  My  hon. 
Friend  talks  about  the  measure  being  a 
"  surprise  *'  to  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia, 
and  that  there  was  no  time  for  public  dis- 
cussion before  the  Resolution  was  arrived 
St.  Now,  it  so  happens  that  after  it  was 
known  there  that  the  measure  was  before 
the  Imperial  Parliament  the  Assembly  a 
second  time  expressed  an  opinion  favourable 
to  Confederation.  Here  is  an  extract,  and 
it  is  the  only  one  with  which  I  shall  trouble 
the  House,  from  the  Address  of  the  As- 
sembly to  the  Governor,  dated  March  16, 
1867- 
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"W«  han  tMrnt  with  desp  iitiifiutlon  thmt 
tliB  Bffiirta  to  cffKt  ft  utii&otorr  uoion  of  tba 
Britiih  North  Amerioan  colonies  ha*a  beta  lo 
SDOOeurul,  tnd  we  entorlain  no  doubt  that  the 
beat  intereiti  of  all  theM  Prorineei  will  be 
greatly  enhanced,  and  their  conneotion  with  the 
Crown  and  the  parent  State  pcmuDCDtlr  leoured 
tberebj." 

"  Surprise  ?"  *'  No  time  for  discuiaion  ?" 
"  No  opportuDit;  of  appealiog  to  the  pnb- 
lio  V  Why,  this  Address  was  passed  six 
monlbs  or  more  after  tlio  dolegntcs  had 
been  sent  to  tbis  countr;,  nnd  when  tlie 
news  hnd  returned  to  NuTtL  Sootift  that  we 
were  actually  engaged  at  that  Diomont  in 
gifiog  effect  to  their  wishes.  What  are 
we  to  do  under  Buch  oircumatanceB  ?  De- 
termine that  tho  Legislature  of  a  colonj 
is  not  the  true  exponent  of  llio  feeling;  uf 
a  colony  ?  What  eoniequencca  will  flow 
from  such  a  doctrine  J  When  we  hare 
conceded  free  inttitutions  to  a  colony,  nre 
WD  to  turn  round  upon  the  representalireB 
elected  by  the  people,  and  ^ay,  "  You  are 
sot  the  true  judges  oF  public  opinion  in 
the  colony.  We  shall  conetitute  ounelTei 
the  judges?"  That  is  a  principle  preg- 
nant with  eril  consequences,  and  cuts  at 
the  root  of  the  lelf-goTernmcnt  which  it 
is  onr  boast  lliat  we  have  conferred  upon 
our  colonies.  We  are  no  doubt  bound  to 
do  all  we  can  to  remote  ditcontent,  and  I 
was  glad  to  hear  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentlenian  oppoaite  that  ineaaures  are  al- 
ready in  progress  that  I  trust  will  ha 
the  effect  of  turning  the  tide  of  opinion 
NoTa  Scotia.  There  can  ho  no  doubt 
what  that  discontent  originstcd.  When 
the  colonies  were  separsle  their  tariffs  were 
different ;  there  were  differunt  currencies 
and  different  circu  ma  lances  of  trade.  The 
Brat  effect  of  this  Confcdemtion  waa  to 
alter  this  state  of  tilings,  and  it  could  not 
but  be  expected  that  the  alteration  would 
be  attended  with  some  dissatisfaction,  some 
dislocation  of  existing  intcresla,  some  tIo- 
tence  to  habita  long  cherished.  In  the 
present  instance  it  la  at  once  accounted  for 
beoauae  the  Canodiaa  tariff,  which  was 
15  per  eeot,  seems  to  liare  been  subsii- 
tuted  for  the  Nova  Scotian  tariff,  which 
was  one  of  10  per  cent.  That  is  a  case, 
110  doubt,  that  calls  for  consideration  and 
redress,  and  I  am  gind  to  understand  that 
nieaaurea  are  being  taken  which  I  hope 
aro  likely  to  conduce  lo  that  reault.  1 
should  be  glsd  to  learn  that  the  influence 
of  the  Colonial  OfSce  is  to  be  applied  so 
far  as  it  legitimately  can  be  with  the  view 
of  attaining  that  result.  Uy  noble  Priend 
the  present  Goreroor  General  of  Canada 
Mr.  Cariwill 


I  has  adminiatare 
office  in  a  way 
the  highest  eul 
and  therefore  I 
!  respectful  to  hii 
the  period  of  liii 
I  been  influenced 
{opinions  of  the 
j  ment  in  Canadi 
,  too,  that  he  hi 
'  wards  a  measu: 
{  nith  BO  much  a 
of  office  is  com 
I  the  duty  of  thi 
new  Governor — 
I  asBociations,  and 
to  do  with  the  < 
They  will  then  I 
lecting  one  who 
embarrasBcd  mi 
who  will  bo  ID  a 
sionntely  of  the 
Scotia.  For  my 
lo  eon  sent  to  an; 
affairs  of  this  gt 
tinned  that  inte 
some  future  daj 

rcBponsihiiily  in 
our  taking  a  si 
'  stance  aroae  froi 
I  kindly  intenlioni 
I  ing  of  discouten 
i  away  ai  it  has 
,  Brunswick.  Th 
,  in  any  colony  a 
I  than  there  is  in 
of  our  colonies  ; 
more  buijineas-lil 
and  when  this  gi 
and  this  discoot 
will,  I  believe, 
tion  with  satisfai 
far  anything  1 
weight  with  the 
ham  in  dealing 
terests  of  those 
case  to  hia  handi 
the  responeibilitj 
tion  to  the  Minis 
lieriug  that  our  i 
be  attended  wi 
think,  be  pursi 
high  position  in 
at  the  same  li 
inlercBts  of  thi 
aervo. 

Mr.  GOBST, 
Motion  of  the  )i 
ham,  said,  that 


1698 


American 


{JuHS  16, 1868) 


Ocm/Hhratum. 


1694 


_  1 


that  the  House  legislated  last  year  in  the 
helief  that  all  the  States  concerned  were 
consenting  parties  to  the  Bill.     He  could 
not,   however,   agree   in   the  opinion  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham— that  the  measure  was  proposed  by 
the  Earl  of  Carnarron  with  the  full  know- 
ledge that  Nova  Scotia  had  withheld  her 
consent,  nor   could  the  House  bo  aware 
that  such  was  the  fact.      In  matters  of 
this  nature  the  House  must  to  a  great  ex- 
tent rely  upon  the  statements  of  the  Go- 
vernment; for  it  would  he  impossible  for 
the  House,   with  its  small  experience  of 
colonial  affairs,  to  examine  such  allega- 
tions as  those   contained  in  the  petition 
presented  last  year  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham.     If  the  House,  therefore, 
made  a  mistake  last  year  it  was  an  inno- 
cent and  inoffensive  one.     But  it  was  now 
evident  from  the  flood  of  information  which 
kad  since  poured  in,  not  only  that  the  Nova 
Scotians  were  now  unwilling,  but  that  they 
had  always  been  unwrlling  to  consent  to 
form  a  portion  of  this  Confederation.    The 
delegates  from  Nova   Scotia  had,  indeed, 
misrepresented  the  feelings  of  the  people 
on  whose  behalf  they  spoke,  and  the  people 
of  Nova  Scotia  did  not  hesitate   to   use 
strong  language;  for  they  did  not  hesitate 
to  declare  that  Her  Majesty  was  led  to 
believe  that  they  were  favourable  to  the 
aeheme  by  means  of  a  '*  fraud  "  and  an 
**  imposition."     How  could  we  turn  a  deaf 
ear  to  the  statement  that  the  constituted 
AQthorities  of  Nova  Scotia  were  opposed 
to  the  union  with  Canada,  and  that  a  fraud 
asd  imposition  had  been  practised  upon  the 
House  ?     Acting  on  the  principle  adopted 
last  year,  the  least  the  House  could  do  was 
to  pay  attention  to  the  representations  now 
made,  and  to  institute  inquiry;  for  it  was 
not  asserted  that  there  was  any  mistake 
in   the  strong    representations  which  the 
ddegates    from   Nova   Scotia    had   come 
erer  to  make.     On  any  ordinary  question 
Nofa  Scotia  might  be  referred  to  the  au- 
thorities of  the  Dominion ;  but  not  when 
she  complained  of  being  included  within 
that  Dominion.     We  had  only  a  choice  of 
evils  ;    but   «vas  it  not  a  greater  evil  to 
eoerce  an  unwilling  people  into  subjection 
to  a  detested  Power  than  to  shake  some- 
what the  security  and  stability  of  the  new 
dominion  ?     If  kind  words  could  stop  the 
months  of  the  Nova   Scotians,  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Cardwell) 
might  conciliate  them  ;  but  it  was  useless 
to  attempt  such  conciliation  when  denying 
a  right.    It  was  so  clear  that  the  Nova 


Scotians  had  a  right  to  inquiry,  that  in 
the  event  of  a  division  he  would  support 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham. 

Admibal  EESKINE,  having  presented 
on  a  former  occasion  a  petition  from 
31,000  inhabitants  of  Nova  Scotia,  wished 
to  say,  he  believed  their  disinclination  for 
Confederation  was  founded,  not  upon  any 
apprehension  of  increased  burdens  or  da- 
mage to  material  interests;  but  rather  on  a 
fear  lest  their  conneotfon  with  this  country 
should  be  imperilled,  for  they  were  distin- 
guished by  a  rational  loyalty  based  upon 
identity  of  feeling  and  sympathy  with  our- 
selves. After  the  conflicting  statements 
that  had  been  made,  it  would  be  unreason- 
able to  refuse  the  request  for  inquiry. 

Mr.  EARSLARE  said,  he  thought  the 
last  letter  of  the  Duke  of  Buckingham  to 
the  colony,  dated  the  present  month,  showed 
that  the  Government  intended  to  consult 
the  interests  of  Nova  Scotia  in  the  future. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  :  I  shall  make  only  one 
or  two  observations  on  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies.     His  principal  objection 
to  my  proposition  was   that  the  issue  of 
the  proposed  Commission  would,  in  point 
of  fact,  be  a  direct  insult  to  the  whole  of 
the  Canadian  Dominion.     My  right  hon. 
Friend    the     Member     for    Oxford    (Mr. 
Cardwell)  at  the  same  time  said  that  thu 
Colonial  Ofiice,  through  its  new  Governor 
General,  and  that  the  Crown  through  him, 
would  exercise  certain  influences  as  far  as 
they  might  upon  the  Government  at  Ottawa 
for  the  purpose  of  adjusting  the  differences 
of  Nova  Scotia.     It  appears  to  me  that  if 
my  proposition  would  be    held  to  be  an 
insult,   the  continual  and  repeated  inter- 
ferences of  the  Coloniol  Office,  and  of  the 
Crown,   through    the    Governor  General, 
would   be  liable  to  the  same  description. 
Now,  the  difference  between  the  Treasury 
Bench   and    the    right   hon.  Member  for 
Oxford  and  myself  is  this — that  they  do 
not  regard  the  present  state  of  things  in 
Nova  Scotia  os  at  all  as  serious  as  I  re- 
gard it.     Of  course,  if  the  thing  will  blow 
over,  and  you  can,  through  tho  Governor 
General  coming  into  the  harbour  at  Hali- 
fax, and  seeing   leading  men   there,   rub 
away  everything  that  is  unpleasant,  then 
my  Motion  is  in  no  degree  necessary  ;   but 
I  believe  that  the  state  of  things  is  far 
more  serious  than  either  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the    Colonies  or  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford  seems  to 
suppose.     My  own  impression  is  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  S^i^x^V^x^^ 
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hu  made  a  ipeecb  about  the  most  injudi- 
oioua  that  could  possibly  haie  been  made 
on  the  question  for  otij  Member  of  this 
House  hoMing  his  office  ;  and  I  believe 
that  when  his  speech  reaches  Americn  he 
will  find  that  it  nil!  haTe  a  very  injurious 
effect  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  will  not  lend 
in  the  slightest  degree  to  allaj  the  gather- 
ing discontent  trhich  is  felt  in  New  Bruns- 
wick. The  right  bon.  Qentlenian,  as  bo 
does  upon  other  ociasions,  did  me  an  in- 
iuslice  with  regard  to  what  I  said  last 
jear.  He  said  that  when  the  North  Ame- 
rican Confederation  Bill  was  under  discus- 
sion, I  approTcd  eTerjthing  in  it  which 
would  make  the  ConTcileration  like  Ame- 
rica, and  condemned  everything  in  it 
which  wouldj  make  the  Confederation  re- 
■emhle  England.  Now,  what  I  condemned 
in  the  Bill  wos  the  putting  a  Froiince  into 
it  whose  population  had  not  consented  ; 
and  nest  I  called  in  question  the  wisdom 
of  nominating  a  Legislative  Council,  or  ' 
Upper  House,  for  the  whole  dominion  of 
Canada.  The  first  part  of  my  objection 
to  the  Bill,  1  think,  is  justified  by  what  lias 
taken  place.  Ahhough  ibere  is  no  com- 
plaint DOW  wiib  regard  to  the  other  part  of 
my  objection,  I  have  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  before  we  are  many  years  older 
we  shall  find  that  that  Council  will  not  be 
■attsfactory  to  the  people  of  the  dominion. 
Now,  with  regard  lo  dividing  en  this  ques- 
tion, I  have  this  to  say— If  I  were  to 
divide  with  a  very  small  minority,  the  im- 
pression on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic 
would  be  this — that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons has  emphatically  shut  the  door  in  the 
face  of  the  petitioners  whose  petition  I 
have  presented,  and  whose  case  I  have 
endeavoured  to  represent  to  the  House. 
At  the  same  time,  the  speech  of  the  right 
boa.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  holds  out  no  hope  whatsoever 
that  the  Government  will  even  fairly  con- 
sider the  question.  His  speech  is  a  speech 
of  indignation  positively  at  tho  Canadion 
people  coming  here  to  lay  their  case  before 
this  House.  As  this  House  paesed  the 
Bill  last  Session,  and  the  Neva  Scotian 
people  came  here  to  lay  their  complaints 
before  the  House,  surely  they  have  a  right 
to  be  treated  with  great  consideration. 
The  course  which  the  right  hon.  Genlle- 
raan  bae  taken  forces  mo  to  ask  the  House 
to  divide  upon  the  Motion.  I  do  not  at  all 
conceal  from  myself  that  tho  House  may 
not  agree  to  my  Motion  ;  but  passibly,  if 
they  do  not,  they  may,  in  the  course  of 
another  year,  make  an  inquiry  into  this 
Mr.  Bright 


question,  and  I 
cover  that  it  is 
voured  to  deac 
my  right  hon 
Oxford  made  i 
tory  i  and  but 
hon.  Oenllemo 
should  not  hate 

Question  put 

The  House 

183  :  Msjority 

EOOLESIA 
IMr.  Mas  Em 

[BILt  37 

Order  for  Se 

Mk.  mac  1 

port  of  llio  Lo 

clesiastioal  Til 

to  the  other  He 

ask  the  House 

reading  of  this 

vernment  prom 

wise  be  shouli 

House.    The 

■econd  reading 

-Mr.  Q.  mo: 

Motion. 

Motion  niad< 
"That  the  B 
time." — {Mr. 
Mb.  SCHR 
on  the  Paper  tl 
time  that  day 
that  the  bette 
Government  lo 

Mb.  VANC 
femment  won! 
to  other  prival 
hon.  Member  f 
Mr.  GAT& 
believed  that  tl 
had  several  tin 
the  second  rei 
Members  niigl 
perusing  the  F 
the  House  of 
measure.  Ue 
would  be  made 
lion  of  that  Ri 
mens,  and  wb 
.  hon.  Members 
I  find  an  opporti 
j  reading  of  his 
DO  object  in 


1691 


Canada—AUtgvi  \ivvM  17,  1868|        Fh^ff  m  « PrmM.       169S 


nofllie  Bill;  but,  having  r«gar<l ' 
a  state  ot  PuUio  Business,  ho  oould 
not  promise  a  day  for  it. 

Tbb  O'DONOGIIUE  reeoDimended  his 
hon.  Friend  ihe  Member  for  Meath  to 
divide  the  House, 

SiH  JAMES  M'KBNXA  tI>ouglit  the 
Bill  hnd  been  postponed  to  frequently  that 
n  division  sliould  take  place  without  any 
further  delnjr.  Ho  did  nut  see  why  the 
legislation  of  the  House  should  be  stopped 
in  reference  to  the  opinioD  of  a  Committee 
of  llie  llnuse  of  Lords. 

Colonel  W.  STUART  moied  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Motion  mode,  and  Question  put,  "  Thsl 
the  Debate  bo  no<r  adjourned." —  {Colotwt 
WiUiam  Stuart.) 

The  House  divided :~Aj<st  Ii2  ;  Noes 
85  :  Uojorit;  57. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To- 


ESTABLISHED  CHORCn  (IRELAND) 

BILL— [BiLt    IIT.] 

(JUr.  Oladitaae,  Sir  Qtarga  Oreg,  Mr.  liouinm, ) 

rensa  rbadixo. 

Order  for  Tliird  Kcading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  | 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read^the  thiril 
time." — (J/r.  Gladilone.) 

Sir  FUEDBRICK  HETGATB  said. 
be  did  nut  rise  for  the  purpose  of  offering 
further  opposition  to  the  Bill,  but  wished 
to  clear  liimselT  from  a  Btateincnt  wliieh  he 
WAS  reported  to  hnve  made  upon  the  Mu 
tiun  with  regard  to  a  Jtojnl  residence,  h> 
tliB  hou.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Clare. 
[■■  Order,  order  !  "] 

COLOKEL  STUAUT  KN'OX  protested. 
in  ilie  name  of  nil  the  independent  Mem- 
bers of  ercrjr  class  and  creed  in  Ireland, 
■gftinst  tlie  third  reading  of  this  Bill  ; 
but.  as  it  trns  going  lo  its  Inst  resling- 
fltee,  he  should  nut  giro  llie  llouio  tho 
trouble  of  diridiug  upon  it. 

Bill  read  the  third  lime  a.ni  patted. 

KOKICIPAL  ELECTIONS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Od  Motioo  of  1'lie  LnRt>  Abtociti,  Bill  lo 
■minil  lliB  l-iwa  for  llio  Eleciioa  of  lh«  Mngii- 
fraics  and  Councils  of  llnjal  nnd  I'srlinmcnlnrv 
'Borglis  in  Soulbiid,  OTdtred  to  be  brought  ia  b; 
TbB  Loan  Asyocitb  aad  Ur.  Secretarj  (j^tbobi  e 
Bakst. 


Honss  a^joarDsd  at  a  qi 
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HOUSE    OP    COMMO-NS, 
Wednetdag,  Jmu  t7,  1868, 

MINUTES.]  — PuBUo   Btlu— IMrrMt— Rail. 

wn;  Companies  (Irelaud)  Adrincei';  Lands 
CIsuHS  Contolidntion  Aet  (IBIS)  Anisnd- 
menl  •  ;  Bank  of  Bombaj.' 

Fim  Rtadimi—lj.i\ii  Cl.iuses  Consul !dkt ion  Aot 
[ISlfiJ  Am'endmCDt ■  [ITGI;  Bnilwaf  Coinpit- 
niei  (Ireland)  AdTUDces  *  [I7T];  Bank  of 
Bombsj"  [178]. 

Seecnd  Readinp — Muiiicipsl  Corporations  (Me- 
tropolis), [IDS]  debate  adjoamed ;  Probata  of 
Willi,  dM.(IreIand)>  [136]. 

?()inini(l(e~MuDiaip:<lItaIe(t:dinburgh)*{09]. 

Reporf— Munioipsl  Bate  (Edinburgh)"  [BUJ. 

Third  fteodin?— In  closure  (No.  ?)•  [162];  Al- 
•   "-    '■■  (leaS)  Perpetonlion •  [lfl3];  Jadg- 


CANADA— ALLEGED  FLOGGING  IN  A 
PRISON.- QUESTION. 

Mr.  REABDEN  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
Ihe  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  it  be  true,  as  reported  in 
some  American  and  English  Papers  that 
the  Rev.  Mr.  U'Mahon,  now  confined  in  a 
Canadian  Prison,  has  been  flogged  for  the 
offence  of  receiving  n  few  copies  of  a  news- 
paper  that  had  bi'un  forwarded  to  him  ? 

Mn.  ADDEBLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
since  he  had  seen  the  question  on  the 
Notice  Paper,  npon  which  it  had  appeared 
that  day  fur  the  first  time,  he  had  caused 
all  the  Amcncan  Pupers  in  the  Coloniol 
Office  to  be  searched,  and  the  only  allusion 
to  anything  approaching  the  report  referred 
to  hy  the  hon.  Member  was  in  the  Toronro 
Weekly  Leader,  in  which  he  found  it 
staled  that  one  of  the  prisoners  in  the  pro- 
vincial Penitentiary  had  been  discovered 
with  B  copy  of  the  Irish  American,  aPenian 
newspaper,  and  hod  been  punished  for 
refusing  to  divulge  the  source  from  which 
it  had  come.  That  was  Ihe  only  founda- 
tion for  the  report.  The  Rev.  Mr.  M'Mahon 
was  a  Fenian  priest  who  bed  been  let  off 
being  hanged,  mid  was  confined  in  one  of 
the  Cunadian  prisons. and  he(JIr.  Addcrley) 
could  find  no  fuundatioD  whalcrer  for  such 
a  report  as  that  to  which  the  hon.  tionlle- 
raan  had  alluded.  Aa  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  hud  given  Fome  currency  to  the 
report  by  putting  his  Quesliun  on  the  Notice 
Paper,  it  was  only  right  that  ho  should 
take  some  means  of  verifying  the  statement, 
if  that  could  be  done,  because  it  was  not 
proper  that  the  Notice  Paper  of  IhatHousa 
8  I 
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shouH  be  mado  the  Teliido  of  circulation 
for  repott*  of  that  dedcription. 

Ma.  ItEARDEN  Baiil,  that  his  only  ob- 
ject in  ptitttng  Iho  question  was  to  obtain 
a  contradiction,  bccau'o  audi  a  report  if 
n neon trsiiic ted  would  havo  a  moat  per- 
il tcioui  effect.  Hewasvery  glad,  therefore, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  bo  em- 
phatically denied  the  truth  of  the  report. 


TURNPIKE  TRUSTS  BILI^BiiL  «.] 

(Jfr.    Knatchiull-Bugeitfn,   Mr.   Oeorgt   CUvs, 

Mr.  Ooldaey,  Mr.  Agrtm.) 

SECOITD  ltI!AIIINa. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
Ma.  KSATCHBULL  -  HUQESSES^ 
antd :  *  Sir.  in  introducing  a  Bill  upon  this 
Bul>jcct  last  year,  I  Btutpf),  as  fully  and 
clearly  as  I  could,  the  historjof  the  tnrn- 
pike  question.  I  have  now  to  carry  it  a 
littlo  further,  My  Rill  was  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  which  sat  through  the 
tnOQlhs  of  Uay  and  June,  and,  having 
amended  the  Bill  and  mailo  a  Hpecial 
Beport,  eent  the  Sill  oo  amended  back  to 
thi«  House  at  a  period  too  lato  to  allow  of 
ita  being  passed  unless  it  had  been  adopted 
by  tho  Qovernment.  Xow  the  Ilouie,  by 
passing  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
without  opposition,  hniing  sanctioned  its 
main  principle — namely,  that  tolls  should 
be  ebolishcil,  the  Select  Committee  had  to 
decide  upon  the  best  means  of  accomplish- 
ing that  object,  or,  rather,  whether  it 
could  be  well  and  fairly  accomplished  hy 
the  proposals  of  the  Bill — the  Committee 
—  composed  of  nineteen  Members,  of 
whom  ten  sat  on  the  Gorernmcnt  sido  of 
the  House — adopted,  either  unanimously 
or  by  large  majorities,  the  proposals  of  the 
Sill  with  reference  to  tlio  following  points. 
First,  the  termination  of  all  trusts  out  of 
debt ;  secondly,  -the  inquiry  into  the 
debts  of  trusts  still  in  debt ;  and  thirdly, 
the  manner  in  which  the  repairs  of  the 
roads  should  be  borne  after  the  termina- 
tion of  the  trusts.  Tho  point  upon 
which  the  proposal  in  the  Bill  wos  not 
assented  to  by  the  Committee  was  the 
manner  in  which  existing  debts  should  be 
dealt  with  after  their  value  had  been 
oaeertoined.  The  Bill  proposed  that  the 
Home  Secretary,  at  that  stage  of  the  affair, 
ehould,  byan  Order  under  bis  hand,  ap- 
portion the  debt  and  tho  annual  pny- 
mcnts  in  liquidation  thereof  between  the 
different  parishes  and  highway  districts  ; 
that,  if  necessary,  tolls  should,  by  his 
Order,  be  collected,  in  each  case  for  a  fixed 
Hr,  Addnhy 
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port.  Bat  I  maintaiQ  that,  in  all  these ! 
oases,  it  is  wise  to  proceed  gradually ;  and 
that  whilst  my  Bill  will  in  no  way  pre- 
vent the  future  alteration  of  the  llighway 
Act,  it  actually  paves  the  way  for  that 
uniform  system  of  road  management  which 
is  thus  strongly  recommended.  I  do  for 
the  first  time — and  this  the  Select  Com> 
mittee  agreed  to — place  the  repairs  of 
these  roads  upon  the  common  or  district 
fund  of  highway  districts  where  such 
exist,  instead  of  upon  the  individual 
parishes  in  which  the  road  happens  to  be 
situate.  And  where  counties  have  not 
adopted  the  Highway  Act,  I  leave  the 
law  precisely  as  it  stands,  so  that  the 
liability  of  no  individual  parish  will  be 
increased  by  the  measure,  if  the  parish 
have  within  it  a  length  of  turnpike  road ; 
but»  on  the  contrary,  that  liability  will  be 
lightened  if  the  parish  be  now  part  of  a 
highway  district,  or  if  the  county  in  which 
it  is  situate  shall  hereafter  adopt  the 
Highway  Act,  when  the  charge  will  fall 
upon  the  district  instead  of  the  parish. 
Of  course  a  new  liability — though,  as  I 
shall  be  able  to  show,  more  apparent  than 
real — will  attach  to  those  parishes  which 
do  not  happen  to  have  within  them  any 
portion  of  the  turnpike  road  ;  but  the  more 
true  it  is  that  these  roads  are  main  tho- 
roughfares, the  more  evident  is  it  that 
this  is  a  liability  which  ought  not  to  rest 
alone  upon  the  few  parishes  in  which  the 
road  actually  lies,  and  which  neighbouring 

Sarishes,  which  equally  use  the  road  un- 
lirly  escape  when  a  trust  terminates 
under  the  present  Law.  But,  Sir,  with 
the  leave  of  the  House  I  wish  now  to 
examine  into  the  grounds  upon  which 
this  measure  is  opposed — A  large  number 
of  petitions  have  been  presented  against 
it.  Chambers  of  Agriculture  have  gene- 
rally viewed  it  with  disfavour,  and  I, 
whose  interests  are  entirely  bound  up 
with  those  of  the  land,  am  represented  as 
wishing  to  increase  the  burdens  upon  land,' 
aDd  to  add  to  local  taxation.  Now,  Sir, 
the  position  I  take  is  this  —  The  present 
turnpike  system  is  unfair,  unequal,  and 
expensive.  It  has  been  condemned  by 
three  Parliamentary  Committees,  and  must 
•ooner  or  later  be  the  subject  of  legislation. 
But  that  legislation  will  be  more  and  more 
difficult,  and  the  matter  will  become  more 
and  more  complicated  if  we  go  on  annually 
allowing  some  trusts  to  terminate,  and 
others  to  obtain  from  Parliament  a  renewed 
lease  of  life  for  different  periods  of  time. 
Therefore,  partly  for  this  reason  and  partly 


because  there  are  such  different  theories 
upon  this  subject,  I  urge  upon  the  House 
that,  whether  the  particular  plan  of  this 
Bill  be  adopted  or  not,  it  is  high  time  that 
Parliament  should  lay  down  some  clear  and 
definite  principles  upon  which  it  is  prepared 
to  legislate.  The  opposition  to  this  Bill  is 
mainly  based  upon  three  grounds — 1.  The 
fear  that  rates  will  be  increased.  2.  The 
argument  that  the  debt  ought  to  be  paid 
off,  partly  or  wholly,  from  the  general 
taxation  of  the  country.  3.  The  state- 
ment that  the  system  is  working  itself  out 
well,  and  requires  no  legislative  interfer- 
ence. I  must  say  a  word  upon  each  of  these 
heads.  Upon  the  first  I  can  only  repeat 
that,  wherever  the  expenses  are  thrown 
over  the  wider  area  of  the  highway  district, 
the  rates  will  bo  lightened  to  many  parishes 
and  the  burden  will  be  more  fairly  dis- 
tributed among  all.  Still  more  wilP rates 
be  lightened  as  the  enormous  outlay  upon 
collection  and  management  gradually  dis- 
appears. I  need  hardly  remind  tlie  House 
that  this  outlay  is  variously  estimated  at 
from  30  to  50  per  cent,  upon  the  turnpike 
revenue,  and  even  if  the  lowest  figure  be 
adopted  there  must  be  something  radically 
wrong  in  such  a  system.  If  it  is  disputed 
that  a  very  large  amount  of  turnpike 
revenue  is  expended  upon  collection  and 
management,  I  may  appeal  to  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Select  Committee  of  1864, 
especially  that  given  by  Mr.  Newmarch, 
Mr.  Talbot,  Mr.  Clive,  Mr.  Higgins,  and 
Mr.  Lees.  This  will  bear  out  my  state- 
ment that  the  estimate  of  this  expenditure 
is  from  30  to  50  per  cent  upon  the  revenue. 
But  I  will  not  be  satisfied  with  this  appeal, 
I  will  support  my  statement  by  further 
evidence.  The  seventeenth  Annual  Report, 
presented  this  year  to  Parliament  under 
the  Act  of  the  3  &  4  IFilL  IV,  c.  80, 
states  at  page  4  that  the  amount  expended 
upon  salaries  and  law  charges  during  the 
year  1866  amounted  to  something  over 
10|  per  cent  upon  the  turnpike  revenue. 
But  to  this  must  be  added  the  salaries  of 
toll  collectors,  the  lighting  and  repairing 
toll  houses,  the  hire  of  rooms  for  meetings 
of  trustees,  and  several  incidental  expenses 
peculiar  to  the  present  system.  The  annual 
expense  of  a  toll  gate  alone  has  generally 
been  reckoned  at  from  £25  to  £30  per  gate, 
and  if  I  take  all  these  expenses  at  20  per 
cent,  on  the  revenue — saying  nothing  of  the 
profit  of  the  toll  lessee  wherever  the  tolls 
are  let — 1  have  here  more  than  my  30  per 
cent,  and  I  think  I  have  shown  the  House 
that  it  will  be  quite  safe  to  base  calcula- 
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tions  upon  this  amount  as  tlie  saTtng  which  I  <*p«ii'  of  the  old 
will  nctually  bo  made  under  tho  head  of  i  fi"in"lr  cort  we  J 
Colleclion  and  manogement— of  coorae  the  I  ^^^^^  Sodburj  Tro 
benefit  to  the  rotepnyerB  Homewhat  depends  ■  j.ot  an  turnpikei 
Upon  the  question  of  liow  fur  ratepayers  ,  be  repaired  by  a  I 
BQ(1  tollpayers  are  identical.  I  eon  only  j  '"='  bnatti  bjr  I 
Bay  that  the  evidence  token  before  the  And  thi»,  Sir, 
three  Sileet  Committees — to  whieh  I  hnvo  |  letter  whieh  I 
already  alluded— and  tho  opinions  of  those  1 1  stated  that  21 
Committees,  go  to  prove  this — that,  since  to  expiro  withit 
the  iulroduction  of  roilways,  the  through  ■  ig,  an  averoge  o 
traffic— that  is,  the  traffic  created  by  others  I  the  accuracy  t 
than  the  ratepayers  of  the  distiict  has  ;  challenged,  I  \t 
enormously  diminished — that  in  ilie  great  I  rity.  I  wrote 
majority  of  instances  the  ratepayers  are  I  certaia  the  num 
the  toUpayers,  and  therefore  that  tho  bur-  [  Acts,  or  exlens: 
den  which  is  now  borne  in  the  shape  of ,  during  the  last 
tolls  will,  if  this  Ei!l  pass,  he  borne  here-  |  number  of  trus 
after  in  the  shape  of  rates  to  a  great  extent  |  nated,  and  havt 
by  tlio  same  persons  who  bear  it  now.  But 
it  will  bo  homo  reduced,  modified,  and 
regulated  by  the  proTisions  of  tliis  Bill, 
and  instead  of  having  a  debt  hanging  over 
their  heeds,  which  as  to  its  amount  and 
duration  is  painfully  uncertain,  the  rate- 
payers Mill  have  before  them  a  reduced 
but  a  certain  and  specified  debt,  with  the 
Buro  prospect  of  its  early  liquidation. 
Moreover,  the  cKpendiluro  will  bo  under 
the  control  of  the  ratepayers  Iheraselvcs, 
instend  of  in  the  hands  of  an  irresponsible 
body  of  trustee?,  bo  that  representation 
and  taxation  niil  go  together.  And  be  it 
remembered  that  llie  majority  of  trusts  are 
at  this  moment  only  kept  alive  by  the  An- 
nual Contiounnce  Act.  Ry  refusing  to 
insert  them  tiiercin  tho  Home  Seoretnry 
may  at  any  time  force  them  either  to  ex- 
pire or  to  come  to  Parliament  at  great  ex- 
pense to  obtiiin  a  new  Act,  the  grunting  of 
which  must  be uncirtuin  ;  so  that  the  state 
of  things  under  which  parishes  fear  an  in- 
crease of  their  rates  does  actually  exist  now, 
and  may  very  largely  prevnil  at  any  mo- 
ment. To  show  that  this  is  no  funeifui  [  fairly  in  the  fai 
■tatemcnt  of  my  own,  I  will  refer  the  ■  are  otherwise  ' 
House  to  the  case  of  two  trusts  in  the  i  provisionB  of  1 
county  of  Gloucestershire,  which  expired  |  still  maintain 
last  }-eBr — the  Bristol  and   the   "  Uiburj  ;  debt,  it  should  I 


tlie  same  peno 
from  Mr.  Harri 
this  branch  in 
rale  man,  and, 
present  system. 
last  eleven  year 
new  Acts  or  i 
tained,  and  witt 
have  lenninateo 


jean  ISeit— 07in 
Iwr  ii  330." 

I  think  this  «h 
cation  of  the  b; 
of  existing  Trui 
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to  legislate  no' 
cipte,  rather  11 
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and  Daiicy's  Fancy  "  Trusts.  Theso  trusts 
might,  if  they  had  pleased,  have  come  to 
Purliament  for  a  now  Act.  They  did  not 
do  so,  and  when  they  terminated  upwards 
of  170  miles  of  turnpike  road  fell  upon  tho 
rates  of  individual  parishes.  Can  anjthing 
ho  harder  ?  The  clergyman  of  one  of 
those  parishes  writes  to  me  thus — 

"  Mj  onlj'  excuas  for  intrudinf  npon  jou  ll  thnt 
I  SRI  >  clcrgjm.-in  who  Bnd  mjielt  ansxpectedlj 
land  to  tlie  amoant  of  aear  £00  a  jcnr,  for  tho 
Mr.  KtwichbuUSugetKn    - 


itiunal  chart 
to  my  right  hoi 
tary  to  state  b 
clearly,  unequi' 
Now,  let  us  ex 
ture  and  amoun: 
of  nominal  deb 
was  £3,536.001 
reduced  by  £11 
December,  186 
bably  now  abou 
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late  that,  under  the  proyisions  of  this  Bill, 
less  than  £2,000,000  *^ould  discharge  the 
full  amount  of  actual  debt.  I  beg  special 
attention  to  this  fact — that  the  balances 
in  the  hands  of  the  treasurers  on  the  3l8t 
of  December,  1866,  amounted  to  nearly 
£300,000,  and  there  is,  rooreoyer,  a  Inrge 
amount  to  be  realized  by  the  sale  of 
materials  and  sites  of  toll  houses  and 
other  trust  property.  In  1866  there 
were  —  trusts  out  of  debt,  191;  trusts 
in  debt,  791  :  total.  982.  Of  the  791 
trusts  in  debt,  441 — representing  of  the 
remaining  debt  £1,900,592 — paid  off  a 
portion  of  their  debt  in  1866.  Of  these 
268  paid  off  at  par,  though  some  very 
small  sums  ;  183  paid  at  Tarious  rates 
below  par  ;  93  of  these  trusts  pay  no  inte- 
rest on  their  debt,  or  an  interest  not  ex- 
ceeding 2  per  cent.  350  trusts — repre- 
senting of  the  debt  £1,461,253— paid  off 
no  debt  at  all.  Of  the  whole  amount  of 
debt  one-third  or  above  £1,000,000,  pays 
an  interest  not  exceeding  2}  per  cent,  of 
wl^ich  amount  £6 1 2, 000  bears  interej^t  from 
Id.  per  cent  up  to  2  per  cent,  and  £280,000 
bears  no  interest,  or  only  a  nominal  in- 
terest. Many  of  the  trusts  which  pay  a  high 
interest  are  just  tho!<e  which  pay  off  none 
of  the  principal  of  their  debt,  and  which, 
if  the  present  law  continues,  will  come  to 
be  sharply  dealt  with  by  the  Home  Secre- 
tary— muchof  their  debt  extinguished,  and 
the  interest  lowered — if.  indeed,  they  ore 
allowed  to  exist  at  ull.  Of  150  trusts 
Trhich  expended  money  in  improvements 
in  1866,  110  were  in  debt,  of  which  43 
paid  off  no  debt  that  year.  These  are 
some  of  the  facts  which  induce  mo  to  be- 
lieve that  £2,000,000  will  more  than  suf- 
fice to  discharge  the  actual  debt.  If  fur- 
ther proof  be  wanted  as  to  the  state  of 
the  debt,  let  me  refer  to  the  annual  Re- 
port from  the  Home  Office  last  year, 
which  states  at  page  8— * 

"  There  arc,  however,  many  trusts  whose  con- 
dition it  vcrjr  unsatisfactory,  and  to  remedy  which 
the  powers  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  State  ap- 
pear to  be  inadequate.  Thus,  in  the  accounts 
for  18C5,  it  may  be  observed  that  on  445  trusts 
no  portion  of  the  mortgage  debt  was  paid  off ;  but 
an  examination  of  past  years  shows  that  on  201 
trusts  no  debt  has  been  paid  for  three  years  ;  on 
235  trusts  none  has  been  paid  for  six  years ;  on 
101  trusts  none  has  been  paid  for  ten  years  ;  and 
on  141  trusts  none  has  been  paid  for  fifteen 
yean." 

Kow,  Sir,  the  payment  and  the  manage- 
ment of  this  debt  is  most  unequal  and 
irregular.  Sometimes  money  in  hand, 
•▼aUable  to  pay  off  debt,  is  bo  applied 


without  due  notice  being  given  to  the 
bondholders,  in  order  that  they  may  tender 
the  lowest  amount  which  they  are  willing 
to  take,  and  so  the  most  may  be  made  of 
the  money  so  to  be  applied.  Constantly 
money  is  expended  in  improvements,  or — 
as  I  have  olready  shown  the  House — car- 
ried over  as  balances  in  the  treasurers' 
hands,  which  ought  to  have  been  employed 
in  discharge  of  debt.  In  many  cases  the 
whole  income  of  a  trust  is  absorbed  in  the 
expenses  of  collection  and  management 
and  payments  in  respect  of  debt ;  whilo 
the  whole  burden  of  the  maintenance  of 
the  road  even  now  fulls  upon  the  parishes, 
so  that  the  ratepayers  have  first  to  pay 
rates  to  repair  the  roads,  and  have  after- 
wards the  pleasure  of  paying  tolls  before 
they  can  enjoy  the  privilege  of  using  the 
roads  so  repaired.  To  show  that  I  do  not 
exaggerate,  let  me  nguin  quote  from  last 
year's  Home  Office  Ri'port,  page  2 — 

"  The  amount  of  pnri»h  aid  received  in  1805 
WAS  £31,728  ;  but  this  docs  not  represf'nt  all  the 
aid  that  is  obtained  from  the  parishes,  many  turn- 
pike roads  being  repaired  by  the  parishes  in  lieu 
of  contributing  funds  out  of  the  highway  rates 
under  the  4  <fe  5  Vict.  c.  59.  The  number  of 
trusts  where  the  roads  appear  to  be  entirely  re- 
paired by  the  parishes  is  120  ;  while  on  174  others 
aid  in  money  or  labour  is  receii'ed,  mnking  a  total 
of  204  trusts  where  the  roads  are  wholly  or  par- 
tially kept  in  repair  at  the  expense  of  the  parishes, 
the  funds  on  most  of  these  trusts  being  princi- 
pally applied  to  the  payment  of  the  debt  and  inte- 
rest." 

This  will  show  with  tolerable  accuracy, 
the  anomalous  state  of  the  question  so  far 
as  tlic  debt  is  concerned,  and  the  hardship 
inflicted  upon  the  different  parishes  under 
the  present  law.  But,  Sir,  there  is  still  to 
be  encountered  the  favourite  theory  that 
part  at  least  of  this  debt  should  be  defrayed 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  Let  us 
consider  the  question  fairly.  Compara- 
tively few  of  these  roads  can  be  said  to 
have  been  made  for  purposes  so  essentially 
national  in  their  character  as  to  justify 
the  discharge  from  national  taxation  of  the 
debt  incurred  in  their  construction.  In 
most  cases  localities  have  received  the 
principal  beneiit,  and  localities  must  bear 
the  burden.  If  not,  it  will  bo  somewhat 
unfair  upon  those  many  localities  in  which, 
by  care  and  economy,  the  debts  have  been 
paid  off  from  local  resources,  that  a  pre- 
mium should  thus  bo  paid  upon  less  care- 
ful management ;  and  it  will  be  hard  upon 
bondholders  who  havo  been  paid  off  at  a 
low  percentage,  that  others  should  be 
better  treated  on  account  of  the  national 
purse  being  called  in  to  aid.    And  I  veiu^ 
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ture  to  My  that  tTio  cnee  of  the  bond- ;  Sir,  I  haTe  road 
holden  is  not  one  n-hicb  will  become  j  tility  to  bondbo 
ntronger  by  cloac  investigation,  Ifany  of  l  Their  interest  b 
these  are  persons  who  have  been  greatly  sented  in  Parlia 
benefited  by  lliese  roods,  and  whose  money  [  tenderly  treated 
'Was  advanced  in  the  firnt  instiince  princi-  i  been  at  the  exp 
pully  on  account  of  that  anticipated  bcne&t.  j  now  that  we  i 
In  ail  casus  this  money  has  been  lent  |  principally  elect 
upon  a  termiaable  security,  with  a  full  the  bondholden 
knowledge  on  the  part  of  the  lender  tbst  I  favour  a  propo 
such  security  was  terminable.  The  only  '  cltiims  in  a  mod 
strong  point  in  the  bondholders'  case  is  :  their  liquidation 
this,  that  Parliaroent  has  several  times  j  statement  that  I 
renewed  this  security  in  many  cases.  True,  '  and  may  be  left  i 
but  in  each  case  a  term  has  again  been  is  a  syetem  sun 
named ;  and  fur  upwards  of  thirty  years  |  it  necessitates  i 
there  has  been  on  record  the  deliberate  :  in  the  same  dis^ 
and  unanimous  opinion  of  a  Select  Com-  |  staff  of  officer 
miltcc  of  the  House  against  the  continu-  j  it  is  to  keep  th 
ance  of  the  toll  system,  and  a  fair  warn-  as  they  become 
ing  hus  been  given  of  the  probable  spirit  and  the  ofBces 
in  which  Parliament  would  deal  with  the  !  working  badly, 
question.  There  is  a  curious  fact  bearing  '■  trusts  die  out, 
upon  the  underBtanding  with  which  these  '  leave  toU-suppoi 
sums  of  money  were  originally  lent,  which  i  adjacent  roads 
was  btcly  brought  to  my  notice  in  a  letter  i  stantly  throws  : 
from  a  Devonshire  genlienian,  an  extract  and  tear  upon  t1 
from  which  I  will  read  with  the  leave  of  ' 
the  House — 


time  redn( 
which  still  ezi 
of  the  neighbou 
plicBles  the  syi 
It  is  working  ba 
confusion  when 
the  want  of  an; 
action  cf  trustee 
of  the  Bristol  1 
House  a  letter  v 
the  subject  froi 

"  Upon   winding 


"  Thnt  sll  parties  knoir  that  tho  lona  w: 
Dlture  ofs  ipeculntion,  and  Chat  it  was  juiC  pos- 
sible the;  might  navtr  get  repnid,  and  that  the 
security  on  wliich  Iho  money  had  heen  adranoad, 
WHS  Iho  tolls  to  be  collected  for  n 
Sppcifled  term  of  fonn  and  no  longir 
obvious  from  the  fact  thnt  whon,  in  the  year  17S«, 
the  Lcgialalon  passed  a  Statu(«  reducing  the  tolli 
to  be  taken  under  the  local  Turnpike  Acts  for 
Cnrringes  hating  wheel*  of  a  certain  deuription, 
it  made  ■  compensntion  to  deed-poll  holders  who 
bid  lent  (heir  money  on  Ihe  failb  of  the  tolls 
granted  bj  such  local  Turnpike  Acts  in  these  re-  | 
mnrkiible  wards, '  And  lo  avoid  tlia  least  suspicion  I  gr»in.-iui  kibuiuie 
tii.it  lesMDing  tho  lolls  nud  duties  as  aforesaid  eiisaionera  ootvoto 
may  be  in  any  way  prcjndiclal  to  creditors  who  Board,  who  censed 
havo  lent,  or  sliall  lend,  ibeir  money  upon  the  se-  ™tcd  to  the  clerk, 
euriry  of  tbo  tolls,  bo  it  enacted  thnt  all  and  every  j  ressioual  Arm  in  B 
Actor  Acts  of  Parliament  made  in  this  Session  survpyor  and  his  ■ 
of  Parliament,  or  lipreloforo  made  lor  repairing  tho  employ  of  the 
or  amending  turnpike  roadi  ihali  be  continued  go'  similar  arpoin 
and  be  in  full  force  for  firo  yoar»,  to  be  computed  I  wound  up  ;  tho  to 
from  ilio  several  ends  and  expirations  of  all  and  I  labourer*  who  had 
OTpry  nivh  Act  and  Acts  respceliTely.'  What  •'  weekly  wages. 
proof  can  be  desired  mora  clear  and  eODClusire  I  **r«  no  fiinds  In 
than  this,  that  the  creditors  who  adianard  their  !  ■n<l  tito  IJigliway 
money  lor  makin|:  or  repairing  ihe  roads 
dono  so  on  tlie  credit  nlono  of  llie  tolls  to  be  re-  ' 
Oeired  during  the  lerm  of  years  granted  by  tt 
onalinE  the  trust,  whelher  twcolj-ono  or  ihlrly- 
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IVbat  pretence  haie  th^y  for  doing  so  f     Clearly 
none — (hey  lent  (heir  money  on  ■  contract,  and 
by  the  lemii  of  that  contract  they  mnst  stand 
fcU." 


coming  winter." 

But,  Bir,  it  is  i 
visions  of  this 
roads,"  the  " 
holder"  will  e 
how  do  suob  peo 
whan  they  hap; 
I  oonntiy  and  paj 
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case  tbey  are,  directly  or  indirecUy,  rate- 
payers. Then  it  is  said,  **  Tolls  are  ap- 
proximately apportioned  to  the  use  of 
roads."  ^  This  is  so  far  true,  that  no  one 
pays  the  toll  who  does  not  use  the  roads ; 
but  it  is  equally  true  that  vast  numbers  use 
the  road  who  never  pay  tolls.  I  myself  af- 
ford a  good  instance.  My  house  happens  to 
be  close  to  a  turnpike  road.  I  have  a  turn- 
pike gate  seven  miles  from  mo  on  one 
side  and  four  miles  on  the  other.  But  my 
property  being  mostly  situate  between  the 
two.  I  constantly  use  this  eleven  miles  of 
intervening  road  without  contributing  one 
farthing  to  its  maintenance.  Who  pay 
the  bulk  of  the  tolls  ?  The  farmers  of  the 
neighbourhood,  great  and  small,  who  go — 
and  send  their  stock — to  the  towns  at 
either  end  of  the  road.  We  should,  in 
proportion  to  our  use  of  the  road,  contri- 
bute much  more  fairly  by  means  of  a  dis- 
trict rate.  And  at  the  same  time,  whilst 
in  driving  along  this  road,  either  to  Ash- 
ford  or  Hythe,  I  am  met  by  a  turnpike 
gate,  I  can  drive  ten  miles  to  Komney  or 
fifteen  miles  to  Canterbury  over  a  good 
road,  supported  by  highway  rates  and 
under  a  highway  surveyor.  The  turn- 
pike road  surveyor  and  the  highway 
surveyor  have  to  travel  over  each  other's 
roads  to  survey  their  own  roads  ;  and  this 
case  affords  a  good  example  of  the  double 
expense  incurred  under  the  present  sys- 
tem. But  it  is  said — "  the  people  in  the 
towns  will  escape."  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not 
want,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  the  people 
in  the  towns  wish,  that  they  should  escape 
any  burden  which  it  is  right  they  should 
bear.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind,  how- 
ever, that  the  people  in  the  towns  pave, 
watch,  and  light  their  own  streets  at  a 
great  expense  without  asking  the  country 
to  contribute.  And  if  you  tax  your 
butcher,  your  grocer,  and  your  baker  by 
means  of  tolls,  depend  upon  it  that  the 
tax  ultimately  falls  upon  the  consumer  of 
the  commodities  which  they  carry  out  into 
the  country.  lu  my  humble  opinion, 
anything  which  tends  to  create  an  im- 
pediment to  the  free  circulation  of  traffic 
between  town  and  country  is  an  unmixed 
evil;  and  this,  no  doubt,  is  one  rea- 
son why  this  turnpike  system  has  been 
condemned  by  our  Select  Committees. 
There  is  one  alterntion  in  the  Bill  to 
which  I  desire  to  direct  notice.  By  the 
11  th  clause  power  is  given  to  the  Home 
Secretary  to  inquire  into  the  speciol  oir- 
enmstances  of  any  trust  if  he  shall  think 
fit,  with   a   view  to    propose    a   special 


seheme  for  the  maintenance  of  its  roads, 
subject  to  the  approbation  of  Parliament. 
The  object  of  the  clause  is  this — some  of 
these  roads,  though  I  think  comparatively 
few,  are  either  really  main  arteries,  or 
are  subject  to  an  exceptional  amount  of 
through  traffic,  or  of  hea?y  traffic  f^m 
non-ratepayers.  It  may  be  that  a  general 
meosure,  applicable  to  the  majority  of 
trusts,  would  fall  heavily  upon  these 
cases,  and  that  their  condition  may  justify 
either  the  maintenance  of  toll  gates,  or 
the  adoption  of  an  area  of  taxation  greater 
than  that  contemplated  in  the  Bill.  But 
instead  of  bringing  these  cases  forward,  as 
is  frequently  done,  by  way  of  argument 
ogainst  a  general  measure  of  toll  abolition, 
I  would  apply  general  principles  to  the 
great  bulk  of  the  trusts  to  which  they  are 
applicable,  and  would  give  power  to  deal 
specially  with  the  class  of  cases  to  which  I 
have  alluded.  I  have  no  doubt,  Sir,  that  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Worcestershire 
will  presently  urge  with  great  eloquence 
his  objections  to  this  Bill.  I  hope,  how- 
ever, that  he  will  not  lay  too  much  stress 
upon  the  alleged  failure  of  the  Highway 
Act  in  Worcestershire,  and  the  complaints 
against  it  which  emanate  from  that  county. 
Should  he  do  so,  he  must  bear  in  mind 
that,  as  it  can  be  shown  that,  in  some 
other  counties,  this  Act  works  well  and 
has  given  satisfaction,  it  is  possible  that 
the  House  may  think  that  in  the  case  of 
Worcestershire  the  fault  lies  not  in  the 
Act,  but  with  those  whose  duty  it  is  to 
see  it  carried  out  properly.  And  I  beg 
to*  point  out  the  great  disadvantage  under 
which  that  Act  has  been  worked  in  con- 
sequence of  its. having  been  introduced 
— mistakenly  as  I  think — as  a  permissive 
Act.  When  there  has  been  a  great  oppo- 
sition to  an  Act  of  this  kind,  when  its 
opponents  have  been  defeated,  and  when 
they  know  that  it  is  still  possible  to 
rescind  the  action  taken,  and  to  get  rid 
of  the  Act  without  coming  to  Parliament, 
they  are  very  often  not  particularly  de- 
sirous that  a  scheme  should  work  well 
which  they  have  prophecied  would  be  a 
failure ;  and  in  the  county  of  Worcester, 
where  the  Act  was  much  opposed,  and 
where  opposition  to  it  has  assumed  such 
a  form  that  the  question  has  been  made  a 
prominent  one  in  a  contested  county  elec* 
tion,  I  think  it  will  be  readily  seen  that 
the  Act  is  hardly  likely  to  have  been 
worked  with  any  great  hope  of  entire 
success.  But,  whether  from  dislike  of  the 
Highway  Act,  or  from  love  of  turnpikes^ 
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the  Uember  for  Worceatenhire  ii  nbout  to 
oppose  thia  Bill.  I  hare  told  the  Houte 
that  manv  petitionii  have  been  preKnted, 
nnd  speeehcs  mado  aijoiiiRt  it.  But  lioth 
bavo  btt'n  evidently  founded  upon  a  preat 
misconception  as  lo  thu  soope,  intpnlions, 
and  ctftcts  of  the  measure.  And  I  should 
attach  more  weight  to  the  petitions,  if 
they  had  not  been  mainly  the  ofTapring  of 
an  urganizatioQ  which  could  with  equal 
facility  hare  pniduced  petitions  npou  the 
other  side  of  tho  question.  I  obserre'l 
that  at  a  recent  meeting  of  the  Wartrick- 
shire  Chamber  of  Agriuulturo  the  Mem- 
bers congratulated  themselves  upon  the 
fact  thiit  tlioy  liud  oblaiiied  199  petitions 
from  parishes  against  this  Bill  in  answer 
to  their  circular.  Well,  I  know  pretty 
veil  what  that  circular  was.  Probubly 
something  akin  to  the  statement  issued  by 
tho  Worcestershire  Chamber,  which  em- 
bodied with  singular  infelicity  oil  the  old 
fallacies  of  the  adrocatcs  of  the  toll  sys- 
tem. This  pnper  was  extensively  circu- 
lated, and  created  a  conaidernble  pre- 
judice against  the  Bill.  I  found  some 
prejudice  existing  in  my  own  county, 
but  an  ojiportunity  occurred  of  explain- 
ing tho  Bill  to  the  Dost  Kent  Chamber 
of  Agriculture.  This  is  as  independent 
and  intelligent  a  body  of  aj,'ricultu»Bts 
as  ean  be  found  in  Knglnnd,  and,  ufler 
hearing  my  eiphinations,  tlioy  adopted 
a  petition  in  favour  of  the  general  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bill,  adding,  however,  I 
am  bound  to  say,  that,  in  their  opinion,  the 
Consolidated  Fund  should  aid  in  the  liqui- 
dation of  the  debt.  Sir,  as  the  chief 
agitation  against  turnpike  reform  has  ap- 
peared in  Worcestersliiro  and  Warwick- 
shire, and  as  Gloucestershire  has  also  been 
discussed  in  the  public  journals,  I  have 
carefully  analyzed  the  condition  of  these 
three  counties  with  regard  to  their  trusts. 
I  am  very  unwilling  lo  trouble  the  House 
with  many  figures,  but  this  is  a  subject  so 
interesting  to  the  agricultural  community, 
and  bearing  so  strongly  upon  that  subject 
of  local  taxation  which  will  have  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  now  Parliament,  that  1 
must  ask  some  further  indulgence  upon 
the  subject.  I  take  these  three  counties, 
presuming  that,  as  in  two  of  them  at  least 
the  turnpike  system  seems  to  bo  so  much 
approved,  they  must  be  favourable  exnm- 

Ses  of    its  working,    and    therefore  the 
ouse  will  see  that  I  have  not  picked  out 
the  worst  examples,  aa  1  might  have  done, 
to   strengthen  my  case,  but  taken  these 
tbree,  which  may  be  auppowd  to  be  model 
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payers  in  tolls  for  debt  and  interest  added 
to  the  30  per  cent  wasted  on  collection  and 
inanngcment?     These  questions  appear  to 
answer   themselves;  but  if  I   am  wrong, 
and  if  the  percentage  collected  from  non- 
rate  payers  is  greater  than  the  sum  to  be 
saved,  then,  under  this  Bill,  the  ratepayers 
will  slill  be  able  to  receive^this  extraneous 
assistance  under  the  order  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  so  long  as  their  debt  lasts,  and,  in 
either  case,  they  will  hare  that  which  does 
not  now  exist,  namely,  a  positive  certainty 
that  the  debt  will  gradually  and  speedily 
disappear.     Moreover,  the  sum  stated  by 
3f  r.  VV'liitaker  t'»  have  been  raised  by  tolls 
wns  not  all  so  raised.     I  find  that  above 
£2.000  in   1865,  and    above   £1.700  in 
1866  was  raised  in  Gloucestershire  under 
the  s(»veral  heads  of  **  Parish  composition 
iir  lieu   of   statute    duty,*'     **  Estimated 
Talue  of  statute  labour,"  and  '*  Incidental 
receipts."     The  latter  head  includes  money 
received  from  the  sale  of  trust  property 
"when   trusts   have   terminated,    and    the 
former    relates    to    money  now  received 
from  parish  rates  where  tolls  are  insuffi- 
cient for  the  maintenance  of  the  roads. 
It  is,  therefore,   a   great  fallacy  to   talk, 
as  does  Mr.  Whitaker,  of  the  increase  of 
highway  rates  nearly  100  per  cent;  and 
from  any  apparent  increase  must  be  de- 
ducted tho  largo  amount  now  paid  by  rate- 
payers in  tolls.     The  value  of  the  debt  is 
not  easily  to  be  learned  from  the  annual 
abstract  presented  to  this  House.     Some 
trusts,  as  I  have  shown,  pay  off  a  portion 
of  their  debt  at  par,  and  then  pay  off  no 
debt  for  two  or  three  years.     Some  pay  a 
high  interest,  but  never  pay  off  any  of 
their  principal,  and  of  course  something 
of  the  value  depends  upon  the  length  of 
time  which  the  security  has  to  run.     The 
few  figures,  however,  with  which  I  am 
about  to  trouble  the  House  will  show  the 
condition  of  the  trust  system  in  the  three 
counties  to  which  I  am  alluding,  and  they 
may  bo  taken  as   a  sample  of  tho  rest. 
Mr.  Frewcn's  Keturn  in  1848  shows  the 
tarnpike  roads  in  Gloucestershire  to  com- 
prise about  950  miles.      In   1865   there 
were  42  trusts  in  that  county.      Of  these, 
2  were  amalgamated  with  other  trusts  in 
1866  and  2  expired  in  1867.     Of  the  re- 
maining 38,  20  aro  continued  by  the  an- 
nual Continuance  Act,  and  would  therefore 
immediately  come  under  the  operation  of 
this  Bill;  13  will  expire  within  the  next 
ten  years  ;  4  within  six  years  afterwards; 
1  in  1890  :  total  38.  In  1865,  No.  of  truste 
in  debt,  36  ;  paid  off  at  par,  4 ;  paid  off 


below  par,  16;  paid  off  no  debt,  15  :  aver- 
age per  centage  of  those  who  paid  off  below 
par,  55  per  cent.  In  1 866,  No.  of  trusts  in 
debt,  33;  paid  off  at  par,  8  ;  paid  off  below 
par,  17 ;  paid  off  no  debt,  8  :  average  per- 
centage of  those  who  paid  off  below  par,  64 
per  cent.  The  trusts  which  paid  off  at  par 
represented  a  remaining  debt,  in  1865.  of 
£11,500,  in  1866,  £30,715;  the  trusts 
which  paid  off  below  par  represented  a  re- 
maining debt,  in  1865,  of  £95,000.  in 
1866,  £90,170  ;  the  trusts  which  paid  off 
no  debt  represented  a  remaining  debt,  in 
1865,  of  £68.700,  in  1866,  £45.165:  total 
debt,  in  1865.  £175.200;  in  1866, 
£166.050.  And,  in  1866,  the  trusts  bear- 
ing interest  above  3  per  cent  represented 
£50,124;  trusts  bearing  intiTest  at  3  per 
cent,  £28,541  ;  trusts  bearing  interest 
below  3  percent,  87,385  :  total  £166  050, 
and  of  the  latter  amount  upwards  of 
£34,000  bears  no  interest  at  all.  Balance 
in  treasurers*  hands.  December  3l8t,  1865, 
£10,045;  December  31st.  1866,  £12,463. 
In  1866  there  were  in  Warwickshire  480 
miles  of  turnpike  road  and  32  trusts :  of 
these  26  are  continued  by  the  annual  Act,  5 
will  expire  within  6  years  from  the  pre- 
sent time,  and  1  in  1880.  Of  these  trusts, 
27  were  in  debt  in  1866;  only  9,  re- 
presenting a  debt  of  £11,948  paid  off  any 
debt  in  1866.  It  was  all  paid  at  par; 
but  only  3  of  these  had  paid  at  par,  and 
2  below  par  in  1 865  ;  and  of  these  2  had 
paid  no  debt  in  1864,  and  1  no  debt  in 
1864  or  in  1863.  The  18  trusts  which 
paid  no  debt  represented  a  debt  of 
£28,032,  showing  the  total  debt,  £39,980. 
I  may  say  that  Warwickshire  does  not 
seem  to  improve,  so  far  as  paying  debts 
is  concerned,  for  I  find  that  13  trusts  paid 
off  some  debt  in  1863,  9  in  1864,  7  in 
1S65,  and,  again,  9  in  1866.  The  balance 
in  tho  treasurers'  hands  was  £4,445  in 
1865,  and  £5,391  in  1866.  In  1866 
there  were  in  Worcestershire  522  miles 
of  turnpike  road,  30  trusts'.  22  of  these 
are  continued  by  the  annual  Act,  7  will 
expire  within  8  years  from  the  present 
time,  and  the  remaining  one  in  1880. 
Of  these  trusts  21  were  in  debt  in  1866 — 
6  trusts  paid  off  some  debt  at  par,  leaving  a 
debt  remaining  of  £9,388 ;  4  trusts  paid 
off  some  debt  at  an  average  of  75  per  cent, 
leaving  £8,572;  11  trusts  paid  off  no 
debt,  leaving  a  debt  of  £10,863:  total 
debt  £28,823.  Of  the  Worcestershire 
trusts  14  paid  off  some  debt  in  1863,  10 
in  1864,  11  in  1865,  and  10  in  1866; 
several  of^  the  latter  being  trusts  which 
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had  paid  no  debt  in  the  three  previoas 
jeara,  or  only  In  one  year  out  of  the  three, 
Tlie  balance  in  the  trcnsurers'  hands  iras 
£8,932  in  lSti5,  nnd  £8,104  in  IB66. 
A  glance  at  these  figures  wilt  show  how 
unequally  the  present  ey^tem  works,  and 
how  well  the  provisionB  of  this  Bill  would 
appiy.  And,  as  to  the  debt,  the  bolsncei 
in  tiio  hands  of  the  treasurers,  nnd  the 
trust  property,  would,  in  the  cases  of 
Warwicltahire  and  Worcestershire,  repre- 
sent more  than  half  the  amount  required 
to  discharge  the  commuted  debt.  The 
value  of  the  Eite  and  materials  of  toll 
houses  has  been  reckoned  at  £70  per 
hou«e  ;  but  I  think  this  is  a  low  esti' 
mate,  and  if  taken  at  from  £70  to  £100 
per  house  it  will  be  seen  that  there  is 
considerable  property  which  might  bo  at 
oncB  made  applicable  to  tho  reduction 
of  the  commuted  debt.  Now.  Sir,  I  am 
sorry  to  trouble  the  House  ao  loop;, 
but  before  I  conclude  I  wish  to  refer  to 
two  caacs  within  the  three  counties  to 
which  I  havo  referred,  aa  exemplifying 
soma  of  the  inequalities  of  the  present 
system.  I  take  the  lost  truxt  in  the  Ulou- 
cestershire  list— the  Winchcombe  Trust. 
This  trust  would  have  expired  in  1865. 
Its  average  income  for  the  three  previoua 
years  was  £  1 ,522  per  annum,  during  which 
time  no  debt  was  paid  off.  This  trust  ob- 
tained a  new  Act  in  1865,  extending  its 
term  for  seven  years.  The  law  charges  in 
tliat  year  were  £337,  or  22  per  cent  upon 
the  average  income.  By  Ihe  new  Act  the 
tolls  were  to  be  applied — 1st.  To  the  pay- 
ment of  the  e;ipenBOB  of  the  Act.  2nd.  To 
ealarica,  which,  cxcluaivo  of  salaries  of 
toll  collectors,  were  not  to  exceed  £100. 
3rd.  To  the  interest  of  tho  debt  at  2  per 
cent.  4th.  To  tlio  repairs  of  the  road,  but 
this  sum  not  to  exceed  £300.  Sth.  To 
paying  off  the  debt.  The  length  of  the 
rued  is  about  tnenty-two  miles.  Ex- 
clusive of  salaries  and  debt  the  average 
expenditure  for  three  years  previous  to 
the  Act  was  £950.  The  sura  apportioned 
to  repairs  under  the  Act  being  £300,  the 
House  will  bo  able  to  judge  for  itself  as 
to  the  position  of  the  bondholdL'rs,  and 
also  as  to  what  amount  of  e;itra  rates 
is  likely  to  bo  demanded  of  the  parishes 
during  the  continuance  of  the  Act.  And 
now  for  the  second  instance.  In  1861 
there  was  a  notable  marriage  in  Wor- 
cestershire. The  Dudley  and  Wolver- 
hoinpton  Trust,  whose  Act  expired  in  | 
I860,  and  the  Dudley,  Halesowen,  and 
Bromsgrove  Trust,  whose  Act  will  expire 
JVr.  JTiiaMhullSugtinit . 


in  1075,  were 
New  Inn  Tm 
1863.  The  fi 
debt,  with  ft  joi 
per  annum,  am 
to  expire ;  whi 
of  £427,  had  i 
the  House  mar 
have  eipected. 
would  havo  I 
But  in  1665  t 
sum  of  £l,95J 
mental  In  18 
off,  and  a  fur 
spent  in  impro 
And  now,  S 
ceeded  in  poin 
oftheevikofl 
and  the  desirat 
do  not  wish  to 
that  the  plan  v 
propose  to. day 
or  the  beat  pi 
could  be  devis 
that  wo  cannot 
existing  atate  o 
several  plans, 

followed  witho 
great  principlei 
abolition  of  tol 
area  of  taxa(i< 
making  the  c 
which  these  r 
vided  for ;  thei 
lieve  is  adopte 
the   rate    betn 


ther 


9  the  I 


sion— that  aCi 
to  value  the  di 
tinetion,  nnd  t<i 
fied  and  dividt 
area  of  tasati< 
the  principles  ( 
am  not  oppose 
any  of  these  pi 
they  ahould  op 
that  which  Ip 
the  time  is  coi 
upon  deGniie 
scheme  should 
the  responsibili 
right  hon.  Fi 
proposes  to  po 
now  arrived  at 
Oovernmcnt  hi 
He  praposes.  a 
the  Schedule 
large  Dumber 


1717 


Ikrnpiis 


(Ttob  17, 186Si 


Ihtsii  Bill, 


171S 


compel  them  either  to  die  qnietly,  or  to 
oome  next  year  to  Parliament — not  under 
the  old  expensive  process — to  obtain  a 
new  Act,  but  to  have  their  case  heard 
before  a  Select  Committee  of  this  House. 
Of  course  the  practical  effect  of  this  will 
bo  to  postpone  any  legislation  upon  gene- 
ral principles  until  1870.  I  regret  this 
delay,  and  if  I  do  not  oppose  the  Conti- 
nuance Bill  now,  I  hold  myself  at  perfect 
liberty  with  respect  to  future  action.  In 
any  case,  I  hope  that  the  position  to  which 
the  question  has  now  been  brought  will 
lead  to  early  legislation;  and  I  shall  be 
very  glad  if  the  statement  which  1  have 
made  to-day,  and  the  labour  which  I 
Lave  bestowed  on  the  subject,  may  in  any 
degree  assist  those  who  will  hereafter  have 
to  legislate  upon  the  matter,  or  in  any 
measure  tend  to  promote  the  ultimate 
settlement  of  the  question  upon  a  just 
and  equitable  basis.  Sir,  I  move  the  se- 
Gond  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 
— -(2A*.  Knatchhull'IIugeBaen.) 

Mb.  ENIGIIT  said,  that  having  been  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  to  which  the 
measure  had  been  referred,  he  had  found 
that  the  great  majority  of  its  members 
were  known  to  be  what  was  termed  ''Turn- 
pike Reformers/'  and  that  they  had  gone 
OD  the  Committee  with  the  knowledge  that 
they  were  to  be  asked  to  agree  to  a  pro- 
poaal  for  the  abolition  of  turnipkes.  The 
moment,  however,  the  question  arose  as  to 
who  were  the  persons  who  should  in  that 
event  find  the  necessary  money,  they  were 
completely  at  variance.  When  the  hon. 
Gteutleman's  Bill  was  brought  under  the 
eonsideration  of  the  Select  Committee  it 
oontained  two  great  proposals.  The  one 
was  that  the  Secretary  of  State  should 
allocate  the  amount  of  the  debts  to  each  of 
the  parishes  within  the  particular  districts, 
end  the  other  was  that  the  roads  should  be 
maintained  as  public  highway.  The  first 
proposal  was  rejected  by  the  Committee, 
who  determined  that  the  debt  should  be 
thrown  on  the  counties,  and  ultimately  it 
waacarried  by  a  majority  of  10  to  2  that  the 
boroughs  should  be  included,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sandwich  (Mr.  KnatchbulU 
Hogessen)  con.sequently  found  that  the 
first  part  of  his  Bill  was  set  aside  or  de- 
stroyed. He  (Mr.  Knight)  did  not  think, 
therefore,  that  the  hon.  Member  could 
nfer  to  that  Committee  as  oonpurring  in 


his  views.  He  (Mr.  Knight)  never  saw  so 
little  unanimity  as  had  existed  amongst  the 
Members  of  that  Committee.  He  admitted, 
however,  that  upon  the  question  of  the 
abolition  of  turnpike  trusts,  the  Committee, 
with  the  exception  of  two  of  the  Members, 
were  unanimous  in  favour  of  such  aboli- 
tion. The  principle  of  throwing  the  main- 
tenance of  the  roads  from  the  users  of  the 
road  upon  the  occupiers  of  land  had  been 
largely  discussed,  especially  by  the  Cham- 
bers of  Agriculture,  and  it  had  not  met 
with  a  great  deal  of  favour.  He  had  him- 
self presented  scores  of  petitions  against  it, 
and  a  measure  founded  upon  this  principle 
would  certainly  be  contrary  to  the  wishes 
of  the  agricultural  districts.  He  inclined 
to  the  opinion  that  there  ought  to  be,  as  in 
Ireland,  two  sets  of  roads  and  two  systems 
of  keeping  them  up — one  set  consisting  of 
the  great  highways  connecting  the  great 
centres  of  population,  and  the  other  con- 
sisting of  the  parish  roads.  A.  Parliamen- 
tary Paper  published  this  Session  showed 
the  additional  rating  that  would  be  required 
if  the  trust  funds  had  to  be  provided  by 
the  parishes  through  which  the  roads  went. 
These  rates  would  be  increased  from  \s,  9  J. 
to  3tf.  in  the  pound,  and  in  one  case  the 
rate  would  confiscate  one  fourth  of  the 
whole  property  of  the  parish.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Sandwich  contemplated  throw- 
ing the  management  upon  the  Highway 
Board,  where  it  existed  ;  but  in  Worces- 
tershire the  Highway  Act  was  not  much 
liked,  and  in  one  or  two  districts  it  had 
worked  so  badly  that  the  parishes  had  re- 
turned to  the  old  system.  The  Highway 
Act  had,  in  Worcestershire  at  least,  led  to 
increased  expenditure  varying  from  25  to 
90  per  cent.  In  many  parishes  the  ex- 
pense had  been  doubled.  With  regard  to 
throwing  any  portion  of  the  expense  upon 
the  county  rates,  he  believed  there  would 
be  a  revulsion  of  feeling  if  there  was  any 
further  increase  in  the  county  rates,  while 
the  great  mass  of  the  property  of  the  coun- 
try, as  had  been  shown  the  other  night, 
paid  no  rate  at  all.  Until  this  injustice 
was  removed  he  should  strenuously  oppose 
every  attempt  to  increase  the  county  rates. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
three  months. 

Mr.  CORRANCE,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  said,  that  the  arguments 
used  in  support  of  this  Bill  appeared  to 
him  to  be  shallow  and  insufficient.  He 
admitted  that  the  payment  of  the  turnpike 
debt  should  be  local.     The  main  objection 
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to  tQTupike  tolle  wsb  the  expense  of  eo1> 
leotion,  which,  it  wa^  assumed,  amounted 
on  an  avt'mgo  to  40  per  cent.  There 
iiecmi'd  to  be  no  npcoMily  it  should  be  so 
hijih;  for  in  his  cniinty  (SufFulk)  sevenil 
roads  were  mminged  ut  nn  expenao  of  col- 
Inciian  of  16  pcT  cent.  He  considered  any 
cxpcnee  mucb  aboTO  that  to  bo  TChoUy 
needless,  and  to  bo  the  remit  of  bud 
management.  The  argument  of  tlie  bon. 
llcmber,  if  pressed  to  its  logical  conclu- 
aion,  would  Hhow  that  there  Bhould  be  no 
local  rates  whatever,  If  ilie  hon.  Jleraber 
proposed  to  do  avcaj  with  turnpike  toils  it 
was  his  duty  to  find  some  acceptable  nlter- 
naiivu  ;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  pro- 
posed tliice  or  four — the  pariah,  the  union, 
tho  highway  district  and  a  sufiplementary 
payment  out  of  the  county  rate.  Not  one 
of  these,  however,  quite  met  tho  case.  If 
^xpen^c  of  tho   lurnpiko  roads   were 
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I  to  tho  rates  which  it  had  been 
given  in  evidence  would  amount  in  aome 
cases  to  2s.  Gd.  in  tbe  pound ;  whi 
other  cnsca  it  would  quadruple  the  present 
rates.  Ho  did  not  believe  tbe  proposal  to 
maintain  the  roads  out  of  the  county  rates 
would  bo  acceptable.  The  hon,  Member 
lio[>ed  that  his  Bill  would  pave  the  way  to 
his  favourite  scheme  of  highway  districts, 
but  he  failed  to  see  any  extraordinary  ad- 
rantuges  or  any  decreased  expenditure 
from  this  cause.  Ho  had  taken  some 
trouble  to  examine  the  Returns  from 
thirty-four  English  counties  and  one  Welsh 
county.  He  liEid  got  Returns  for  nineteen 
of  these  counties  in  which  the  Highway 
Act  had  hccn  in  operation  for  three  years; 
and  be  found  tbut  in  sixteen  there  had 
been  an  increase  even  in  the  third  year  as 
compared  with  the  first.  Ho  believed  that 
tbe  system  under  the  Highway  Act  was  as 
easily  corrupted  ainJ  as  likely  to  load  to 
expense  as  tbe  present  system  of  turnpike 
management.  The  incidence  of  these 
rates  was  upon  the  poorer  classes  rather 
than  the  rich  ;  and  every  attempt  to  in- 
crease these  rates  would  be,  he  trusted, 
opposed  in  that  House.  Allusion  had  been 
made  to  the  payment  of  these  rates  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  He  should  object 
to  throw  local  expenditure  upou  tbe  Im- 
perial taxes  i  but  ho  must  admit  that  the 
maintenance  of  the  public  roads  was  rather 
an  exceptional  question.  In  almost  every 
country  in  l^uropo  the  making  of  the  roads 
iras  regarded  as  an  Imperial  question,  and 
in  no  case  rested  entirely  on  local  manage- 
ment. The  Bill  wu  not  likely  to  past 
l£r.  Corranc* 
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in  debt,  and  in  others  they  were  free  from 
debt.  In  Bome  cases  the  Highway  Aot 
had  been  adopted  in  the  district,  and  in 
other  cases  it  had  not.  The  Bill  proposed 
that  in  districts  where  the  Highway  Act 
had  not  been  adopted  the  expense  of  main- 
taining the  turnpike  roads  should  be 
thrown  upon  the  parishes ;  but  was  it 
possible  to  conceive  an  Act  that  would  in- 
flict greater  injustice  ?  In  one  parish  that 
ho  knew  the  turnpike  road  ran  through  it 
for  three  miles,  but  the  limits  of  the 
parish  only  extended  to  the  fence  on  the 
other  side  of  the  road.  In  that  case  the 
parish  on  the  other  side  of  the  fence  would 
pay  nothing  towards  the  maintenance  of 
the  road,  while  both  would  equally  benefit. 
Take  a  road  which  had  been  alluded  to  in 
the  North  of  England,  between  two  great 
manufacturing  towns,  but  passing  through 
•n  agricultural  parish.  The  towns,  having 
Iiocal  Improvement  Acts,  would  be  ex- 
empt from  the  maintenance  of  the  road. 
And  the  whole  burden  would  fall  upon  the 
agricultural  parish,  which  profited  very 
Httle  from  the  use  of  the  road.  It  was  a 
necessary  preliminary  to  any  fair  legisla- 
tion on  the  subject  that  the  Highway  Act 
should  be  rendered  compulsory  ;  but  such 

•  strong  objection  was  entertained  in  some 
localities  to  its  adoption  that  there  would  be 

•  difficulty  in  forcing  it  upon  them.  Even  if 
the  Highway  Act  had  been  everywhere 
adopted  it  would  not  be  easy  to  frame  a 
system  which  should  be  perfectly  fair  and 
aqual  throughout  the  country.  The  debt 
bad  been  reduced  from  £7,000,000  in 
1837  to  little  over  £3,000,000  at  the 
present  time.  In  some  cases  there  was  a 
satisfactory  prospect  of  a  further  reduc- 
tion ;  in  others,  there  was  no  such  proba- 
bility. The  trusts  out  of  debt  were  to  be 
summarily  abolished.  If,  then,  a  particular 
trust  was  out  of  debt  and  all  the  trusts 
around  were  in  debt  the  effect  of  the  Bill 
would  be  to  make  the  inhabitants  of  the 
well-managed  trust,  where  the  tolls  were 
abolished,  pay  tolls  when  they  travelled 
OTer  the  roads  in  the  adjacent  trusts.  If 
the  present  Bill  passed  many  inequalities 
must  still  exist.  He  did  not  think  it 
would  be  fuir,  in  dealing  with  the  debts  of 
turnpike  trusts,  to  treat  the  mortgage 
bolders  in  a  harsh  mannner.  It  was  said 
that  Imperial  funds  could  not  be  made  use 
of  for  the  purpose  of  liquidating  the  debts ; 
but  he  could  hardly  admit  that,  because 
many  of  these  roads  were  originally  made 
for  &e  conveyance  of  the  mails  in  a  safe 
and  convenient  manner,    and  the  mails 


passed  over  the  roads  without  paying  any« 
thing  towards  their  maintenance.  The 
proper  mode  of  remedying  the  present 
sytem,  which  no  doubt  entailed  consider- 
able grievance  in  many  cases,  was  by  con- 
solidating the  various  trusts  and  extending 
the  area  of  manogement.  If  various  trusts 
were  formed  into  one  there  would  be  a 
great  saving  in  the  expense  of  manage- 
ment, and  they  might  in  the  end  see  their 
way  to  aboli^ing  turnpike  trusts  alto- 
gether. 

Mb.  CLIYE  said,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  read  the  Bill  a  second  time.  The 
present  system  was  the  most  expensive, 
cumbrous,  and  least  effectiYO  possible.  In 
bis  opinion  the  only  way  in  which  the 
matter  could  be  satisfactorily  settled  was 
by  making  the  Highway  Act  compulsory, 
and  he  hoped  a  measure  would  be  intro- 
duced for  that  purpose. 

Mb.  SCOURFIELD  said,  that  if  turn- 
pikes were  abolished  and  the  expense  of 
maintaining  the  roads  were  thrown  on  the 
ratepayers,  it  was  necessary  that  the  per- 
sons who  were  to  be  called  on  to  pay 
should  know  beforehand  what  the  burden 
would  be.  If,  after  the  ratepayers  had 
been  made  aware  of  the  rates  they  would 
likely  be  called  upon  to  pay,  tliey  pro- 
nounced in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  turn- 
pikes, there  would  be  no  cause  of  complaint 
hereafter.  He  thought  that  the  bond- 
holders had  been  great  benefactors  to  the 
country,  as  being  the  means  of  effecting 
improvements  in  the  turnpike  roads ;  but 
now  that  that  benefit  had  been  secured 
people  were  about  to  forget  the  sacrifices 
made  by  those  who  furnished  the  neces- 
sary money.  If  the  tolls  were  done  away 
with,  and  the  expense  thrown  on  the 
parishes,  the  burden  in  many  instances 
would  be  intolerable. 

Mr.  PAGET  said,  he  would  gladly  vote 
for  the  second  reading,  believing  that  the 
measure  would  supply  them  with  the  basis 
for  future  legislation  in  regard  to  turnpike 
roads.  He  trusted  that  those  roads  would 
eventually  be  amalgamated  and  placed 
under  one  system  of  local  taxation  and 
local  control. 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSOIT  said,  that 
there  was  a  general  dissatisfaction  with 
the  management  of  the  public  highways, 
and  a  general  desire  for  the  establii^hment 
of  some  system  by  which  tho  petty  hard- 
ships which  the  present  system  inflicted 
upon  the  community  might  be  mitigated 
and  gradually  got  rid  of;  but,  when  so 
many  local  interests  were  concerned|  and 
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public  opinion  wai  so  little  formed,  it 
was  evident  that  there  miiBt  be  manj  dis- 
onNJans  in  that  House,  null  many  abortive 
attempts  at  legiftlutiim,  b^rorc  a  sntisfuctory 
Betllemeut  uf  the  question  could  be  arrired 
at.  The  proposed  stherae  wan  iaadequatc, 
in  liis  opinion,  to  deal  with  exiatiu);  evils, 
and  uuBBtisfactory  with  a  view  to  perma- 
nent Mttlemcnt.  Circumstances  had  greatly 
altered  since  the  present  system  of  turn- 
pike ronds  commenced.  The  old  toll  sys- 
tem, which  made  those  who  used  the  roads 
pay  for  ihera,  was  very  well  for  a  certain 
period  ;  but  the  railways  hnd  so  interfered 
with  the  trAfBc  of  the  roeda,  that  the  re- 
ceipts were  not  equal  to  the  necessary 
expenditure.  But  every  year  they  were 
making  great  steps  in  the  way  of  the  abo- 
lition of  tmsts,  and  the  debt  they  had  to 
deal  with  became  every  year  less,  There- 
fore the  difficulties  of  the  case  were  not 
increasing.  His  first  groat  objection  to 
the  Dill  was  that  the  manner  in  which  it 
Tas  proposed  to  deal  with  the  debts  of 
turnpike  trusts  was  calculated  to  excite 
apprehensions  of  tucreascd  rales.  It  was 
proposed  to  impose  the  obligation  to  pay 
the  debts  on  the  parishes  through  which 
the  roads  passed.  Ho  thought  that  pro- 
position most  objectionable ;  for  in  many 
instances  the  parishes  had  not  been  con- 
sulted about  making  the  rends,  and  the 
debt,  too,  had  been  incurred  in  making 
roads  to  serve  considerable  districts,  Let 
it  be  remembered  that  the  jiroperty  through 
vhich  these  ronds  passed  had  increased  in 
value  in  proportion  to  the  easy  access  Jo 
towns  and  cities;  and  it  was  nntkirto  make 
an  extra  charge  upon  tenants  who  had 
only  a  casual  interest  in  these  roads,  whilst 
the  landowners,  whose  estates  had  been 
permanently  advantaged,  would  bo  scot 
free.  With  respect  to  the  bondholders, 
the  House  ought  not  in  any  case  to  under- 
rate the  claims  of  those  who  had  advanced 
money  to  farm  and  improve  turnpike  roads 
at  a  time  when  there  existed  no  idoa  that 
they  would  be  rendered  comparatively  use- 
less by  the  establiibment  of  railroads ;  but 
at  this  time  of  day  it  could  not  be  loain- 
tained  that  the  maintenance  of  any  road 
waa  a  national  concern,  and  he  had  a 
rooted  objection  to  applying  to  the  Con- 
■olidated  Fund  to  pay  for  any  road.  In- 
deed he  did  not  tliink  the  House  would 
•erioDsly  entertain  such  a  proposal.  He 
thought  that  a  much  larger  area  should  be 
taken  for  raising  contributions  towards  the 
payment  of  the  trust  debts  than  either  a 
parish  or  a  highway  district,  and  that  the 
Sir  Jtmtt  FargiHKH 
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all  heavy  vehicles,  as  it  was  the  heavy 
traffic  which  out  up  the  roads.  In  that 
way,  without  increasing  the  hnrdens  of 
the  ratepayers,  they  might  be  able  to 
settle  the  question  in  a  satisfactory  man- 
ner. He  was  the  owner  of  a  farm  in 
Worcestershire,  which  he  was  obliged  to 
have  valued  afresh  twelve  or  fifteen  years 
ago,  and  ever  since  he  had  been  obliged 
to  submit  to  a  reduction  of  10  per  cent 
on  the  valuation  then  made  in  consequence 
of  the  pressure  of  tolls  and  the  wretched 
state  of  the  roads,  which  made  it  impos- 
sible to  convey  the  agricultural  produce 
to  the  nearest  market  except  at  a  large  cost 
to  the  tenant.  He  mentioned  1^  as 
an  illustration  of  the  evils  arising  from 
the  present  defective  system  of  adminis- 
tration. 

Hr.  GOLDNEY  said,  it  could  not  be 
fkirly  objected  to  the  working  of  the  High- 
way Acts  that  tho  expenses  were  large, 
as  the  present  roads  were  the  result  of 
management  that  had  continued  during 
three  or  four  generations.  He  thought 
that  the  House  would  agree  that  any  tax 
which  cost  30  per  cent  in  collection  was  a 
Ticious  tax ;  and  that  was  the  state  of 
things  with  reference  to  tolls  In  1866 
JC  1,250,000  was  collected,  and  yet  only 
JC500,000  went  in  the  repair  of  the  roads  ; 
jB260,000  was  absorbed  by  the  debt ;  and 
the  remaining  £500,000  went  in  manage- 
ment expenses  of  one  sort  and  another. 
In  addition,  there  was  £1,500,000  for 
highway  rates,  making  with  tolls 
jB2, 750,000  ;  but  in  his  opinion  the  whole 
of  the  work  could  be  well  done  for 
iB2,000,000.  His  opinion  was  that  the 
abolition  of  the  present  system  would  im- 
pose no  serious  burden  upon  any  one. 
The  repair  of  the  roads  ought  to  fall  on 
property,  and  not  on  the  occupiers.  Tak- 
ing the  existing  debt  at  £3,000,000,  a 
sum  of  £100,000  a  year  levied  on  pro- 
perty would  suffice  to  provide  for  its  ex- 
tinction, and  that  would  not  amount  to  a 
rate  of  more  than  a  farthing  in  the  pound 
annually.  The  increase  in  the  rates 
would  be  nothing,  and  the  estates  which 
had  roads  passing  through  them,  or  even 
placed  at  a  distance  from  large  towns, 
would  be  immensely  benefited. 

Mb.  M'LAHEN  said,  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department  (Sir  James 
Pergusson)  had  adverted  to  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  of  1860,  which  re- 
commended the  abolition  of  tolls  in  Scot- 
land, and  of  which  he  (Mr.  M'Laren)  had 
had  the  honour  of  being  a  Member.  That 


Report  took  the  same  view  in  general  as 
had  just  been  done  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Chippenham  (Mr.  Ooldney) ;  it  re- 
commended that  the  repairs  of  the  roads 
should  be  defrayed  by  a  rate  on  property 
payable  by  the  tenants  with  a  right  to 
deduct  half  from  the  landlord;  but  that 
during  the  tenure  of  existing  leases  tenants 
should  pay  the  whole  rate,  and  that  debt, 
as  valued  at  the  market  worth  of  the  bond, 
should  form  a  burden  on  the  owner  of  the 
land  exclusively.  He  believed  that  a 
great  deal  less  would  be  paid  for  manage- 
ment under  such  an  improved  system,  and 
he  deprecated  every  approach  to  payment 
of  the  debts  out  of  tho  Consolidated 
Fund.  It  would  be  a  premium  to  impro* 
vident  management. 

Mb.  read  said,  he  had  fears  as  to  how 
turnpike  roads  would  be  maintained  if  the 
burden  of  keeping  them  up  was  cast  upon 
parishes.  He  objected  to  the  increase  of 
rates  while  so  large  a  portion  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  country  escaped  being  rated ; 
but  ho  agreed  that  at  present  the  matter 
was  in  a  very  unsatisfactory  state.  He 
hoped  that  beforo  the  200  trusts,  which 
had  been  referred  to  should  cease,  some 
general  measure  embracing  all  the  roads 
of  the  country  would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  HENLET  said,  he  hoped  that  a 
division  would  not  be  taken  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  because  it  raised  ques- 
tions on  which  it  would  not  bo  expedient 
at  present  to  pronounce  an  opinion,  either 
negatively  or  affirmatively.  This  mea- 
sure deals  with  various  matters  ;  in  the 
first  place  the  abolition  of  tolls,  and  then 
the  debts  of  the  trusts.  They  were  told 
that  it  was  proposed  to  deal  with  the  debt 
"  somehow  ;  "  it  would  be  very  satisfac- 
tory to  creditors  for  several  millions  that 
their  debt  was  to  be  treated  somehow. 
He  had  the  greatest  respect  for  Secre- 
taries of  State,  past,  present,  and  to  come; 
but  this  was  not  a  question  which  ought 
to  be  left  to  any  Secretary  of  State,  be  he 
man  or  angel.  This  debt  had  been  created 
by  sanction  of  Parliament,  and  should 
only  be  dealt  with  by  Parliament.  He 
did  not  agree  that  tho  debts  were  deci- 
dedly local;  and  certainly  in  his  own 
county  many  roads  in  the  coaching  days 
had  been  made  for  Imperial  and  not  for 
county  purposes — ^for  cutting  down  hills 
and  filling  up  valleys  to  enable  stage- 
coaches to  travel  nine  or  ten  miles  an  hour 
with  safety — and  debt  had  been  incurred 
in  the  course  of  the  work.  Even  at  the 
present  day  there   was  a  great  deal  of 
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through  traffic  for  xrhich  local  expense 
was  incurred.  The  Secretary  of  State 
waa  not  only  to  assess  the  value  of  tlie 
debt,  buthowai  bIbo  to  allocate  it;  and 
there  would  be  immense  difficulty  in 
framing  any  rule  to  meet  the  vast  variety 
of  circumstances  of  different  places.  No 
one  had  stronger  ohjections  to  lolls  than 
he  had— he  bad  olten  run  the  risk  of 
breaking  his  neck  in  jumping  over  hedges 
in  order  to  avoid  them  —  and  in  many 
instances  the  cost  of  collecting  them  nas 
enortnoUB.  It  would  be  alnioat  impossible 
to  frame  a  general  Bill  that  ivould  not 
work  great  injustice  in  individual  in- 
stances. Ho  thought  that  it  would  be 
far  better  to  withdraw  the  Bill  than  to 
ask  the  Hoase  to  ptedjte  itself  to  any 
priociple.  The  House  would  then  be  free 
next  Session  to  carry  a  better  measure  if 
a  belter  measure  could  be  devised. 

8itt  JOHN  SIMEON  8.iid,  he  entirely 
concurred  in  the  sentiments  oiprcssed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (3Ir. 
Henley).  lo  the  Islo  of  Wight  they  con- 
tinued to  be  under  the  Act  53  Oeo. 
III.,  tolls  being  leviable  at  every  eighth 
mile,  lie  thought  tliere  was  a  great  ten 
dency  to  benr  unduly  on  the  rates,  and  to 
throw  on  tliom  everything  which  could 
posdibly  be  laid  on  them.  The  amount 
paid  by  the  farmers  for  tlio  maintenance 
of  roads  bore  a  very  undue  projiortion  to 
that  paid  by  the  inhubitanti  of  town'?. 
He  must  express  his  earnest  hope  that  in 
tlie  course  of  tho  discussion  which  must 
take  place  on  tliis  important  que»tion  in 
the  ensuing  Parliament  great  care  would 
be  taken  not  to  luy  too  great  pressure  on 
the  ratepayers. 

Ub.  GATHORNE  HABDY  sai.l,  he 
was  glad  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
tho  hon.  Momber  for  Simdwich  (Jlr 
Enatchbull-Ifugessen)  to  divido  tho  Houpc 
on  this  ocenstoti  on  the  Bill,  and  ho  would 
recommend  the  hon.  Member  behind  him 
to  ivithilraw  Ilia  Amendment  olso.  The 
diseusBion  shoived  thut  no  two  Members 
could  agree  upon  the  vole  which  they 
would  give  upon  the  Bill,  except  so  far 
as  this,  that  tliey  ilenired  to  abolish  the 
present  system  of  the  management  of 
turnpike  roads.  They  were  af;reed  upon 
nothing  <'li<c,  and  there  would  be  no  rn-e 
in  their  passing  what  would  in  effeet 
bo  on  abstract  Resolution  upon  Ihe 
question,  by  which  no  one  would  be 
bound.  It  would  no  doubt  be  to  the 
general  interest  of  the  country  that  the 
existing  bad  and  expensive  system  should 
Mr.  Sinlty 
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I  will  not  exercise  my  right  of  | 
by  ciiticiziDg,  aa  I  ahoald  nndei  | 
lircuEQBtanceH  be    deurous  of  oriti- 

Bcveral  of  the  obterrationB  which 
ecu  made  dariog  the  debate.  There 
■wever,  two  or  three  words  which 
.  bound  to  eay  beforo  I  consent 
hdraw  this  Sill.  I  think  I  may 
tulato  myself  upon  the  reBuIt  of 
iscui!sioo.  I  understand  from  the 
•aronet  the  Member  for  Ayrshire  the 

Secretary  of  SUte,  that  tho  Qo-  ' 
ent  admit  the  two  main  principles  , 
Bill — namely,  that  tolls  should  be  \ 
icd  and  the  area  of  taxation  extended,  \ 
ore  logical  sequence  appears  to  me  i 

10  Uoverntnent,  holding  these  views,  | 
support  the  second  reading  of  my  ; 

but  as  they  think  otherwise,  and  as  | 

11  could  not  under  any  circumstancea 
yond  its  present  stage  during  this 
1,  I  do  not  think  I  should  gain  any-  I 
by  pressing  for  a  division,  especially 
question  has  made  material  prepress 
;  the  debate.  But  there  is  one  ro- 
wbich  I  desire  to  make.      Having  ' 

the  main  principles  of  the  Bill  in  [ 
leniog  speech,  I  beg  to  remind  the  i 

that  I  most  distinctly  laid  it  down  | 
'.  was  prepared  to  accept  any  plan  ' 
,  on  consideration,  might  seem  pre<  , 
i  to  my  own,  so  long  as  it  was  con-  ' 
t  with  tho  adoption  of  those  two  ; 
pies,  I  myself  mentioned  tho  county 
■  a  possible  area,  and  I  also  alluded 
I  diTision  of  rates  between  owner  and 
ier.  But  another  reason  prompts  me 
uent  to  the  withdrawal  of  the  Bill 
IS  present.  It  is  evident  that  the 
nment  are  in  advanoeof  some  of  their 
■ters  upon  this  question,  and  I  am 
ithout  hopes  that  some  further  delay 
till  further  improve  the  position  ot 
r  and  that  time  and  reflection  will 
X  upon  this  subject  that  harmonious 

between  the  QoTemment  and  their 
'ters,  which  is  so  much  to  be  desired- 
thercfore  withdraw  the  Bill  upon  the 
tanding  of  course  that  the  Amcnd- 
B  also  withdrawn. 

GATHOBNE  HABDY  did  not 
t    to  ho  supposed  that  he  assented 

principle  of  the  total  abolition  of 
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*^ithdrawn, 
-•    CXCII.  [thiss  bekus.] 


MUNICIPAL  CORPOEATIONS   (METRO- 

POLIS)  BILL.— [Bill  lOfl.] 

(Xr.  J,  Btuart  MUl,  Mr.  Thomat  Bvghtt,  i/r* 

TvnHm,  Mr.  Button,  Mr.  Lagard.) 

SSCaXl}  REASIBO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  3.  STUABT  TilLL :  The  House  is 
nware  that  this  Bill  is  only  one  of  two 
which  have  some  claim  to  be  considered 
as  one,  inasmuch  os  they  are  parts  of  k 
nomhined  plan  for  tho  local  government  of 
ibe  metropolis.  The  most  important  of 
them,  as  the  House  is  also  aware,  I  have 
been  unexpectedly  prevented  from  pro- 
ceeding with.  It  has  been  decided  to  be  a 
violation  of  the  Standing  Orders.  It  ap- 
pears to  me  a  subject  well  worthy  tho 
consideration  of  the  House  under  what 
circumstances  this  diffloulty  has  arisen, 
and  that  I  should  have  been  nnablo  to  pro- 
pose to  the  House  a  plan  for  the  general  mu- 
aicipal  government  of  the  metropolis  be- 
cause due  noLice  has  not  been  given  to  tho 
Corporation  of  the  City  of  London.  The 
Bill  it  not  of  private,  bat  of  publio  inter- 
est ;  the  Corporation  is  solely  interested 
in  it  by  reason  of  the  property  it  holds 
for  public  purposes ;  the  City  of  London 
is  perfectly  aware  of  all  that  is  proposed, 
and  has  made  no  complaint  of  not  having 
received  notice.  The  promoters  of  the  mea- 
rore  do  not  expect  to  make  money  by  it, 
but  may  have  a  great  deal  to  spend  in  car- 
rying out  its  objects ;  and  it  appears  to  me 
worthy  of  consideration  whether  the  forma 
required  by  the  Standing  Orders  were  ever 
intended  for  snch  a  ease  as  this,  and  whe- 
ther tho  promoters  of  the  BUI  onght  to  be 
required  to  spend  several  hundreds  of 
ponnds  ont  of  tlieir  own  pockets  to  give 
formal  notice  to  the  Corporation.  Since 
the  House  did  me  tho  honour  of  permit- 
ting me  to  introduce  the  former  measure, 
a  great  change  has  taken  place  in  the  situ- 
ation of  this  country  aa  respects  its  insti- 
tutions. The  great  measure  of  last  Ses- 
,  sion  has  been  passed,  and  our  Constitution 
I  has  been  materially  altered  in  a  demo- 
I  cratio  direction.  This  new  stale  of  things 
imposes  new  duties;  it  requires  the  Houee, 
I  on  the  one  hand,  to  do  more  than  it  waa 
previously  obliged  to  do  j  and,  on  tho 
other,  to  consider  the  inconveniences, 
I  whether  great  or  small,  that  may  be 
created  by  the  new  direction  in  which 
we  are  proceeding,  and  to  guard  against 
I  them  as  far  as  possible.  It  is  well  un- 
derstood what  is  tho  special  danger  of 
'  democratic  institutions :  it  is  the  absence 
3  E 
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of  skilled  Bdmiuistration ;  and  I  stroagly  is  traOBaotod 

recommend  to  the  consideration  o(  thebon.  sone;  confinin 

Member  for  'Whitchftven  (Mr.  Bcntinck),  to  the  enforce: 

who  I  belioTo  intenda  to  move  the  rejco-  publicity  of  t 

tion  of  the  Bill,  that  tbe  great  political  em ;  the  offei 

problem  of  the  future,  not  onlj  for  this  who  do  tho  w 

country,  but  for  all  others,  is  to  oblain  a  chectr*upoii 

tbe  combination  of  democratic  institutions  do  anything 

'with   Bkillcd    adminiatintion.     It   ia   ex-  value  the  imp 

tremely  deeirnblo  that  this  Houae  without  longer  they  h. 

tither  idle  regret  for  tba  past  or  vain  con-  principle,  wbi 

ildence  in  tbe  future  should  apply  itself  administratioi 

to  fiud  out  how  these  ttro  things  may  best  strong  light  it 

bo  united.  I  am  anxious  to  impress  on  the  that  has  only 

Houae  the  importance  of   reviewing  our  area,  tries  to  i 

institutions    in   this    particular    point  of  public  bnsinet 

view,  and  to  induce  the  friends  of  demo-  most  ineffectii 

crnry    to    appreeiato    tbe    advantages  of  nesacanbedoi 

skilled   administration,  and   tbe  admirers  body  approach 

of  skilled  administrntion  to  appreciate  the  assembly  like 

merits  of  democratic  institutions.     As  re-  great   distanci 

gards  tho  general  principle  on  which  mu-  large  area,  am 

nicipal  ioHtitntions  should  be  founded,  the  work  to  do,  ii 

established  practice  with  us  is  that  alt  the  that  its  bnsiD 

ratepayers  should  have  a  voice  in  tbe  ex-  self;  its  busit 

pcnditure.     In  tho  democratic  direction,  to  do  it,  and  t 

nothing  further  than  this  can  be  desired,  trolling  them 

But  in  the  matter  of  skilled  administra-  lition  of  opini 

tion  there  is  much  to  bo  altered.     All  the  bers  may  pro 

defects  of  democratic  institutions  are  great  work  out  of  t 

in  proportion  as  the  area  is  small;    and  tors,     The  ad< 

if  you    wish    to    work    tbem   well,  I  do  lately  reqniree 

not  know  any  rule  more  important  than  representative 

that    you    should  never  have  a  popular  which  our  loi 

representative  assembly  on  a  small  area,  on,  should  no 

for  if  you  do,  it  will  be  impossible  to  have  local  hoard,  hi 

skilled    administration.      There    will    be  — as  lai^e  a 

much  less  choica   of   persons;   a  much  unity  of  int«n 

smaller  number,   and  those  less  compe-  they  bare  to  a 

tent   for   the   task,    will   be   willing   to  ness  of  tbe  i 

undertake  the  conduct  of  publio   affairs,  in  kind,  amon, 

And   here    t    must  direct  attention  to  a  tire  bodies,  ai 

principle  of  great  importance.     The  value  most  minute  n 

of   a    popular    administrative    body  —  I  Tarioaa  parisli 

might  say  of  any  popular  body — is  mea-  by  means  of 

snred   by   the  value  of   the  permanent  and  there  are 

officers.      When   a    popular  body  knows  belong  to  the 

vhat  it  is  fit  for  and  what  it  is  unfit  for,  most    fQultifiu 

it  will  more  and  more  understand  that  it  There  are  37 

is  not  its  business  to  administer,  but  that  of  births,  56  fi 

it  is  its  business  to  see  that  the  adminis-  ing  Act,  19  d 

tration  is  done  by  proper  persons,  and  to  30  County  Coi 

keep  them  to  their  daties.    I  hope  it  will  districts.     Thi 

be  more  and  more  felt  that  the  duty  of  ministration  c 

this  House  is  to  put  the  right  persons  on  Iidation  of    tl 

that  Bench  opposite,  and  when  tiicre  to  Among  tbe  ad 

keep  them  to  their  work.  Even  in  legis-  consolidation 
lativo  business  it  is  the  chief  daty — it  is  i  and  economy. 
most  consistent   with   tbo  capacity  of  a  I  more  than  to 

popular  assembly  to  see  that  the  business  i  against  this  1 
^r.  J.  Stuart  Mili                           I 
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effects  will  be  to  raise  the  rates ;  that  is 
not  only  impossible,  but  it  must  have  the 
contrary  effect,  because  in  proportion  as  the 
present  divisions  approach  tiie  sizo  they 
would  all  reach  when  combined  under  the 
plan  I  propose,  economy  has  been  effected. 
Compare  the  two  districts,  for  example,  of 
Marylebone  and  Westminster,  which  are 
about  equal  in  population.     Marylebone 
is  all  one  parish  under  one  local  govern- 
ment, and  is  an  approximation  to  the  sys* 
tern  I  would  establish,  and  its  administra- 
tive expenses  amount  to  £8,000  a  year. 
Westminster  is  divided  amongst  five  boards, 
and  the  five  boards  cost  £20,000  a  year. 
Probably  not  more  than  a  third  of  the 
number  of  officers    employed   in    West- 
minster is  employed  in  Marylebone.     In 
fact,   the  more  an  area  is  divided   into 
independent  districts,  the  more  paid  offi- 
cers there  must  be,  and  the  less  skilled 
they  will  be.      The   small  districts  can- 
not afford  to  pay  for  the  greatest  skill, 
and  the  smallness  of  the  districts  prevents 
the  officers  from  acquiring  it.    Add  to  this 
the   expense  now  arising   from  quarrels 
and  litigation,  which,  of  course,    would 
not  exist  if  these  boards  were  fused  into 
one.     I   find  that  no  less   than   4,000 
persons  are  engaged,  in  some  capacity  or 
other,   in   the  local  government  of  the 
metropolis.    I  cannot  help  asking,  would 
any  person  now  think  of  establishing  the 
preeent  system  of  administration  in  the 
metropolis  if  it  did  not  already  exist? 
Would  it  exist  at  all  except  for  the  acci- 
dental growing  up  of  arrangements  that 
haTe  never  been  reviewed  ?     In  a  great 
metropolis,  who  cares  about  his  parish, 
except  for  its  church  ?  and,  as  we    are 
going  to  get  rid  of   church  rates,    the 
.  pariah  will  have  no  common  interest  at 
all  in  future.     If  we  are  to  have  a  body 
that   can   do   the  work   well,  the  first 
oondition   must    be   unlimited   publicity 
-—publicity    which   must   not   be   theo- 
retiCy  but  real.    It  is  not  only  that  the 
people  should  have  a  right  to  know  what 
m  done ;   but  that  they  should  really  and 
actually  know  what  is  being  done.     You 
smst  get  them  to  give  their  attention  to 
it  ;  and  that  is  not  accomplished  on  the 
present  system,  because  the  area  of  admi- 
xiiatration  being  on  so  small  a  scale,  the 
pablio  does  not  take  sufficient  interest  in 
Me  subject  to  inquire  into  what  is  being 
done.     Except  in  a  large  parish,  no  light 
Sa  thrown  on  what  is  going  on.     I  am  far 
ftom  undervaluing  what  the  local  institu- 
'tionSy  imperfect  as  they  are,  have  done; 


but  they  are  doing  much  less  every  day,  as 
the  conditions  on  which  they  were  estab- 
lished  become  less  adapted  to  existing 
circumstances.  It  is  very  generally  be- 
lieved that  it  is  an  extremely  frequent 
thing  for  persons  who  sit  in  vestries  of  the 
metropolis  to  be  landlords  of  small  tene- 
ments utterly  unfit  for  human  habitations* 
men  whose  interest — I  do  not  say  they 
always  yield  to  that  interest — is  not  to 
promote  those  sanitary  arrangements  for 
the  improvement  of  the  dwelling  places 
of  the  great  mass  of  the  community 
which  it  should  be  our  object  to  promote. 
In  the  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Finsbury  (Mr.  M'CuUagh  Torrens)— 
the  Labourers*  and  Artizans' Dwellings  Bill 
— ^it  was  desired  to  give  greater  powers 
in  dealing  with  that  class  of  property,  but 
no  authority  could  be  found  that  was 
deemed  fit  to  exercise  those  powers.  At 
first  the  Bill  intrusted  those  powers  to  the 
vestries ;  but  the  vestries  were  not  trusted, 
and  the  Select  Committee  preferred  in- 
trusting them  to  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  :  and  then  it  appeared  that  the 
Board  of  Works  was  not  trusted  either ; 
and  I  have  received  repeated  applications 
to  oppose  the  Bill  on  that  ground.  It  may 
be  said  that,  acting  on  the  principles  I 
have  enunciated,  I  ought  to  have  proposed 
one  municipal  government  for  the  whole 
metropolis.  There  is  a  good  deal  to  be 
said  for  such  a  course.  But  on  the  other 
hand,  it  might  shock  settled  ideas  to  pro- 
pose at  once  to  entrust  the  whole  local 
government  of  so  vast  an  area,  with  about 
3,000,000  of  inhabitants,  to  one  local  body. 
The  business  to  be  intrusted  to  their  ma- 
nagement would,  moreover,  be  too  great, 
and  it  would  give  them  the  control  of  too 
large  an  amount  of  revenue  ;  and  it  would 
have  been  useless  to  attempt  to  obtain  the 
consent  of  the  House  to  such  a  measure. 
Probably  it  is  better  to  have  local  municipal 
bodies  for  the  different  Parliamentary  bo- 
roughs, and  that  the  central  Board  should 
not  bo  troubled  with  any  business  but 
such  as  is  common  to  the  whole  metropolis. 
The  Parliamentary  boroughs  ofier  a  me- 
dium between  the  contemptibly  small  size 
of  an  ordinary  parish  and  the  inordinate 
size  of  the  whole  metropolis;  and  in  them 
there  has  grown  up,  from  the  circumstance 
of  their  being  Parliamentary  boroughs,  a 
certain  feeling  of  local  connection  amongst 
the  whole  of  the  inhabitants.  This  feel- 
ing exists  in  a  very  great  degree  in  the 
old  Parliamentary  districts,  the  City  of 
London,    Westminster,    and  Souths w^\ 
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ftod  eome  •mouQt  of  it  has  grown  up 
eren  in  those  which  were  created  by 
the  Act  of  1632.  I  therefore  propose 
by  the  Bill  which  I  ask  you  to  read 
ft  second  time,  to  create  mnoioipaUtiea 
for  the  Pariiamentary  diotricta,  which 
shall  eierciae  the  powers  of  the  muni- 
cipalitiee  under  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
tionn  Act,  and  also  those  of  the  veatries 
and  local  boardB  of  the  metropoliB,  ex- 
cept so  far  OS  Parliament  shall  otherwise 
dispose.  It  may  be  said  that  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Worka  meets  tho  idea  of 
a  central  Board.  The  Metropolitan  Board 
ia  a  clumsy  creation,  arising  from  the  felt 
want  of  some  body  to  represent  the  whole 
metropolis,  tt  was  at  first  called  iato 
existence  to  carry  out  a  great  sanitary  im- 
proTement  which  ia  now  nearly  odm- 
pleted,  and  its  existence  would  in  conse- 
quence have  soon  expired,  but  that  Parlia- 
ment in  the  meantime  fouud  out  the  ne- 
cessity of  acme  snob  central  body,  and 
threw  upon  it  a  great  variety  of  duties, 
which  originally  were  not  contemplated. 
It  never  waa  intended  that  the  Board 
should  be  a  municipality  for  the  whole  of 
London  ;  and  I  cannot  conceive  that  that 
body  con  continue  to  discharge  those  duties 
without  its  constructiou  being  at  least 
greatly  modified.  I  could  not  expect  that 
this  Bill  would  pass  at  thia  period  of  the 
Session,  even  if  the  Govemmeut  were  to 
adopt  it ;  but  I  think  U  is  right  to  re- 
mind the  House  of  this  qnestion,  and  to 
prepare  the  public  mind  for  a  more  ma- 
ture conaideratiou  of  it.  On  these  grounds 
I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 
— (J/r.  J.  Stuart  Mill.) 

Mk.  BEN'TINCK.  in  riaing  to  move 
that  the  BiU  be  read  a  aecond  time  that 
day  three  moDth^  said,  that  he  did  not 
wish  it  to  be  ssid  that  the  Bill  had  been 
dropped  solely  in  consequence  of  the  late- 
ness of  the  Session  ;  and  he  therefore  de- 
sired to  obtain  the  opinion  of  the  House 
on  tho  Bill.  He  coufested  his  surprise 
that  the  hon.  Kember  should  attempt  to 
proceed  with  it  after  his  other  Bill  had 
been  prevented  from  being  discussed. 
Having  been  a  Member  of  the  Committee 
on  Metropolitan  Local  Government  which 
sat  last  Session,  he  would  remind  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  {Mr,  Stuart  Mill) 
that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  the 
mainspring  of  reform  in  the  municipal 
Mr,  J.  Stuart  MiU 
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they  might  he  duhhed  aldennen.   The  hon. 
and  gaUant  Memher    for  Bath  (Colonel 
Hogg)  served  on  the  Vestry  of  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  with  great  credit  and  po- 
pularity ;  but  he  (Mr.  Bentinck)  doubted 
whether  he  would  like  to  exchange  the 
title  of  *'  the  gallant  colonel "  for  that 
of  **  the  worthy  alderman."     He  appre- 
hended that  the  first  thing  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  would  do  on  being  made 
an  alderman  would  be  to  send  in  his  re- 
signation.   Another  objection  to  this  Bill 
was  that  any  measure  dealing  with  the 
local  government  of  the  metropolis  ought 
to  be  brought  in  by  the  Government — and 
that  was  one  of  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee.     But  the  main  objection 
to  the  Bill  was  that  it  was  entirely  re- 
pudiated by  the  mass  of  the  ratepayers. 
Sarly  in  the  year  a  deputation  went  to 
the  Home  Office  on  the  subject  of  this 
Bill.    There  wore  in  the  metropolis  thirty- 
eight    vestries,    representing   an   annual 
Tfdue    of    £14,000,000 ;    and    nineteen 
of  these  Vestry  Boards,  representing  an 
annual  value  of  £9.000,000,  joined  in 
the  deputation  against  this  Bill.     What 
was  there  on  the  other  side  ?    The  Vestry 
of  St.  James's,  at  a  meeting  at  which 
only  seven  members  were  present,  refused 
to  petition  against  the  Bill,  by  a  majority 
of    1  —  that  one  being    Mr.   Beal,   the 
author  of  the  Bill.     A  public  meeting  of 
the  inhabitants  was  afterwards   held   in 
St.  James's  Hall,  when  a  resolution  was 
carried  against  the  Bill  with  only  four  or 
five  dissentients.     A  subsequent  resolution 
was  carried  without  a  single  dissentient — 
namely,  that  Mr.  Beal  be  thrown  out  of 
the  window.   •The  vestries  might  be  un- 
popular, and  the  inhabitants  might  wish 
to  get  rid  of  their  jurisdiction;   but  all 
•ensible  men  were  opposed  to  the  principle 
«f  this  Bill,  which  would  only  increase 
the  expenditure,  insure  misgovern  men  t, 
and   make  the  existing   state  of   things 
worse  than  ever.    He  moved  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  secone    time    that  day  three 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  ''upon  this  day 
three  months."— (i&.  Bentinck.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now  •  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  that 
while  rendering  full  credit  to  the  able  and 
temperate  manner  in  which  the  Bill  had 
been  introduced,  he  thought  it  was  impos- 


sible at  this  period  of  the  Session  to  pass 
the  Bill.  Another  objection  was  that  it 
was  necessary  to  have  the  other  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  before  the  House  at  the 
same  time,  so  that  his  whole  scheme 
might  be  discussed  and  considered  at  once. 
The  Bill  was  generally  condemned  by  the 
metropolis  ;  and  he  believed  that  the  in- 
terests of  the  ratepayers  would  be  seriously 
injured  if  it  became  law.  It  would  only 
have  the  effect  of  creating  larger  vestries 
with  larger  powers  of  taxation.  Then 
the  various  officers  now  employed  were 
to  be  compensated.  The  expenses  of 
carrying  out  the  Act  would  so  great  that 
he  was  not  surprised  that  the  ratepayers 
looked  upon  it  with  alarm.  He  objected 
to  any  Bill  of  this  kind  being  brought 
forward  without  a  general  call  for  it ;  and 
there  was  no  such  call.  He  could  testify 
that  the  deputation  from  the  vestries  ex- 
pressed a  strong  feeling  against  the  Bill. 
The  object  of  asking  the  House  to  read 
it  a  second  time  was  to  stamp  it  with 
a  certain  amount  of  approbation  ;  whereas 
the  House  at  present  cared  little,  and  knew 
less,  about  the  subject.  The  whole  sub- 
ject of  metropolitan  local  government  had 
been  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  last 
Session.  They  took  evidence,  and  recom- 
mended that  it  was  desirable  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovemment  should  submit  to  Par- 
liament a  Bill  to  carry  their  Besolutions 
into  effect.  This  would  be  far  better 
than  leaving  the  subject  in  the  hands  of  a 
private  Member. 

Colonel  HOGG  said,  this  bill  was 
founded  on  an  entirely  false  basis,  and  was 
altogether  a  very  crude  measure,  and  would 
be  utterly  unworkable.  Instead  of  tend- 
ing to  produce  economy,  it  would,  he 
thought  have  an  opposite  effect.  He  had 
been  present  at  an  immense  meeting  in 
St.  James's  Hall,  called  together  by  the 
friends  of  the  measure,  and  only  four 
hands  were  held  up  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 
Great  stress  was  laid  upon  the  number  of 
petitions  presented  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
but,  after  all,  he  found  that  the  number  of 
petitions  was  259,  and  the  number  of 
signatures  241.  The  fact  was  that  a 
public  meeting  of  ratepayers  having  de- 
clared against  the  Bill,  the  only  resource 
the  supporters  of  the  measure  had  was 
to  send  round  petitions  to  be  signed  by 
single  individuals,  who  forwarded  them  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr. 
Staart  Mill),  who,  of  course,  was  delighted 
to  present  them.  The  parish  of  St.  James's, 
with  a  population  of  35,000,  was  the  only 
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parish  that  had  declared  in  faToai  of  the 
BiU,  and  that  by  a  majority  of  1  only, 
in  a  veatry  meeting  of  about  bbvor  indi- 
yiduals,  whilst  veslriea  in  number  nine- 
teen ond  rcpTeeenting  ou  annual  value  ol 
£9,000,000  trcre  strongly  opposed  to  the 
Kill.  lie  very  much  objected  to  the  pro- 
vieion  in  the  Dill  which  proposed  to  hand 
over  the  charitable  funds  of  the  metro- 
poliB  to  the  municipalities.  He  thought 
the  Board  of  Works  bad  done  its  duty, 
and  was,  if  it  increased  taxation,  only 
supplying  the  deficiency  of  former  years. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  1 
could  not  undertake  at  this  time  of  day  to 
discuss  tho  philoaopbical  principles  laid 
down  by  the  hon.  Member  for  'Westmineter 
(Mr.  Stuart  Mill),  and  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  said  he  should  not  press  the  Bill 
this  Session  be  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  discuss  it.  He  might  remark  that  tho 
Bill  was  opposed  in  its  principle  and  de- 
tails to  the  Report  of  tbo  Select  Com- 
mittee which  had  inquired  into  the  ques- 
tion. One  of  their  recommendations  woi 
that  the  question  should  bo  dealt  with  by 
the  Government ;  but  he  need  hardly  re- 
mind the  House  that  circumstances  had 
prevented  the  Government  taking  up  tho 
matter  this  Session,  llio  principle  of  the 
measore,  to  divide  the  metropolis  into  neir 
boroughs,  was  wholly  at  variance  with  the 
principle  of  the  Municipal  Corporations  Act, 
which  provided  that  uew  boroughs  were  to 
be  created  by  the  Crown,  on  petition  by 
the  inhabitants.  He  agreed  with  an  bon. 
Gentleman  who  had  spoken  (Mr.  Harvey 
Lewis)  that  a  Bill  of  this  kind  shonld  be 
introduced  upon  the  responsibility  of  the 
tho  Government,  and  not  on  that  of  a 
private  Member.  At  all  events  it  was 
such  a  Bill  as  could  not  reeeiTe  the  sup- 
port of  the  Government. 

Me.  ATRTON  suggested  tho  with- 
drawal of  the  Bill.  From  the  complicated 
character  of  the  subject  it  was  one  which 
could  only  bo  efSclently  dealt  with  by  the 
Ooveniment.  The  measure  before  them 
only  touched  a  fragment  of  the  question, 
which  should  bo  dealt  with  as  a  whole. 
He  would  suggest  that  the  Amendment 
ehould  not  be  pressed,  and  that  in  it  a 
Besolution  should  be  substituted,  declaring 
that  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Honse  that  the 
Government  should  introduce  a  Bill  pro- 
viding for  the  bettor  government  of  the 
metropolis.  j 

Ms.  LOCEE  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gen- 1 
tiemaa  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment would  acOMe  to  the  proposal  of 
CoIqtkX  Hogg  I 
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BAKK  07  BOICBAT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Siajtovld  Nobtroots,  BiU  to 
enable  CommiBsioneri  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  Failure  of  the  Bank  of  BomhajT  to  examine 
witnesses  on  oath  in  the  United  Kingdom,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Stavtobd  Noetbcotx  and 
Sir  Jambb  Ferffusaon. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  178.] 

House  a^oamed  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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declaring  the  tmsta  thereof  shall  hare  been 
enrolled  in  Her  Migeity's  High  Court  of  Chan- 
cery." 

If  deeds  givlDg  sites  for  religious  and 
charitable  buildings  were  not  enrolled,  oc- 
casion would  be  given  for  great  abuses. 
The  Bill  as  it  at  present  stood  did  not 
propose  anything  that  could  not  be  done 
at  present.  The  object  of  his  Amendment 
was  to  make  the  effect  of  the  deed  date 
from  whatever  time  it  might  be  enrolled. 
His  proposal  would  admit  of  enrolment 
without  the  intervention  of  a  solicitor. 
A  deed  might  be  sent  up  by  post,  and  then 
it  would  only  be  necessary  Uiat  some  one 
should  call  for  it  and  pay  the  fees.  There 
might  be  printed  forms  of  deeds  as  there 
were  of  leases,  which,  in  fact,  required 
more  revision.  His  sole  object  was  to 
combine  cheapness  with  security. 

LoBD  CRANWORTH  doubted  the  ex- 
pediency  of  insisting  on  the  formality  pre- 
scribed  by  the  Amendment.  The  Bill 
dispensed  altogether  with  the  necessity  of 
enrolment  in  the  case  of  these  small 
grants.  In  manufacturing  towns  there 
were  many  little  buildings  such  as  chapels, 
schools,  and  mechanics'  institutions,  the 
conveyances  of  which  became  null  and 
void  unless  they  were  enrolled,  and  yet 
in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  they  were  never 
enrolled.  The  Court  of  Chancery,  indeed, 
could  authorize  their  enrolment  after  tho 
time  for  it  had  elapsed. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  opposed 
the  Amendment.  The  Bill  only  dealt  with 
cases  where  tho  land  taken  was  for  the 
purpose  of  erecting  a  building  upon  it  for 
the  promotion  of  religion,  literature,  or 
science.  It  was  also  provided  that  tho 
grant  or  purchase  should  have  been  really 
and  bond  fide  made  for  full  and  valuable 
consideration,  and  that  the  land  granted  or 
purchased  should  not  be  more  than  two 
acres  in  extent.  The  Bill  proposed  that 
in  such  cases  it  should  be  no  longer  neces- 
sary to  enrol  the  deed  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  It  should  be  remembered  that 
the  Mortmain  Act  was  passed  on  account  of 
many  largo  and  improvident  dispositions 
having  been  made  by  dying  and  other  per- 
sons for  charitable  uses,  to  take  effect 
after  their  death,  to  the  disherison  of 
their  lawful  heirs.  But  nobody  could 
imagine  that  the  sale  of  two  acres  of  land 
would  produce  dangerous  consequences  in 
that  respect.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
under  the  Mortmain  Act  the  system  of 
enrolment  was  not  contemplated  at  the 
time  that  Act  received  the  sanction  of  the 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Thursday,  June  18, 1868. 

• 

MINUTES.]— PuBUO  Bills— jPir«<  Beading^ 
Estahlisbed  Church  (Ireland)  (157);  Drain- 
age Provisional  Order  Confirmation  *  ( 158) ; 
Inclo8are(No.  2)*  (159);  Judgments  Exten- 
sion* (160). 

Second  Reading  —  Jurors'  Affirmations  (Soot- 
land)*  (104). 

Committee  —  Religious,  Ac.  Buildings  (Sites) 
(1281C1);  Unclaimed  Prize  Money  (India)* 
(121). 

Report — Unclaimed  Prize  Money  (India)  *  (121) ; 
Poor  Relief  (155-162). 

Tkird  Reading — Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy 
Act  Amendment*  (148)  and  pasted., 

ESTABLISHED   CHURCH  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 
FIRST  READINO. 

The  Earl  op  CLARENDON  moved 
that  the  Bill  bo  now  read  the  first  time. 

£abl  grey  thereon  gave  Notice  that 
he  should  move  as  an  Amendment  to  the 
second  reading  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  six  months. 

Bill  read  1* ;  to  be  read  2*  on  Thursday 
next,  and  to  he  printed.    (No.  157.) 

RELIGIOUS,    Ac,    BUILDINGS    (SITES) 

BILL. 

( The  Lord  Cranworih. ) 

(mO.  128.)  COMMITTEB   (ON-KECOMMITMENT.) 

House  in  Committee  (on  Re-commitment) 
(according  to  Order). 

LoBD  ROMILLY  moved  to  omit  Clause  2 
and  insert  the  following  instead  thereof : — 

"Provided  also,  that  every  such  alienation 
grant,  convejanee,  lease,  assurance,  surrender 
or  other  disposition  shall  he  ahsolutel/  and  to 
all  intents  and  purposes  null  and  void  unless 
sad  until  the  same  or  some  deed  or  instrument 


V 
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XiPgislature  ;  and  one  religioua  bodf ,  tliA  |  were  often  in 
'WcBleyans,  had  resorted  to  the  practiob  I  ran  and  other 
in  order  that  if  any  qucation  Bhoutd  ariw  '  nize  the  valu 
their  deeds  might  he  referred  to  with  \  and  in  fact  th 
facility.  The  question  at  issue,  therefore,  important  to  ' 
V03  whether  an  unneeessary  hardship  |  ask  for  visitoi 
ought  to  bo  imposed  on  all  Hor  Majesty's  Thk  Mahoi 
subjects  because  the  practice  of  registrar  the  reasons  g 
tion  bad  proved  a  convenience  to  a  par-  not  complyinj 
tioular  religious  denomination.  He  might  at  ali  aatiafaot 
mention,  however,  that  the  passing  of  tht .  Loei>  REE 
present  measure  would  not  prevent  partiei  :  right  which  t 
itom  enrolling  their  deeds  in  Chancery  if  '  bodied  paupet 
they  thought  fit  to  do  so.  On  the  whole,  .  once  a  week  ' 
he  thought  their  Lordships  would  do  wel'.  j 
to  adhere  to  the  original  clause. 

Amendment  (by  Leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

Amendments  made  :  The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Monday  next;  and  Bill 
to  be  printed  as  amended.    [No.  161). 


POOR  RELIEF  BILL— (No.  186.) 
( The  Earl  of  Devm,) 


them  to  atten 
place  of  worsi 
was  an  indulg 
principle  on 
should  be  dei 
to  be  a  defin 
venient  distai 
permission  to 
religious  won 
those  facilitici 
mischief  in 
paupers  to  g< 
leaving  their 
would  moreov 
sive  of  disoipl 

Eabl  rOR: 
much  in  tho  0 


Amendments  reporUd  (according  to 
Order.) 

Thb  Eabl  op  DEVON  said,  it  would 
be  in  their  Lordahips'  recollection  that  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion  the  other  night 
bo  stated  that,  in  the  event  of  the  House  , 
deciding  on  tho  rejection  of  the  clause  i  ''ettenng  the 
for  removing  idiots  from  workhouses,  he  t"^'^  matters, 
would  on  the  Report  propose  the  clause  ^'"^''  *  course' 
that  was  originally  in  the  Bill,  but  which  anwUling  to  a 
had  been  rejected  by  the  Select  Committee.  .^s"  ^^  ' 
An  objection  was  thereon  taken  by  a  noble  \  **""''  ^'^^  ^'^ 
Lord  (Earl  Grey)  that  such  a  clause  ought ,  °'  P^'??  ^^ 
to  originate  in  the  other  House.  Recog- [  P^rtunities  of 
sizing  the  force  of  that  objection,  he  should  i  Lo^o  LYT 
be  wanting  in  respect  to  their  Lordships  if  ^'"''  ^'^^  ^^i"' 
he  were  now  to  propose  the  clause,  and  |  i^"^  Fortesou 
therefore  he  abstained  from  doing  so.  "      -"""■    i^ 

The  MAsauKss  of  WESTMEATH  said, 
that  the  Bill  origin nlly  provided  that 
etrange  miniBtora  of  religion  should  be 
allowed  to  visit  Iho  workhouses  only  "  at 
tho  request  of  an  inmate."  Now  these 
words  wero  struck  out  of  tho  present 
Bill.  But  unless  the  noble  Earl  had  some 
valid  and  convincing  reason  for  the  omis- 
WOQ  of  these  words,  he  hoped  he  would 
re-insert  them.  , 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  said,  he  must ! 
decltno  the  suggestion  for  two  reasons—  I 
first,  that  the  words  were  found  to  inter-    duction  of 
fere  with  that  freedom  of  religious  opinion :  tection  of  the 
which  it  was  the  object  of  the  Foor  Iaw  I  form   bottle    t 
Board  to  secure  ;  and  secondly,  that  there  i  called  "  the  ] 
nt  Lord  Chancellor  I 


I  of  Committee! 
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duction  might  be  gradaal  but  in  oonrse  of 
time  it  would  come  to  be  recognized  by 
all.  He  had  originally  suggested  on  the 
Report  the  adoption  of  a  bottle  of  a  par- 
ticular shape  ;  but  on  reflection  he  had  no 
objection  to  leave  the  matter  to  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Privy  Council  and  of  the 
Pharmaceutical  Society.  He  believed 
that  there  was  no  objection  to  the  intro- 
duction of  this  clause,  which  he  felt  con- 
fident would  tend  in  practice  to  the 
prevention  of  very  serious  danger. 

After  Clause  17,  moved  to  insert  the 
following  Clause  :— 

**  From  and  after  the  Thirty-first  Day  of  Do- 
cember  One  thoasand  eight  hundred  and  sixty- 
eight  it  shall  not  be  lawful  to  sell  any  Poison  in  a 
Bottle  required  to  be  labelled  as  aforesaid  unless 
such  Bottle  shall  be  of  a  Shape  and  Character  to 
be  thenceforth  kbown  and  described  as  a  Poison 
Bottle ;  and  it  shall  not  be  lawful  to  sell  any  Pre- 
paration not  poisonous  in  any  such  Bottle ;  and 
any  Person  offending  against  either  of  the  afore- 
■aid  Provisions  shall  be  liable  to  the  Penalties 
kerein-before  enacted  for  selling  Poison  not  dis- 
tinctly labelled.  The  Shape  and  Character  to  be 
prescribed  by  the  Pharmaceutical  Society,  with 
the  Consent  of  the  Privy  Council,  within  One 
Month  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  adver- 
tised and  published  in  such  Manner  as  the  Privy 
Council  shall  direct." — ( The  Chairman  of  Com- 
wdUees.) 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
the  noble  Lord  had  failed  to  answer  the 
objection  raised  on  a  former  occasion  by 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
Back,  that  many  of  the  poisons  which  he 
proposed  to  put  into  these  special  bottles 
were  poisons  entering  into  the  almost  daily 
prescriptions  of  physicians. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  the  noble 
liarquess  was  mistaken.  The  only  poisons 
with  regard  to  which  his  clause  would 
enforce  the  use  of  a  special  bottle  were 
those  which  by  the  previous  clause  were 
required  to  be  labelled  as  poisons. 

The  Mabquess  op  SALISBURY  said, 
that  one  so  well  versed  in  the  rules  of  the 
House  as  the  noble  Lord  must  see  that 
there  was  great  inconvenience  in  discussing 
a  totally  now  provision  of  which  no  notice 
whatever  had  been  given.  The  distinction 
taken  by  the  noble  Lord  it  would  be  seen 
on  examination  was  not  well  founded  ;  for 
the  earlier  clause  provided  that  no  person 
should  sell  any  poison,  wholesale  or  retail, 
unless  in  a  wrapper  distinctly  labelled.  A 
letter  in  The  Times  recently  had  given  the 
names  of  some  of  the  drugs  in  constant 
nse,  such  as  arsenic,  prussic  acid,  strych- 
nine, all  poisonous  vegetable  alkalies  and 
th^ir  salts,  aconite,  corrosive  sublimate, 


belladonna,  and  cantharides.  Every  one 
of  these  drugs  entered  into  the  prescrip- 
tions of  physicians,  and  were  used  some- 
times in  cases  of  great  emergency.  A 
physician  in  some  urgent  case  might  send 
to  a  chemist  in  whose  possession  he  knew 
the  particular  drug  to  be;  and  yet  that 
chemist,  merely  from  the  fact  tiiat  his 
stock  of  this  particular  poison  bottle  hap- 
pened to  be  exhausted,  would  be  absolutely 
prevented  from  supplying  the  medicine. 
The  bottle,  of  course,  would  be  patented, 
being  the  invention  of  some  particular 
person. 

LoBD  REDESDALE  :  It  is  not  a  patent 
to  begin  with. 

The  Mabquess  op  SALISBURY  :  Well, 
then,  it  was  to  be  defined  and  published. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  he  had  already 
expressed  his  willingness  to  leave  the 
shape  of  the  bottle  to  be  settled  by  the 
Privy  Council  and  the  Pharmaceutical 
Society. 

The  Marqttess  op  SALISBURY :  But 
there  was  great  inconvenience  in  intro- 
ducing extensive  additions  of  this  kind 
upon  the  mere  discussion  of  some  par- 
ticular clause  of  a  Bill — and  that,  too, 
without  Notice.  Apart  from  the  prac- 
tical objection  that  a  particular  medicine 
sent  for  in  great  haste  in  the  middle 
of  the  night  might  fail  to  be  procured, 
in  the  absence  of  the  poison  bottle,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  whole  principle  of  the  pro- 
posed legislation  on  this  point.  Hitherto 
we  had  proceeded  upon  the  principle  of 
protecting  persons  from  wrongs  or  injuries 
wilfully  wrought  by  others ;  but  we  had 
never  acted  upon  the  principle  of  protect- 
ing sensiblo  people  from  possible  dangers 
merely  because  foolish  people  might  have 
it  in  their  power  to  injure  themselves. 
Because  somebody  might  be  foolish  enough 
to  get  up  in  the  middle  of  the  night,  and, 
without  taking  the  trouble  to  strike  a 
light,  might  drink  off  the  contents  of  a 
bottle,  therefore  the  noble  Lord  proposed 
to  introduce  entirely  new  restraints  affect- 
ing a  whole  profession.  This  was  a  prin- 
ciple of  legislation  not  unknown  to  foreign 
countries,  where  Governments  were  very 
fond  of  protecting  people  against  the  con- 
sequences of  their  own  acts ;  but  it  was 
totally  opposed  to  the  habits  of  this  coun- 
try, its  direct  tendency  being  to  hinder 
the  general  business  of  mankind.  The 
principle  was  one  that,  if  adopted  in  this 
country,  would  tend,  he  felt  sure,  to 
greater  evils  than  those  which  it  sought  to 
prevent. 
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EiEL  GRANVILLE  thought  that  the  I  poisons  for  wl 
clauio  framed  by  the  noble  Lord  might  bo  used  omitted  i 
modified  wilh  advantage  before  it  was  more  hormAil  t 
BQbmittcd  to  the  House.  On  this  subject  |  the  reault  waul 
he  had  received  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  |  would  be  plao 
of  much  praotical  esporicncc  ;  and  read  to    comparatively 

"     "  bottlei.  Herec 

not  to  press  thi 
Loan  BSDE 
to  know  what 
offered  agaiDst 
means  conclosi 
ment  of  the  nol 


the  House  the  following  extract : — 

"  I  find  that  Lord  Redoid&le  retatna  his  faith  ir 
the  poison  boUle,  and  intends  to  proposo  it  Rgaip 
on  the  third  reading  of  Iha  Pharmicj  Bill,  adopt- 
ing that  wbieb  I  cortainl;  bclievs  to  ha  by  br  the  < 
most  dlstiiictire  botllo  ever  used.  But  the  m 
I  consider  hii  Lordihip's  proposition,  and  them 
I  thinli  of  the  valao  pertaining  to  special  bottles  IToVl  ilv '.tllilT' 
of  waj  .hapc.  when  u«d  aeco^ing  to  the  disore-  of  8alisbury)tli. 
Uon  of  di9pen>«r>  oho  understand  their  bnsiness,  \  practice  to  ms 
the  more  impressed  I  become  with  the  impolio/  of  those  vbo  wen 
spcoiBc  easctments  concerning  them.  1  have  b1-  i  themseWes  he 
j«dj  .old  jour  Lord,WpO.>lmo,t  ohoni.l.  io  „„,  ia.Uncoi 
London  use  distinctiie  ootllei  for  dangerous  arli-  |  •  i  3 
cles  and  eiternoJ  applioationa ;  tlicf  have  done  so  I  ^"^^ !  P^™* 
for  the  lost  til  or  ioten  jears,  the  pmolioe  gradu-  I  punished  for  at 
allf  increasing.  I  hars  also  said  that  the  use  of '  tion,  and  it  wa 
these  bottles  should  be  restricted  to  such  articles.  |  tlioy  could  do 
Now,  I  presume  the  word.  •  poison '  and  '  poi«.n.  .Jioupht  it  WO 
OU.'  in  the  proposed  clanse  must  ho  construed  I  ^''O'^RI^  "  Y" 
according  to  Clause  3.  If  so,  wc  should  be  pro-  ^  ausc,  thot  it  I 
liibited  from  using  sueb  bottles  for  everj  medicins  the  lIouM)  Of  C 
not  in  the  Schedule  ;  and  I  need  scarce];  saj  the  The  ElEL  0 
Schedule  does  not  contain  a  sixth  pnrt  of  the  dan-  I  tnig^g  were  of  1 
serous   preparation,   daii;   passing  through  Our  .  ,      „\j,eA  k 

hands.  I  should  not  think  now  ol  selling  lauda-  ,  ""  ?"  P  v  „ , 
nom  in  anj  other  thon  a  poison  bottle.  Uudanum  particular  boltl 
is  not  in  the  Schedule :  consequentlf  I  must^  if  the  there  would  bi 
Amendment  pass,  discontinue  that  precaution.  I  taking  medicil 
know  Lord  Redesdeae  thinks  it  is  the  inoonreni-  application  for 
ence  of  tho  compulsorj  enactment  which  actuates  .  11  . 
the  Pharmaceutical  Societj  in  resisting  his  pro-  ^  1,  j  '  ■ 
posal ;  but  I  can  assure  you  most  bonestlj  that  he  had  receive 
the<r  are  anxious,  both  hy  eioaipls  and  rccom-  case  might  ari: 
mendatiDU,  to  promote  hii  liows,  and  really  ap-  acid  would  be  1 
prebaniire  thnt  his  Amendment  would  prevent  gf  a  anoonful 
tiieir  doins  so."  ,.  ,,    r"", 

°  highly   poisoDi 

If  the  securilicB  sought  by  the  claase  were  Both  would  be 
not  complete  it  would  be  worse  than  no  and  no  sccurit 
precautions  at  all,  and  resemble  that  very  lotion  would  n 
dangerous  gun  invented  some  years  ago,  acid.  His  con 
which  waa  provided  with  a  complicated  ships  would  m 
oontrivanco  to  prevent  ita  going  off.  they  wished  to 

The  Duke  ob  MABLBOBOTTQH  said,  1  ment. 
that  although  the  clause  had  bticn  greatly  '      After  a  fen 
improved  since  laat  it  was  offered  to  the  J  Ai&lie  end  Loi 
House  ho  thought  tho  disadvantages  con- 
nected with  the  proposal  outbalanced  the       O"*  Question 
advantages.     Tho  better  course  would  be  |  —Contents   39 
to  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the  Phar- 1  jority  6. 
maceuticol  Society  and  the  Privy  Council 
to  take  what  precautions  they  thought  ne- 
cessary against  tho  careless  sale  of  poisons. 
If  they  thought  it  necessary  to  adopt  s 
peculiar  bottle  they  could  do  so  ;  but  such    , 
a  course  ought  not  to  bo  imposed   upon 
them  by  Act  of  Parliament     The  proposal , 
of  his  noble  Priend  (Lard  Bedesdale)  was 
defective,  inasmuch  as  his  Schedule  of| 
77«  Marqueti  of  Saliiburj/ 
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T      T.™S^?T^'~l^'lT'?'     M  HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 

LoBD  CAMPBELL,  who  had  given  No- 
tice— Thursday,  June  18,  1868. 

"  To  present  a  Petition  from  Nova  Scotia  al- 
leging the  Existence  of  much  Discontent  in  the  MINUTES.]— NbwWmi  l88nK]>— For  Stamford 
Province  in  regard  to  an  Act  passed  last  Session  v.  Viscount  Ingostre,  now  Earl  of  Shrewsbury, 
under  the  Title  of  The  British  North  America  SeUct  CommitUe  —  Curragh  of  Kildare,  General 
Act ;  and  to  move  that  an  humble  Address  be  Dunne,  Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen  added, 
presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  Ptouc  BiLLB—Seeofid  Readitig-^  Electric  Tele- 
appoint  a  Commission  to  proceed  to  Nova  Scotia  graphs    [82]  ;  Ecclesiastical    Commissioners  • 
for  the  Purpose  of  examining  the  Causes  of  the  [ic8]  ;      Local     Government     Supplemental 
alleged  Dissatisfaction  with  a  View  to  their  Re-  (No.  6)*  \\*l^\ 

moval."  Referred  to  Select  Committee  —  Electric  Tele- 
said  he  rose  to  postpone  his  Motion.     His  graphs  [82]. 
reason  for  doing  so  was  chiefly  on  account  C'ewnmir^^e-Representation  of  the  People  (Tre- 

of  the  lateness'of  the  hour,  aid  the  exist-  J^stU^V  [iS?]rre!5rverl:'nt  S^uff 

ence  of  certain  rules  or  understandings  mental  (No.  6)*  [160];  Navy  and  Army  Ex- 

with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  Puhlic  Busi-  penditure  * — b.p. 

ness  on  Tuesdays  and  Thursdays.    A  good  Report  —  RepresenUtion  of  the  People  (Ireland) 

many  Members  had  left  the  House  on  the  PV.^r^AA^^'®'®'}^"''"  of  the  People  (Scot- 

J      i.     J-        i.u  J.  i-u         I.'     i.          ij       A  land*  [166];  Local  Government  Supplemental 

understanding  that  the  subject  would  not  \^q  5U  [160]. 

come  on  after  six.  Conndered  as  amended — Representation  of  the 

The  Eabl  of  CARNARVON  said,  that  People  (Scotland)*  [166] ;  Boundary •  [166] ; 

this  Motion  had  been  twice  on  the  Paper  ^<»1  Government    Supplemental    (No.  5)» 

«d  had  been  twice  postponed     He  pro-  5l«eld?P'jrFl.'i'Tu(?  '"'  ^"•'''^"' 

tested  against  the  continual  postponement  Third  ft«adi«/7  —  Representation  of  the  People 

of  important  Notices— a  course  which  was  (Scotland)*  [166];    Local  Government  Sup- 

liighly  inconvenient  to  noble  Lords  who  felt  plemental  (No.  4)*  [169]:  Local  Government 

interested  in  the  discussions  which  were  fE?P^f'"®'!jfL^r^5;^^*.[^^ 

likely  to  arise    and  one  which  was  alao  jFi7/Xt^nLWghti\n°d  M^asur'es  (Scotland)  • 

highly  detrimental  to  the  public  interests.  [109]. 

It  was  now  only  half-past  six  o'clock,  and 

he  could  not  see  why  the  Motion  should  PARLIAMENT  —  PUBLIC    PETITIONS.— 

not  be  proceeded  with.  BREACH  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

LoBD  LYVEDEN  remarked  that  the  in-  __      ^    x,Ai>omT?T>           ^    *i    .    *i, 

eonvenience  arising  from  the  course  adopted  «  ^?\  \;  -POK-SJER  moved    that    the 

hyihe  noble  Lord  (Lord  Campbell)  was  felt  Special  Report  of  the   Public    Petitions 

not  only  by  many  Members  of  their  Lord-  Committee  of  the   28th   of  May  last  be 

ahips'  House,  but  also  by  the  Delegates  ^^^d  ;  but  that,  in  the  case  of  those  Peti- 

ftom  Kova  Scotia,  who   were  naturally  tions  to  which  the  Report  refers,  the  Order 

anxious  to  be  present  at  the  discussion.  2f  ,\'^\^°"«®  that   they  do  he  "pon  the 

He  trusted  that  the  noble   Lord  would  Table  be  read  and  discharged.     The  hoii. 

place  his  Notice  on  the  Paper  for  a  day  Member  said,  he  had  to  bring  under  the 

when  it  could  have  precedence,  and  that  "^"ce  of  the  House  a  Broach  of  Privilege, 

the  date  would  be  sufficiently  early  to  admit  committed  in  the  case  of  these  Petitions. 

of  the  Delegates  from  I^ova  Scotia  being  By  the  Standing  Orders  it  is  required  that 

present  at  the  discussion  before  leaving  this  e^e^y  Petition  shall  bear  at  least  one  sig- 

ooontry.  nature  on  the  sheet  containing  the  rrajer 

of  the  Petition,  and  Petitions  are  frequently 

ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND)  returned   to  hon.   Members   because  this 

^^^^*  regulation  is  not  complied  with.     But  in 

NOTICE  OP  MOTioy.  ^j^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^l,ggg  Petitions  an  attempt  was 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said :  My  made  to  render  them  formally  correct  by 

Lords,  I  beg  to  give  notice  that  on  the  taking  a  signature  from  tho  body  of  the 

Motion  for  the   Second  Reading  of  the  Petition  and  placing  it  on  tho  sheet  con- 

Bnspensory  Bill  relating  to  the  Irish  branch  taining  the  Prayer.     E  lamination  showed 

of  the  Established  Church  I  shall  move  that  this  had  been  done  in  the  case  of  100 

that  it  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six  Petitions.     The  facts  are  admitted  by  the 

mouths.  party  implicated,  who   says  ho   was  not 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  ^^^i^re  that  he  was  committing  a  Breach  of 

^"•°"hKiT«"S  Privilege:  and  as  ho  is  now  aware  of  the 


J 
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impropriety  of  lua  conduot,  and  ii  in  an  and  he  I 
in6rni  sUCfl  of  heal  tb,  the  Com  mi  [tee  of  mittee  a 
Fublio  Petitions  tliink  sufficient  punitLment 
will  be  inflicted  bj  discliarging  the  Feti- 
tlont.  If,  honoTer,  other  caiea  of  a  Himilar 
character  are  brought  before  the  Committoe, 
iitej  nill  adopt  a  much  more  lerere  courae. 

Special  Report  of  the  Committee  [28(& 
JUoy]  read. 

Tbb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER laid,  he  thought  the   Motion  de- 
aerving  of  con  si  deration  by  the  House,  as 
a  question  aroao  whether  the  rulei  at  pro- 
aent  in  force  were  judicioua,  and  ought  to 
be  maintained  for  the  future.     It  waa  well 
known  that  many  honA  fide  Fetitiona  were 
presented  with  every  intention  of  comply- 
ing with  tho  rules  of  the  House,  and  yet 
were  often  returned  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Petitions  as  being  informal.     The 
hon.  Gentleman,  ea  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee,   had   called   the  attention   of  the    ' 
House  to  the  fact   of   certain  Petitions 
having  had   no  signaturea  on  the  aide  on 
which  the  Petition  was  written.     Now,  if 
the  rule  of  the  House  were  complied  with,    ' 
the  security  it  afforded  only  amounted  to 
this,  that  there  was  one  &onil  fid«  eiguature    i 
required  to  be  on  the  same  side,  bo  that  a    > 
hundred  Petitions  might  be  accepted,  pro* 
Tided    this  condition   were   fulfilled.      He    ' 
thought  this  wns  straining  at  a  gnat  and 
awallowing  a  oamel,  and  that  it  would  not 
bear  the  ecrutiny  of  common  sense  ;  and  it    i 
would  be  desirable  that  the  Select  Com-    i 
mittee  on  Petitions  should  revifte  the  rules,    i 
and  consider  whether  they  might  not  be 
improved,  so  that  persons  aniious  to  comply 
with  the  Orders  of  the  House  should  not 
fall  into  a  trap  unawares,  and  have  their 
Fetitiona  rejected.  There  waa  another  rule, 
of  which  the  propriety  waa  also  very  quea- 
tionable,  that  no  Petition  thould  be  received 
by   the   Houae  that   was  printed.      The 
object,  he  supposed,  waa  to  take  precau- 
tions that  the  actual  words  profeuing  to 
embody  the  sentimenta  of  the  petitioners 
■hould  emanate  from  themselves,  and  not 
he  suggested  to  them  by  acme  one  else.  But 
did  the  rules  really  accomplish  that  object  T 
Tbey  knew  perfectly  well  that  soma  per- 
Bon  clever  iu  eipresaing  himself  concisely 
WAS  employed  to  draw  up  the  form  of  a 
Petition  ;  they  were  eent  round,  and  the 
petitioners  had  ouly  the  trouble  of  gettiug 
Bonie  poraon  who  wrote  neatly  to  copy  out 
the  Petition  again.      He  waa  not  aware    . 
that  the  House  derived  any  advantage  from  I  little  delay  hi 
insisting  on  the  obserrance  of  that  rslo,  1  oat  of  tho  wot 
Mr.  C.  Ftrtttr 
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ttUntioD,  b»  wu  not  prepared  tv  bsj  my- 
thing  farther  npon  it  ftt  preunt. 


TURKET— REPAIRS  TO  THE  EUBASST 
AT  CONSTANTINOPLE.— QUESTION. 
Ur.  OTWAY  iKid,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretnrj  to  the  Treaiury,  If  he  will 
■tate  the  name  and  profeation  of  the  gen- 
tleman who  ia  reBponaible  for  the  large 
ezceia  over  the  Estimate  giren  for  the 
repairs  of  the  Embassj  at  Conitaotinople; 
and,  whether  it  is  not  true  that  no  Officer 
of  the  Corps  of  Rojal  Hagioeeri  ia  reapon- 
aiblo  for  the  Estimate  or  the  expenditure 
in  queation  f 

Uk.  SCLATER-BOOTH  replied  that 
no  Officer  of  the  Rojal  Enginaeis  could  be 
Iield  responsible  for  the  works  performed 
at  the  Embesay.  He  supposed  the  hen. 
Gentleman  alluded  to  oompiainta  made  in 
tbat  House  a  few  jean  since  with  respeot 
to  the  withdrawal  of  the  clerk  of  the 
works  from  Constantinople.  No  doubt  the 
sipeaditure  at  that  time  was  incnrred  bj 
the  Office  of  Works  here  through  their 
■gent  at  Constantinople;  but  he  was  not 
prepared  to  say  that  the  eipenditnre 
ohowed  any  exceaa  over  the  Eatimatea. 

obXnt  to  the  royal  academy  op 

mdsic— question. 

Ur.  OTWAT  said,  he  would  beg  to  tsk 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
It  ia  true  that  the  Govemment  have  an- 
nonneed  their  intention  of  withdrawing  the 

tall  grant  of  fire  hundred  pounds  which 


IRELAND— RANGEB  OF  THE  CURRAOlt. 


CAFTAUr  FACE-BERESFORD  said,  be 
wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  is  awnre  that  the  gen- 
tleman acting  temporarily  as  Ranfrer  of 
the  Curragh  baa  made  a  claim  for  £1  for 
each  horse  entered  to  run  for  the  Queeii'a 
Plate  at  the  Curragh  in  April  last,  and 
also  for £5  from  tho  winner,  as  fees  due  to 
him  i  and,  on  what  authority  that  geutlo- 
man  makes  such  a  claim  f 

The  Earl  op  MAYO,  in  reply,  said,  he 
apprehended  tbat  all  these  arrangements 
would  be  altered  by  the  Bill  now  before 
Ferliament, 

NEW  SODTH  WALES— TREASON 
FELONY  ACT.— QUESTION. 

Ub.  MAGUIRE  aaid,  be  wished  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  If  a  Copy  of  the  Treason  Felony 
Act,  lately  passed  by  the  Legislature  of 
the  Colony  of  New  South  Wales,  bai  beeii 
received  by  the  Colouial  Of&ae  ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  there  is  any  objeclion  to  lay  a 
Copy  of  it  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
with  any  Despatch  that  may  bare  aocani- 
psnied  the  same? 

Ub.  ADDERLBY  aaid,  in  reply,  that 


am*  n        nam  •    an       b  o    ar      ia  .  ^j^^  Trcason  Folonj  Act  lately  passed  by 


Aoademy  of   Music ;    and, 


whether    thi 


OoTemment  contemplates  the  creation  of  4^0  Legislature  of  Now  South  Wales.  It 
u;  metituttcn  for  musical  edueat.on,  to  be  I  ,„  ^^f^^^  ^  [^j  f^^^  j,,^  j„  i,l  J^^^ 
■upported  from  the  pubhe  funds  t  ,  .    .  -,  ,„„L:nJA  ,„„_  nro»i.!nt.«  whi.h  .n. 


Oovemment  contemplates  the  creation  of 

'  ■  roueic 
lopported  from  the  publi 

m  DISRAELI:  Sir,  it  ia  not  the 
Intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovernment  tc 
withdraw  the  grant  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
0«ntleman,  it  having  been  withdrawn  al- 
IMuly,  There  waa  no  prorision  for  the 
iB500  in  the  Estimates  of  Ih 
Botice  being  taken  of  the 
ttlanation  was  giTen  at  the  time.  The 
diaoontinuance  of  the  £500  had  not  been 
fatal  to  the  institution,  for  tho  aid  which 
it  reqnircd  was  much  larger:  and  the  Qo- 
Temment,  after  inrestigaiing  the  matter, 
were  of  opinion  that  they  would  not  be  au- 
'  'n  recommending  any  enlargement 


Una  year ; 


but  it  contained  some  provisions  which  ap- 
peared objectionable,  and  amendmenti  had 
been  recommended  which  would,  he  hoped, 
be  adopted.  It  waa  inadvisBble,  therefore, 
at  present  to  ley  it  on  the  table. 


INDIA— REPORT  OF  THE  MUNICIPAL 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  BOMBAt. 

4UESnOIT. 

CoLOHEL  SYEE3  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  Slate  for  India,  Wlie- 
^erhe  has  had  transmitted  to  him  officially 
the  Reporter  the  Municipal  Com misai oners 


0f  the  grant,  the  results  of  the  inslitulion    of  Bombay  for  1867  ;  when  tlio  Stutislice 

not  being,  in  fact,  of  a  satisfaclory  chorac-    of  India  with  Mops  will  bo  IsiJ  upon  the 

"     ■  ■       ■  ...."..         ij^  whether  any  arrnngement  haa 


ter.  They  wereof  opinion  that  provision  for    Tablei 


ft  aheap  musical  education  should  form  pari 
•f  our  national  lyetem  ;  but,  although  the 
sobject  bad  engaged  not  a  little  of  their 


ade  for  the  more  rapid  issue  of  the 
Sheets  of  India  Atlas  ;  and  when  the 
next  sheets  will  he  issued  f 
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SiE  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE,  in  ,  _.,_.  _. 
reply,  iaid,  he  had  not  officially  receWed  b  b*^^*  ^" 
copy  of  tlio  Report  of  the  Municipal  Com-  | 
misHioDcra  of  Bombay  for  1867.  The  , 
India  statistica  nere  nearly  ready,  with  , 
the  exception  of  certain  RelurnB,  respect-  i 
ing  which  furlher  communications  nith 
India  were  required  ;  and  arrangemeDls 
had  been  made  for  the  iaaue  of  aheets  of 
the  India  Atlaa  by  the  Surreyor  General 
of  India.  He  bclieted  aome  further  iaaaei  , 
nonid  ihorEly  be  made. 


CROPS    IN  CETLON.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  WATEIN  aaid,  he  wished  to  aak  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  Colonial  Office  haa  been  in- 
formed of  the  failure  of  the  Crops  in 
Ceylon,  and  of  tlie  dying  out  of  large 
numbers  of  the  Native  populotiou;  and, 
ivhethcr  it  is  proposed  to  institute  any 
inquiry,  or  to  take  any  ipecial  measurea 
to  meet  the  scarcity  of  food  ? 

Mr.  ADDEBLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
no  information  hod  been  receiTod  by  the 
Government  of  the  failure  of  the  crops  in 
CeyloD,  and  of  the  dying  of  large  numbers 
of  the  population.  Tbey  bad,  however, 
heard  of  a  great  drought  in  the  island;  hut 
it  was  not  attended  by  the  consequences 
suggested  in  the  Question, 

CATTLE  PLAQUE.— ftUESTION. 
Sir  J.  CLARKE  JERVOISE  aaid, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Bduoa- 
cation,  Whether  he  ia  aware  that  a  para- 
graph in  The  Timet  of  tbe  7th  of  Sep- 
tember, 1867,  announced  that  the  Inter- 
national Veterinary  Congress  held  at 
Zurich— 

"  DetercniDsd  to  r«queit  tbe  RphIbii  Govem- 
mept  to  appoint  an  iDteriiBtloiiiJ  Commiiilon  to 
oansider  tbe  poaiibililj  of  srreitjng  the  ottls 
pUguB  In  III   plus  of  origin,  the  Stcppei  ol 

whether  thia  determination  wai  carried 
out,  and  with  what  succesa;  and,  whether 
tbe  Report  of  the  Resolutions  come  to  by 
by  the  Congress  will  be  distributed  ? 

Lone  ROBERT  MONTAGU:  I  am 
not  aware.  Sir,  of  the  paragraph  in  Tti«\ 
Timet  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet  alludes;  I 
but  have  no  doubt  that  each  a  paragraph 
would  not  have  been  inserted  in  that  paper  ' 
without  good  grounds  for  the  atatement,  ' 
The  matter  does  not  come  under  tbe  cog- 
nisance of  the  Pnty  Council  Office,  and 
the  inquiry  stiould  be  directed  to  the  Se< 
crelary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affain. 
Colonel  Sykn 


Mn.  BAILI 
would  beg  to  i 
for  India.  If 
GoTcrnment  tc 
served  in  Abj 
as  troops  acrvi 
regards  batta,  < 
So.  STAFF 
a  communionti 
Sir  Robert  Nn] 
that  hatia  shoi 
Her  Majesty'i 
the  great  bardi 
',  gone  in  the  cat 
I  they  have  auf 
have  accord) uj 
troops  six  moni 

ARMY— Q 
UILI 
COLOHBL  Kl 
beg  to  ask  tl 
War,  Why,  co 
I  individuala  and 
ments  from  Qu 
being  able  to  r« 
allowance,  ho 
'  pension  or  reti 
27  of  the  prest 
I  enable  him  to 
;  Militia  Fay  anc 
for  the  future 
ance  ;  vhetlie 
pension!  and  r 
'  always  inserte 
^  Clothing  Acts 
term  asters  wet 
Militia  Regime 
I  have  been  re-in 
ment  in  1854 
I  termasters  Br( 
)  sions  under  the 
Sib  JOHN 
said,  be  was  s 
power  to  provid 
ances  to  Quart 
present  Army  1 
irregular  to  ad 
Estimates,  and 
introducing  a 
Tbe  matter  w 
liderntion,  i 


IS  not  suflici 
ipplementary 
CotAREI,  EI 
know.  Whet 
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hoD.  Qentlemau  to  undertale  that  the  for  the  Home  DepartmeBt»  When  the  Re- 
matter  should  he  provided  for  in  the  port  of  the  Marriage  Law  Commission  will 
Estimates  of  next  jear  ?  be  laid  hcfore  the  Honse  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON :  I  am  not       Mr.  GATHORNB  HARDY  f^aid,   in 

in  a  position  to  give  any  promise  on  that  reply,  that  the  Report  of  the  Marriage 

subject.  Law  Commission  was  ready,  and  he  hoped 

INDIA-FACILITIES  FOR  RELIGIOUS  TP^^f  ^l^f  ^"  ^^«  **^^«  ^^^°^°  ^^«  ^°^ 

WORSHIP  IN  THE  ARMY.  ^^  *^®  ^*"*^"- 

QUESTION.  ADMISSION  OF  FOREIGN  CATTLE, 

Mr.  0*REILLT  said,  he  wonld  he^  to  question. 

nsk  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Who-       ^„    •amyovAjj      -j  au  i -t. 

ther  an  Order  has  been  issaed  by  the  Go-  ^  5^"-  .^^^SFALL  .aid.  seeing  thai  the 

Ternor  General  In  Council  for  India-  ^'^'J  '"    f,?°"."    *«"•  /"?«   «!'»'".«'",  ?f 

Foreign  Cattlo  into  certain  Forts  in  this 

«  Relatiye  to  providing  a  room  in  the  U^^^  Country  specified  that  such  Order  was  to 
European  reeiments  in  India  to  which  the  men  x-         '     r  ^n  w  ai.         j    r  t  i 

can  riwrt  for  private  reading  and  prayer,  and  for  continue  in  force  until  "  the  end  of  July, 

holding  prayer  meetinga  and  other  meetings  of  a  and  no  longer,     he  would  heg  to  ask  the 

rimilar  character,  and  directing  that  a  room  of  a  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whether  it 

SQiUble  size,  with  such  famitnre  as  may  be  deemed  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govorn- 
to  fit  it  for  the  purposes  above  menUoned,  shall  be  .  .    renew  such  Order-laaT  for  twelve 

considered  one  of  the  recognized  requirements  in  '"^'"JJO  "^^^^^  f"«'^  ^^^f^     8*J  ^^^  \^,^^^% 

the  barracks  of  every  British  regiment  or  con-  months,  or  at  least  until  the  assembly  of 

tiderable  detachment   of  British  troops;   and,  the  new  Parliament,  except,  of  course,  in 

farther,  that  a  residence  would  be  assigned  to  a  the  event  of  any  case  of  the  Cattle  Disease 

soripture reader  in  the  married  quarters."  arising? 

Whether  the  rooms  contemplated  in  the       Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  :    Sir,  it 

above  Order  will  he  availablo  for  the  Roman  is  the  intention  of  the  Lords  of  the  Council 

Catholic  soldiers  for  similar  purposes  of  to  continue  the  Order  relating  to  the  im- 

QDited  and  public  prayer,  and  other  de?o-  portation  of  French  and  Spanish  Cattle 

tional  exercises  consonant  with  their  roll-  until  after  the  meeting  of  the  new  Parlia- 

gion  ;  and,  whether  in  cases  where  Roman  ment,  unless  the  case   alluded  to  by  the 

Catholic  soldiers  comprise  the  majority,  or  hon.  Member  should  arise. 
other  large  portion  of  the  troops,  a  resi- 
dence will  he  assigned  to  a  Roman  Ca-      IRELAND— LAW  OF  PAWNBROKINO. 
iholic  catechist  or  religious  teacher,  as  in  question. 

other  cases  to  a  Protestant  scripturo  reader.        »  .    -,     « 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said,       Ttrt    ?!ot    n,'' u?vn      -a    .u  *  *k 

in  reply,  that  an  Order  had  been  issued  at  ^  ^f   ^f  "^u     i        T     "'1'   v*"*  ^^^^ 

«he  Instance  of  the  Commander-in-Chief  ^""^^^'f  ^^  *^^  "^'^  ""^r^^'J^iS*  ,!" 

for  India,  in  which  it  was  stated  that  a  ^'f^^^'^^^  o°«  <>/  considerable  difficulty 

room  of  iuitahle  size  should  he  considered  ^"^  /"*7*,?^*  *"^.,*>«  could  not  promise 

one  of  the  recognized  necessities  of  Euro-  a^J  >eg»«l^tion  on  the  subject  in  the  pre- 

poan  regiments  in  India.    As  regarded  the  ««"*  Session.     If  any  racancy  occurred  in 

^er  ptrt  of  the  Question   of  the  hon.  *^^  ^®«?j  .^^  f^'^V'*  T     *"^f'?^^" 

Member,   it  rested    altogether   with    the  care  would  be  taken  that  the  appointment 

Mthorities  in  India  ;  but  if  the  hon.  Mem-  ^J"  ™ade  ".bjcct  to   such  conditions  as 

ber  would  put  the  Question  formally  to  ^^^j]^^^^,  ^l^^^  ^'"PO-e  m  any  legislation 

bin  he  would  send  it  on  to  them.  ^'^  "*®  ^"''J^^*- 

Mr.  O'REILLY  said,  he  wished  to  know         PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
vhether  if  such  an  application  were  made  HOUSE. 

**  Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said.  „.«lt?.??^K;«  \-'"VT  '"  ""T 

that  the  matter  «A.  one  entirely  for  th^  tM^I^f  11  \^    ?  r"5  Order  recently 

•ontideratlou  of  the  Qorernor  General  of  •g«ed!oonthe.abjectof  Morn.ngS.ttmg.. 

«    «•  and  which  regulates  our  Sittings  when  wo 

meet  at  two  o'clock  and  adjourn  at  seyen. 

MARRIAGE  LAW  COMMISSION.  Tlii.   Standing  Order  does  not,  however, 

interfere  with  our  Sittings  when  for  any 

QUEBTiox.  reason  the  House  shall  prefer  to  meet  at 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOQHLEN  said,  he  the  usual  hour  of  twelve  and  to  adjourn  at 

would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  four. 


1?«9       Parliamtni—Bu»\n»tt        {COUMO^TS] 

Ua.  MILKER  GIBSON  amd,  hewuj 
dupoBed  to  Babmit  to  the  aathoritj  of  the ' 
right  bon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  eonrie  oF 
Public  BuBineis.  The  Prime  Minister  a 
fevT  (lajB  ago  nittdn  a  definite  declsrntion 
that  lie  intended  to  take  tlio  Irisli  Reform 
Bill,  the  Scotch  Rororm  Bill,  and  the 
Boundary  Bill  before  an;  other  meaaures. 
He  understood  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  to 
Hftj  that  lio  would  put  thoio  Bills  down  on 
Gorernment  nights,  bo  thnt  thajr  might 
arriTfi  at  the  House  oC  Lords  nith  the 
least  possible  delnj.  It  was  now  intended, 
as  he  understood,  to  interpose  other  busi- 
ness before  ihoie  Bills  were  gone  on  trith. 
He  therefore  wished  to  liaie  some  definite 
declaration  from  the  riglit  bon.  Gentleman 
on  the  subject ;  for  with  all  respect  for  the 
hoi>.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Ur.  Ilorsfatl), 
who  had  silted  a  Question  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
(Lord  Robert  Montagu),  that  Minister  was 
not  the  person  to  interrogate  as  to  the 
Business  of  the  House ;  he  eipresied 
hopes  that  something  would  come  on — 
for  instance,  the  Metropolitan  Cattle  Mar- 
ket Bill — when  probably  there  was  no 
chance  of  its  doing  so,  causing  great  in- 
oonrenionce  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  stayed 
there  with  the  idea  tiiat  the  measure 
could  be  taken  when  it  really  could  not. 
He  desired  alio  to  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  that  in  speak- 
ing of  the  Electrio  TclegrBphg  Bill  and 
the  Metropolitan  Cattle  Market  Bill  he 
used  these  words,  "  they  are  not  for- 
mally withdrawn  from  the  Paper."  What 
was  the  meaning  of  that,  cicept  that 
BubBtantially  the  Gorernmentdid  not  really 
expect  to  pass  them  into  law  this  Ses- 
sion, but  desired  to  ha?e  them  discuBsed, 
and  perhaps  made  the  foundation  of  legis- 
lation in  some  future  year  ? 

Mb.  BOUVERIG  thought  that  the 
matter  more  immediately  before  them  was 
the  making  of  arrangements  for  meetings 
of  the  House  at  two  o'clock  exactly  con- 
formable to  the  meetings  at  tweWo,  only 
that,  instead  of  their  silting  till  four  and 
re.assembling  at  Nix,  they  should, 
the  Minister  chose,  meet  at  two  ai 
tinne  to  sit  till  seven.  He  understood 
the  Prime  Minister  to  say  that  tlie  two 
fashions  of  holding  Morning  Sittings  wer 
still  to  go  on  together.  Now  that,  li 
thought,  would  be  a  very  inconveniet 
practice,  and  they  would  norcr  know  tli 
day  before  a  Morning  Sitting  whether 
would  bo  the  pleasure  of  the  Minister 
that  they  should  meet  at  tweWe  and  lit  till 
Mr,  DUraeli 


four,  or  meet  a 
beliered  that  t1 
at  two  and  sit 
there  was  imps 
Evening  Sittin 
torily ;  but  thei 
two  systems  to; 
stood — withoui 
subject — that  i 
the  proposal  to 
right  hon.  Gen 
to  have  Mornin 
meet  at  two, 
tweWe  o'clock 
Mb.  DISRJ 
Question  of  tl 
Kilmarnock  (M 
that  the  Stani 
moving  is  prei 
adopted  last  j< 
it  whatever. 
system  of  two 
as  might  snit  tl 

arrangement, 
thought  it  wa 
have  that  altc 
myself,  if  I  ai 
Government  I 
A  Morning  Si 
course,  do  iriti 
two  o'clock,  at 
last  year  theri 
jected  to  be  dc 
meeting  at  tw 
do  BO  ;  and  I 
reviTlng,  aa  wc 
vise,  the  plan  < 
be  most  prndei 
cedent  of  last 
fully,  and  to  i 
last  Session  w 
With  respect 
hon.  Member 
Gibson)  as  to 
Business,  I  mi 
aware  that  I  I 
ral  view  I  laid 
ago.  I  then 
Government  - 
rally,  as  one  n 
duct  of  Busiai 
measures  of 
should  procee 
plementary  R 
despatch  as  pt 
we  have  proci 
patch ;  that  n 
vaoees  with  tl 
iioipate  that 
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Bible  with  respeet  to  any  of  them.  But  I 
eaid,  at  the  same  time,  that  there  were 
two  meaeures  before  the  House  —  namely, 
the  Metropolitan  Cattle  Market  Bill  and 
the  Eleotrie  Telegraphs  Bill — upon  which, 
for  partieular  reasons,  we  wished  to  take 
the  opinion  of  the  House.  Unfortunately, 
we  have  not  had  that  opportunity,  owing 
to  the  debate  the  other  day  terminating  in 
an  unexpected  manner..  And  therefore  I 
think  the  course  that  I  have  adopted  to* 
night  is  one  more  conducive  than  any 
other  to  a  latisfaotory  result  in  the  general 
deipateh  of  Business  in  this  House.  Ori- 
ginally, I  had  placed  the  Electric  Tele- 
Smphs  Bill  and  the  Metropolitan  Cattle 
arket  Bill  as  the  first  two  Orders  of  the 
Day  ;  but,  in  consequence  of  the  strongly- 
•xpressed  opinion  of  the  House  that  we 
•hoald  lose  no  time  whatever  in  coming  to 
a  virtual  conclusion  on  the  Irish  Reform 
Bill,  we  changed  the  Orders  in  deference 
-to  the  wish  of  the  House,  and  placed  the 
Sepreientation  of  the  People  (Ireland) 
Bill  first  on  the  Paper.  I  am  not  disposed 
nyself  to  think  that  Bill  will  take  any 
•onaiderable  time.  We  shall  then  proceed 
with  the  Electric  Telegraphs  Bill ;  ond  I 
liave  an  idea,  from  all  that  reaches  me, 
that  that  measure  also  will  not  take  any 
oonsiderable  time,  but  yet  that  the  House 
will  arrive  at  a  result  which  will  be  satis- 
laetory  to  those  who  are  greatly  interested 
in  that  subject.  The  other  measure  is  one 
in  which  Gentlemen  take  a  very  deep  in- 
l  teroat,  and  I  feel  bound  to  give  them  an 
nfportnnity   of  expressing  their  opinions 

Kn  it.  But  I  have  no  doubt  they  will 
pt  that  eoncinnity  of  expression  and 
condensation  of  thought  which  becomes 
tiram.  Therefore,  I  will  not  take  that 
gloomy  view  of  the  state  of  Public  Business 
wbieh  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ashton 
Joes;  but  I  regard  it  as  being  on  the  whole 
wary  satisfactory,  and  I  think  we  shall  be 
rtlo  to  send  the  three  Supplementary  Ke- 
ferm  Bills  up  to  the  other  House  with 
•ODsiderable  promptitude.  I  therefore 
hope  the  House  will  not  change  the  ar- 
[  tnngement  I  have  this  evening  proposed, 
which  I  believe  is  one  that  will  much  ad- 
wniieo  the  course  of  Public  Business. 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  asked,  what 
ooarae  was  to  be  taken  with  respect  to  the 
I-  Oormpt  Practices  at  Elections  Bill  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  have  already  said 

that  when  the  three  Supplementary  Re- 

ibnn   Bills    have   passed    this    House   I 

ihonld  then  consider  what  are  the  most 

oBoaeions  means  we  can  adopt  to  carry 

TOL.  CXCII.      [tHI&P  8SBIS8.] 


the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill ;  and  I  think 
we  had  better  clear  the  Paper  a  little  be- 
fore we  commence  with  that  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Resolved,  Tliat,  unleu  the  House  shall  other- 
wise order,  whenever  the  House  shall  meet  at 
Two  o'clock,  the  House  will  proceed  with  Private 
Business,  Petitions,  Motions  for  unopposed  Re- 
turns, and  leave  of  absence  to  Members,  giving 
Notices  of  Motions,  Questions  to  Ministers,  and 
such  Orders  of  the  Day  as  shall  have  been  ap- 
pointed for  the  Morning  Sitting. 

Resolved,  That  on  such  dajs,  if  the  business  be 
not  sooner  disposed  of,  the  House  will  suspend  its 
sitting  at  Seven  o'clock;  and  at  Ten  minutes 
before  Seven  o'clock,  unless  the  House  shall  other- 
wise order,  Mr.  Speaker  shall  adjourn  the  Debate 
on  any  business  then  under  discussion,  or  the 
Chairman  shall  report  Progress,  as  the  case  may 
be,  and  no  opposed  business  shall  then  be  pro- 
ceeded with. 

Resolved,  That  when  such  business  has  not  been 
disposed  of  at  Seven  o'clock,  unless  the  House 
shall  otherwise  order,  Mr.  Speaker  (or  the  Chair- 
man, in  case  the  House  shall  be  in  Committee) 
do  leave  the  Chair,  and  the  House  will  resume 
its  sitting  at  Nine  o'clock,  when  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  not  disposed  of  at  the  Morning  Sitting,  and 
any  Motion  which  was  under  discussion  at  Ten 
minutes  to  Seven  o'clock,  shall  be  set  down  in  the 
Order  Book  after  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Resolved,  That  whenever  the  House  shall  be  in 
Committee  at  Seven  o'clock,  the  Chairman  do 
report  Progress  when  the  House  resumes  its 
sitting. 


PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM- 
REPRESENTATION    OF  THE   PEOPLE 
(IRELAND)  BILL— [Bill  71.] 
( The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr,  Disraeli,  Mr,  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland.) 

COMMITTEE.     {_Progreit  I5th  June,'] 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said  :  I  wish  to  Uke 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  expressing  the 
opinion  of  the  Government  respecting  the 
clauses  of  this  measure  which  were  post- 
poned the  other  night.  I  quite  agree  with 
many  Gentlemen  who  spoke  the  other 
evening  on  the  subject,  that  it  is  by  no 
means  expedient  to  disturb  the  distribution 
of  electoral  power  which  exists  unless  there 
is  a  prospect  of  considerable  advantage 
being  obtained;  and  I  also  agree  that  the 
distribution  of  seats  in  Ireland  could  pro- 
bably not  be  very  much  changed,  and  that 
no  very  great  benefit  in  strengthening  the 
representation  could  be  secured  thereby. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  taking  a  general 
view  of  the  electoral  systemi  and  having^ 
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land  M  to  the  distribution  of  teatB,  and 
somo  not  unimportant  ohiiDgca  of  the  annie 
kind  in  Scotland,  ire  did  not  wish  to  ap- 
pear unwilling  lo  consider  lie  ease  of  Ire- 
land, although  we  knew  it  did  not  offer 
facililicB  for  improiemeut  in  respect  lo  the 
diatribulion  of  seals  br  anr  roeans  equal 
Id  those  presented  hj  England  and  Scot- 
land. We  (lierefore  gave  our  best  atlen- 
tion  to  the  suhject,  althoogh  the  area  was 
limited,  and  the  means  at  our  disposal  com- 
paratiTely  insignificant.  I  can  assure  the 
House,  if  it  be  necessary,  that  in  the  pro- 
ject which  ne  brought  fornrard,  and  the 
proposition  which  we  made,  we  were  not 
for  a  moment  influenced  bj  anj  considera. 
tion  whaterer  of  party  interest.  And,  al- 
though there  may  be  OTen  in  this  House 
some  Ucmbers  who  are  incredulous  on  tl: 
Bubject,  I  con  enj  for  rojeelf  and  for  ni 
Colleagues  that  in  regard  to  the  distribi 
lion  of  scats,  not  only  in  Ireland,  but  all 
in  England  and  Scotland,  wo  never  hate 
been  influenced  by  petty  end  contracted 
TiewB  of  that  kind.  I  hare  always  thought 
it  a  great  mistake,  when  considering  these 
queeiions,  to  attempt  to  carry  out  any  ar- 
rangament  which  could  not  fairly  be  justi- 
fied, with  the  short-sighted  notion  of  its 
■erving  some  party  interest  or  connection; 
because  I  have  lived  long  enough  to  know 
that  the  opinions  of  indlTidaals  change  in  a 
very  remarkable  manner,  that  Liberal  Peers 
sometimes  become  ConBcrvative,  and,  I  em 
sorry  to  say,  decided  Qonservatives  some- 
times become  very  ultra-Liberala.  There- 
fore, the  only  consideration  with  us  has  been 
whether  we  could  practically  propose  any 
changes  which  would  really  improve  and 
strengthen  the  repreientalion.  1  flatter 
myself  that,  as  far  es  England  and  Scot- 
land are  concerned,  the  results  at  which 
this  House  1ms  arrived  have  greatly  had 
that  efl'ect.  With  regard  to  our  proposition 
In  respect  to  Irelsnd,  I  regret  to  say  thst 
it  seems  to  have  found  very  little  favour  on 
either  side  of  the  House.  I  am  perfeetly 
aware  what  the  canse  is  of  that  general 
dissatisfaction.  There  eiists,  very  natu- 
rally, among  those  Gentlemen  who  are  con- 
nected with  Ireland  a  feeling  that  the  bo- 
rough reprei en  lotion  should  not  he  de- 
creased. But  wo  must,  at  the  same  time, 
see  that  the  borough  representation  in  that 
country  haa  not  that  robust  character  which 
prevails  in  England  and,  to  a  certain  de- 
gree, in  Scotland.  At  the  same  time,  it  is 
a  ooaBideration  of  great  importance  that  it 
should  be  a  primary  object,  in  the  re-con- 
3fr.  J>itretU 


io  principU 
lopmeut  as  wi 
say  that  I  tr 
of  Ireland  wil 
with  so  mnel; 
have  a  reprea 
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under  all  the 
feeling  that 
changes  nnles 
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great  advanta 
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the  general  fc 
facilitating  tl 
neiB.  With 
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Friend  the  Cb 
Earl  of  Mayo] 
tunity  of  stati 
reference  to  t 
posed  of  we 
clauses. 
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Thi  EaHL 
right  hon.  M 
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accordingly  n 
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Mb.  FAW( 
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return  two  M' 
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Hr.  CHIO 
said,  he  had  i 
olause  in  refe 
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seDtation  in  Ireland,  and  should    bring 
U  op. 

Words  omUted. 

Clanse,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Clanse  9  struck  out. 

Clause  10  (Disfranehisement  of  certain 
Boroughs). 

The  Earl  of  MATO  moved  that  the 
clause  be  omitted  from  the  Bill. 

Mb.  J.  60LDSMJD  entered  his  protest 
against  the  policy  which  was  proposed, 
and  wanted  to  know  upon  what  principle 
tbe  small  boroughs  of  England  had  been 
•aerificed,  while  those  of  Ireland  were  not 
to  be  molested  ?  In  Ireland,  too,  the 
boroughs  were  much  smaller  than  in  Eng- 
land ;  and  in  the  former  country  Kings- 
town was  the  only  borough  with  more  than 
10,000  inhabitants  which  was  not  repre- 
Mnted  in  Parliament.  If  these  small 
boroughs  in  Ireland  remained  represented 
thifl  would  furnish  a  reason  why  the  new 
Parliament  should  interfere  with  the  Re- 
form measures.  The  matter  of  Reform 
bad  been  left  much  in  the  hands  of  the 
House,  and  he  hoped  that  the  House  would 
lake  upon  itself  to  disfranchise  the  small 
borooghs  in  Ireland.  He  should  opposo 
tbe  omission  of  the  clause. 

Mb.  PIM  said,  he  was  well  pleased  that 
tbe  Oorernment  scheme  of  re-distribution 
was  giren  up,  as  he  considered  it  a  very 
bad  one.  He  particularly  objected  to  the 
transfer  of  representation  from  the  boroughs 
to  the  eounties;  but,  as  he  understood  from 
tbo  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  that  all 
idea  m  such  a  transfer  was  now  abandoned, 
Iw  would  merely  say,  that,  while  the  pro- 
WMrtion  of  county  represeotatiyes  in  Eng- 
land was  only  37  per  cent  of  the  whole, 
it  was  in  Ireland  at  present  62  per  cent 
ef  tbe  whole  ;  and,  under  these  circum- 
•taneet,  he  thought  it  a  most  extraordinary 
proposition  to  increase  tbe  number  of 
oountry  gentlemen,  imbued  with  the  same 
ideas  ana  class  prejudices,  whichever  party 
Iboj  might  belong  to,  and  close  up  so 
many  of  the  aYcnues  by  which  the  trading 
and  professional  classes  obtain  access  to 
tbo  House.  The  line  of  5,000  which  had 
been  adopted  in  England  was  no  rule  for 
Iroland.  The  small  boroughs  were,  iu 
fiaet,  quite  as  independent  as  some  of  the 
larger  ones.  Mallow  was  quite  as  respeo- 
table  as  Athlone,  and  although  the  borough 
of  Carrickfergus  had  a  population  exceed- 
iog  9,000  there  were  really  only  4,028 
parsons  in  the  town.  It  was  in  fact  a 
amall  coonty.  The  only  way,  in  his  opinion, 


to  render  the  small  boroughs  independent 
was  to  group  them.  This  had  been  re« 
sorted  to  in  Scotland  and  in  Wales,  and 
with  success.  English  Members  disliked 
the  idea  of  grouping,  and  it  appeared  to 
be  unpopular  in  Ireland  also,  but  the 
Scotch  and  Welsh  Members  thought  well 
of  it.  In  fact,  it  was  disliked  by  those 
who  knew  nothing  about  it  practically,  and 
approved  by  those  who  had  experience  of 
its  working.  Sir  Hugh  Cairns  (now  Lord 
Cairns),  although  opposing  its  adoption  in 
England  in  1866,  had  stated  that  when 
adopted  in  Scotland  and  Wales,  "  the  ob- 
ject was  to  secure  a  borough  representation, 
and  that  there  could  not  have  been  such  a 
representation  at  that  time  in  Wales  except 
by  aggregating  the  towns  which  form  these 
groups."  Mr.  Gladstone  had  also  defended 
grouping  as  a  "  real  Reform,"  conducing 
to  independence  and  purity  of  election.  He 
(Mr.  Pim)  had  put  on  the  Notice  Paper,  a 
plan  of  grouping.  He  did  not  expect  that 
plan  to  be  adopted,  because  he  thought 
any  plan  to  be  acceptable  to  the  Houee 
must  emanate  from  the  Government ;  but 
he  had  suggested  that  plan  in  order  to 
show  the  effects  of  grouping  if  done  on  a 
large  scale,  fiy  that  plan  200.000  persons 
would  be  added  to  the  total  population  of 
the  cities  and  boroughs  of  Ireland,  and  the 
borough  electors  would  be  increased  by 
about  10,000.  This  would  strengthen 
these  constituencies  and  take  away  any 
plausible  excuse  for  transferring  Members 
from  boroughs  to  counties.  Grouping  was, 
in  his  opinion,  the  best  mode  of  strengthen- 
ing the  borough  representation  of  Ireland, 
and  rendering  it  independent ;  but  even  as 
it  now  stood,  if  you  will  disfranchise  the 
small  boroughs,  there  were  several  large 
towns  unrepresented.  The  claims  of  Kings- 
town  were  universally  admitted,  and  there 
was  Queenstown,  and  Fermoy,  and  Nenagh 
in  the  South,  and  Newtownards,  and 
Lurgan,  and  Portadown  in  the  North. 
Why  not  give  Members  to  these  towns 
instead  of  to  the  counties  ?  It  was  not 
well  to  act  in  so  important  a  matter  in  the 
total  absence  of  any  expression  of  public 
opinion,  and  there  was  no  such  expression 
in  Ireland  at  present.  In  fact,  the  thoughts 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  were  so  engrossed 
with  the  important  question  which  had 
lately  been  brought  beforo  them,  that  they 
thought  of  nothing  else.  Therefore,  whilo 
he  regretted  much  that  the  City  of  Dublin 
should  not  get  the  third  Member  to  which 
its  population  and  its  position  as  the  capital 
fully  entitled  it,  and  while  he  thought  a 
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S roper  re-distribation  of  seats  was  of  great 
nportknce,  he  could  not  regret  that  the 
GoTernment  plan  had  been  withdrawn. 
Before  sitting  down  lie  tnuBt  advert  to  the 
claims  of  Ireland  to  an  increaaed  nunibei 
of  Membera,  If  Ihe  whole  naraber  of  658 
was  diTided  among  the  inhabitants  oF  the 
United  Kingdom,  it  would  be  one  Member 
for  44,000  penona  nearly.  This  would 
give  133  Members  as  the  proportion  far 
Ireland.  But  eien  comparing  Ireland 
with  Scotland,  Scotland  had  got  seven  ad- 
ditional Members  this  Session,  making  up 
the  total  to  sixty,  which  was  ten  less  than 
their  propurtion  according  to  population — 
but,  taking  Scotlandatsixty,  Ireland  would, 
on  the  same  scale,  be  entitled  to  113  ;  so 
thnt  we  were  now  eight  Members  deficient 
of  what  we  were  entitled  to  on  a  com- 
parison with  Scotland.  If  some  of  these 
were  given  to  us,  the  strong  claims  of  the 
eountj  of  ICork  to  be  divided  into  two 
ridings,  with  two  Membera  each,  might 
very  properly  be  acceded  to,  as  ought  also 
those  of  the  city  of  Dublin,  and  the  toirn 
of  Belfast.  Mr.  Gladstone,  in  the  late  de- 
bate respecting  the  county  of  Sutberlaud, 
had  staled  that  "  the  principle  of  our  re- 
presentation is  founded  on  the  basis  of 
population,"  and  surely  if  this  be  a  good 
argument  for  maintaining  (he  property  of 
a  Duke,  it  is  equally  valid  to  support  the 
claims  of  a  nation. 

CoLOSEL  GREVILLE. NUGENT  said, 
he  wos  opposed  to  the  re. distribution 
tcheme  of  the  Government,  and  he  was 
glad  it  had  been  withdrawn.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  the  case  of  Ireland  was  dif- 
ferent from  that  of  England,  as  there  were 
not  BO  many  populous  boroughs  and  large 
cities  ;  but  so  far  as  such  claims  for  re- 
presentation eiisted,  they  ought  to  he 
eatisfiod.  The  population  of  Londonderry 
was  20,875,  and  it  had  only  one  Member, 
whilat  Galway,  with  25,000  inhabitants, 
had  two. 

Captain  IIATTER  condemned  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government  in  dis- 
franchising a  number  of  English  boroughs, 
while  they  allowed  such  places  as  Mallow, 
Einsele,  Downpntrick,  Dungannoo,  Portar- 
lington,  and  Cashel  to  he  represented.  By 
adopting  this  course  they  forfeited  all  claim 
to  bo  considered  Reformers,  and  he  was 
sure  the  first  question  for  the  new  Parlia- 
ment would  be  that  of  redistribution  of 
seats  in  the  throe  counlriei. 

Clause  ttruck  out. 
Clauses  11  and  12  ttruei  out. 
ifr.  Pint 
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payment  of  r 
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■Waterford," 
wonld  give  th 


1769       R$prHmtaU<m  (if  th$       (June  18,  1868}       Peoph  {Ireland)  Ml       1110 


oot  the  payment  of  the  last  rate.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  this  would  meet  the 
justice  of  the  case. 

Thb  solicitor  general  said, 
that  the  clause  was  drawn  up  precisely  on 
the  same  model  and  contained  the  same 
proTtsioDS  as  the  clause  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  insert  in  the  Boundary  Bill  for 
England.  The  principle  of  all  the  Bills 
was  that  no  person  was  entitled  to  be  re- 
gistered in  respect  of  the  occupation  fran- 
chise unless  he  had  been  rated  and  had 
paid  his  rates ;  but»  as  in  certain  cases 
there  were  some  occupiers  who  could  not 
have  the  opportunity  of  paying  the  rates, 
it  would  be  impossiblei  if  some  indulgence 
were  not  gi?en,  that  they  could  vote  this 
▼ear.  If,  howeYer,  the  Amendment  of  the 
non.  and  learned  Gentleman  were  adopted, 
the  electors  in  question  would  haye  an  ad- 
Tmntage  over  other  people. 

Mb.  MONSELL  urged  that  it  was  alto- 
gether unfair  to  put  it  in  the  power  of  an- 
other person,  who  might  be  of  different 
politics,  to  deprive  his  tenants  of  their 
TOlea  by  not  pajing  tho  rates. 

The  Eabl  of  MAYO  said,  that  the  1st  of 
Jnly  was  the  last  day  for  paying  the  rates, 
and  he  believed  that  the  rates  were  all  paid 
bj  this  time.  The  fact  was,  it  was  not  in 
the  power  of  any  landlord  to  disfranchise  his 
tenants,  because  everything  the  landlord 
lied  was  liable  for  the  rates,  and  it  was  not 
to  be  conceived  that  he  would  suhject  him- 
■elf  to  penalties  for  the  sake  of  depriving 
bis  tenants  of  the  right  to  vote. 
\  Mil  SULLIVAN  said,  that  he  held  in 
bis  hand  a  letter  which  stated  that  a  large 
eoiount  of  rates  due  hy  landlords  in  Dublin 
remained  unpaid  up  to  yesterday.  If  that 
were  the  case,  was  it  not  a  monstrous 
thing  that  a  landlord,  by  keeping  the  rates 
vnpaid  until  the  2nd  of  July,  might  have 
-it  in  his  power  to  deprive  his  tenants  of 
their  votes  ? 

Mb.  STNAN  argued  that  no  principle 
was  at  stake,  since  the  operation  of  the 
Amendment  would  expire  on  the  1st  of 
January  nexti  and  that  it  would  be  unjust 
to  deprive  occupiers  of  their  votes  in  con- 
eeeaence  of  the  act  of  their  landlords. 

THE  Earl  or  MAYO  said,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  agree  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Serjeant 
Barry)  on  the  understanding  that  it  ap- 
plied only  to  the  rate  which  had  just  been 
etrock,  and  not  to  any  future  one.  He 
admitted  that  there  was  some  force  in  the 
argament  that  persons  might  otherwise  be 
disfranchised  through  causes  beyond  their 


own  control,  and  he  did  not  wish  to  place 
any  unnecessary  obstacle  in  the  way  of 
their  getting  upon  the  register.  He  thought 
the  object  in  view  might  he  obtained  by 
adopting  the  former  part  of  his  clause,  and 
omitting  the  condition  that  rates  payable 
between  the  1st  of  July,  1867,  and  the  1st 
of  January,  1868,  should  have  been  duly 
paid  before  the  1st  of  July  next. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  ordered 
to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  Serjeant  BARRT  moved  to  amend 
the  clause  by  striking  out  all  the  words 
after  the  word  ••  Waterford"  in  line  1,  in 
order  to  insert  the  following  words  : — 

"  So  far  as  regards  the  year  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  sixty-eight,  and  so  far  as  regards  any 
subsequent  year  until  a  new  rate  shall  have  been 
made  and  a  register  of  voters  formed  in  respect 
of  such  rate,  the  occupiers  of  lands,  tenements, 
and  hereditaments  in  the  Boroughs  of  Dublin, 
Cork,  Limerick,  Belfast,  and  Waterford,  respec- 
tively, rated  at  the  net  annual  value  of  less  than 
eight  pounds  and  more  than  four  pounds,  shall  be 
entitled  to  be  put  on  the  register  of  voters,  and 
to  vote  for  the  Election  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment for  such  Boroughs  respectively,  notwith- 
standing that  in  the  last  rate  for  the  time  being 
the  immediate  lessor  of  such  lands,  tenements, 
and  hereditaments  shall  have  been  rated  in  re- 
spect thereof,  and  notwithstanding  that  any  rates 
made  on  such  immediate  lessor  shall  remain  un- 
paid." 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  a  first  time. 

The  Earl  of  MATO  said,  he  would 
agree  to  the  clause  if  it  was  understood  to 
apply  only  to  the  rate  that  had  been 
struck,  and  not  to  future  rates.  He  should, 
however,  prefer  to  have  the  words  of  his 
own  clause,  which,  without  the  condition 
appended,  would  carry  out  the  intention  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Mr.  Serjeant  BARRY  said,  it  would 
be  necessary,  either  in  this  Bill  or  in  the 
new  Registration  Act,  to  provide  machi- 
nery for  having  the  names  of  these  occu- 
piers furnished  to  the  proper  authority,  so 
that  they  might  he  placed  on  the  register. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  the  matter 
would  receive  his  attention. 

Mr.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  he  did 
not  know  whether  Members  sitting  below 
the  Gangway  were  supposed  to  take  any 
part  in  the  debate  ;  but  for  the  last  half 
hour  there  had  been  such  a  conversational 
tone  maintained  between  the  Gentlemen 
on  either  side  of  the  table  that  not  one 
word  had  been  heard  below  the  Gangway. 
Hon.  Members  sitting  there  did  not  know 
what  was  the  Question  before  the  House, 
for  the  Bill  had  been  so  altered  that  they 


im 


ParUammiarif 


Aid  not  know  nhettior  it  was  the  Irisli 
Sootoh  Reform  Bill.  If  right  hon.  Oenl 
men  would  condescend  to  Uireet  tlicir  not 
Tery  powerrul  voices  to  below  the  Onng- 
WBJ,  inelead  of  looking  bo  complacentlj 
upon  one  nnolher,  lion.  Members  in  that 
part  of  the  House  irould  bo  able  to  tuki 
part  in  the  debate.  If  this  were  the  Irtil 
Beform  Bill,  it  was  a  mere  faroe  to  go  on 
irith  it,  for  the  re-distribution  achetne  had 
been  giTcn  up.  ["  Question."]  He  bad, 
iritb  the  help  of  tlio  Scotch  Memberi,  dis- 
franchised  the  small  boroughs  in  England, 
and  ho  wished  to  do  a  similar  good  for 
Ireland.     ["  Question."] 

The  chairman  :  The  Question  is 
not  the  disfranchisement  of  nnj  boroughi 
in  Ireland.  The  Quettion  is  "  That  Ihi 
clause,  as  amended,  bo  added  to  the  Bill.' 

Mb.  Sehjeakt  QASELEE  said,  it  wai 
no  wonder  he  did  not  know  what  the  Quea 
tion  was.  The  exertion  of  hon.  Members 
in  speaking  so  low  must  have  been  verj 
great,  and  they  would  doubileai  require 
Bonie  rest,  and  he  would  therefore  propose 
th&t  the  Chairman  Ebould  report  Progroas. 
lie  would  not  press  his  Motion  ;  but  he 
hoped  that  hon.  Membora  would  not  apeak 
BO  low. 

Clause,  aa  amended,  added  to  (he  Bill. 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUB 
said,  be  had  now  to  propose  a  new  clause 
of  some  importance  in  connection  with 
University  representation.  In  doing  so  he 
was  actuated  by  no  unfriendly  feeling  to- 
wards the  University  of  Dublin,  but  rather 
the  reverse,  bis  object  being  to  atrcngtlicn 
and  improve  the  University  representation 
and  at  tho  same  time  remove  a  grioTonoe 
which  was  now  felt  by  between  700  and 
800  qualified  graduates  in  not  possessing 
n  share  in  the  University  representation 
of  Ireland.  The  graduates  in  the  Qucen'a 
Unircrsity  would  have  preferred  a  ssparate 
representative  in  thatllouse;  and  when  he 
was  a  Member  of  the  late  Government  be 
bad  tho  plnanure  of  making  a  proposal  that 
they  should  elect  a  tbirJ  University  Mem- 
ber for  Ireland.  This  proposal  nas,  how- 
ever, mode  in  connection  with  very  eiten- 
aive  changes  proposed  to  be  made  in  tho 
Queen's  University  in  Ireland,  the  intention 
being  to  place  it  on  a  wider  basis,  and  to 
make  it,  in  fact,  a  kind  of  London  Univer- 
sity for  Ireland.  He  ahould  not  feel  jnati- 
fled  in  renewing  that  proposal  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  The  Committee  had  no 
Bobeme  of  distribution  of  seats  before  them, 
and  he  would  now  BBk  thorn  to  admit  these 
Mr,  Serjtant  Oault* 
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Oiford  ftod  Cambridge,  provided  for  the 
discipline  and  reaideaee  of  odIj  118  of  ita 
nndergradualea,  while  with  respect  to  518 
it  waa  on  tlia  footing  of  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges or  the  Scotch  UniTersities  ;  and  in 
regard  to  581,  it  wna  upon  the  footiDK  of 
Xiondoa  UniTcrsitj,  giving  degrees  soleljr 
on  the  passing  of  certain  stated  eiamina- 
tioiia,  Bod  not  requiring  cither  attendance 
Bt  leetnres  or  residence  in  College.  Tliere 
VU  no  such  Tiolent  contrast  betneen  the 
two  Irish  Universities  as  thnt  which  was 
Iftat  Tear  described  as  eiiBtrng  between 
th«  Unifersities  of  London  and  Durham  ; 
and  the  parallel  was  much  stronger  between 
tiiem  and  the  Scotch  Universities,  which 
bftd  juat  been  united  for  the  purposes  of 
Farliamentarf  representation.  Lost  year 
thaj  gave  London  Unirersit;  one  Member, 
while  Dublin  Unirorait;  now  enjojcd  two. 
Again,  London  University  and  the  Scotoli 
trniverailies  having  now  received  Farlia- 
mvntarjT  representation,  the  want  of  such 
representation  would  now  be  felt  b;  the 
Qaeen'a  Universitj  in  Ireland  as  a  much 

E eater  disadvantage  and  grievance  than 
ratofore.  There  were  other  proposals  on 
the  Paper  for  attaining  the  same  end  as  ho 
•ontem plated.  Among  them  was  the  pro- 
poaal  of  the  hen.  and  learned  Baronet  (Sir 
Golman  O'Loghlan],  which  he  believed 
iroold  not  be  pressed,  for  depriving  the  Uni- 
Tsrwtj  of  Dublin  of  one  seat  and  giving  it  to 
tb«  Queen'a  University.  That  was  a  more 
*iol«tt  plan  than  his,  and  not  likely  to  be 
H  acceptable.  Then  (lie  hon.  Member  fur 
Brighton  (Ur.  Fawcett)  proposed  tlie  group- 
tog  of  certain  eoiall  Irish  boroughs  in  order 
ta  obtain  an  additional  seat  for  the  repre- 
Mntative  of  the  Irish  Universities.  The 
plui  of  gronping  having,  however,  been  gi  reii 
■p,  that  proposal  waa  out  of  the  question, 
■ad  hia  own  proposal  was,  he  thought,  the 
KMrt  nataral  mode  of  doing  same  justice  to 
that  body  of  Irish  graduates  which  could  be 
nggeited.  Although,  no  doubt,  they  would 
prefer  aeparate  representation,  yet  they 
wanld  admit  that  bis  plnn  was  not  unim- 
portant to  their  academical  interests.  It 
would  inereoae  the  dignity  of  the  Queen's 
UDiTersity,  while  it  would  also  improve  the 
University  representation  of  Ireland  gene- 
Tally.  It  would  likewise  considerably 
■troiigthen  the  lay  element  in  the  consti- 
toeney,  a  matter  of  no  slight  importance; 
and  it  would  compel  the  Mombera  for  the 
Univeraitiea  to  take  into  account  the  opi- 
■ioni  and  interesta  of  a  wider  and  much 
Moro  Taried  etass  than  they  had  now  to 
Ho  believed  that  bis  proposal, 
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while  removing  the  grievaneee  under  which 
a  body  of  Irish  graduates  now  laboured, 
would  atrengthen  the  University  represen- 
tation of  Ireland  by  adding  to  it  some  of 
the  best  educated  men  of  the  country,  With 
these  views  he  confidently  moved  his  clause- 
Clause  (In  all  future  Farliamenta  the 
University  of  Dublin  and  the  Queen'a 
UniTorsiiy  in  Ireland  shall  jointly  return 
tiTO  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  said 
Universilias,]— (ifr.  Chieheiter Fottetcue,) 
— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  it  seemed 
to  have  been  agreed,  by  the  almost  general 
consent  of  the  Committee,  not  to  entertain 
now  any  question  with  regard  to  the  re- 
distribution of  seats  ;  but  the  Amendment 
was  a  proposal  for  re-distributioji.  It  waa 
one  of  an  objectionable  character ;  for  it 
was  like  a  proposal  to  join  the  London 
University  with  one  of  the  older  Universi- 
ties for  the  purpose  of  representation,  and 
such  a  proposal,  when  tnndo  last  year,  did 
not  find  much  favour,  nhile  the  proposal 
to  join  Durham  University  to  that  of  Lon< 
don  was  opposed  by  the  Liberal  party.  The 
Amendment  proposed  to  join  for  the  pur- 
poses of  reprcaentntion  two  bodies  that 
wore  essentially  distioot — which  had  dif- 
ferent opinions  upon  almost  every  subject ; 
and  whose  combination  could  produce  no- 
thing but  discord.  Thostrongest  argument 
against  the  proposal  was  that  it  was  not 
demanded  by  anyone  connected  with  these 
two  bodies.  A  disiinguiahed  and  infloen- 
tial  member  of  Convocation  of  the  Queen's 
UniTcrsity  had  written  to  him — 


amoDg  Durulve*  the  other  dajr  at  a  eommittea  of 
CoDVoOfttioD,  and  unuiiaiouilf  coademned.  I  do 
not  tbink  a  singlo  voios  vu  raised  in  its  &voor. 
We  should  nomiaatlj  hava  tno  representaliTea 
who  would  virtiutllf  repreient  another  instita* 

He  had  alwaja  entertained  the  opinion  that 
if  it  were  posaible  it  would  be  desirable  to 
bestow  Parliamentary  representation  on  the 
Queen's  University,  and  he  would  have 
proposed  to  give  it  in  the  re-distribntion 
scheme  which  bad  been  submitted  to  the 
House  but  for  the  pressing  claims  of  the 
large  populations.  In  any  future  scheme 
the  claims  of  the  Queen's  University  must 
be  considered.  It  would  now  give  a  coii- 
atituenoy  of  880,  but  in  a  few  years  it  may 
be  expected  that  the  increase  of  Membera 
would  give  a  large  and  independent  ocnsti- 
tnency.  Tbe  present  arrangements  with 
regard  to  tha  qualifications  for  voters  for 
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tbe  DoMin  Uairersitj  were  not  kltogetlier  for  exeept  to  1 
Mtiafutorj.  The  ToMrmoatbe  aqU.A.,  pieoeaoiiheC 
and  pajr  £5  far  registratioo  and  £9  10*.  One  of  ila  Me: 
on  UkiDg  tlie  degree,  so  that  it  cost  £15  of  eierj  meat 
to  become  a  voter  of  the  UDiTeraitj.  Hence  elTil  and  religi 
the  diiparit;  betireeD  tlie  roll  of  Mattere  the  other  wa> 
and  that  of  electors,  the  jnlter  containing  GorernmeDt- 
1,870  names,  and  the  former  the  namea  of  "  All  honoura 
1,496  additional  who  did  not  poiaeai  the  I  the  Uniteraitj 
franchiae.  He  irag  empowered  bj  the  to  reprosentai 
authoritiea  of  the  Unireraitj  to  say  he  alwaja  aent  hi 
■hould  be  prepared,  when  the  Registration  Church  and  a 
Bill  waa  before  the  Houae,  to  mate  an  vernmeDl,  tb( 
alteration  in  the  iTitem  which  had  hitherto  waa  broken  u[ 
prevailed  in  the  UnlTeraity  of  Dublin.  lie  waa  to  give  a 
would  propoie  a  clauae  to  give  the  fran-  Univerailj  he 
chiae  to  everj  M.A.  on  taking  his  degree,  that  there  oug 
without  requiring  aa  a  condition  the  paj-  degree  in  Irel 
ment  of  any  regiatralioo  fee.  The  list  of  Protettant  am 
U.A.'a  would  then  be  the  electoral  roll,  would  atamp  t 
Seeing  that  the  Board  of  Trioit;  College  that  the  reprt 
were  prepared  to  make  ao  large  a  ooncea-  neceaiarilT  Fi 
■ion,  and  that  neither  Univeraitr  favoured  Preabyterian  ; 
the  Amendment,  he  hoped  the  Committee  intellectual  ei 
would  pause  before  adopting  it,  for  it  would  proposal  bad  t 
not  add  to  the  weight  of  the  representation  Liberaligm  a| 
of  Trinilj  College,  nor  meet  the  case  of  ererjone  woul 
the  jounger  institution.  repreaentation 

Mk.  GREGORY  aatd,  he  wholly  dis-  Ireland, 
aenied  from  the  poaition  of  the  noble  Lord,  The  ATT 
that  becauae  the  Government  had  aban-  IRELAND  (] 
doned  their  aoheme  of  re-distribution  thej  this  Motion,  ai 
were  not  to  ferm  any  new  constituenoy.  A  intereata  of  tl 
wore  miserable  confession  of  pusillanimity  in  that  of  the 
had  never  proceeded  from  a  Treasury  sented.  If  tli 
Bench.  But  how  did  tliat  oonfeaaion  cou'  Univeraitiea  w 
trast  with  the  apirit  of  the  right  hen.  Gen-  overwhelming 
tleman  at  the  Head  of  the  Government  nt  atrength  in  th 
Merchant  Taylora'  Hall  the  night  before,  you  would  intr 
in  which,  describing  the  magnificence  of  i  and  of  rWalr 
the  edifice  the  Government  had  reared,  and  !  triumphing  oi 
the  now  system  of  Parliamentary  Reform  i  make  itielf  ob 
which  was  to  leave  its  atatnp  of  glory  on  '  antagonism  w! 
their  namei  for  ever,  the  right  boo.  Gen-  '  Iween  the  twi 
Iteman  spoke  of  "a  political  settlement  |  to  prevail.  A 
which  baa  successfully  reconciled  the  tradi- '  tlie  Queon'a  ^ 
tiona  of  our  ancient  country  and  the  re-  borne  in  elect 
quirements  of  modern  times."  The  Go- :  body  of  that 
Tornmont  had  abstained  from  interfering  |  a  constant  tern 
about  six  miserable  boroughs,  which,  taken  '  ber  of  its  men 
altogether,  would  not  make  one  good  con-  dard  of  iti  deg 
atitueoey.  The  noble  Lord  laid  the  nhole  to  be  gained  b 
■trees  of  hia  case  on  the  fact  that  Trinity  '  the   Queen '• 


College  did  not  wish  for  that  which 
proposed.  Of  course  it  did  not,  for  it  was 
one  of  the  closest  corporalions  ever  known. 
What  waa  it  eieept  the  representative  of 
that  Eitabliihed  Church  which  we  were 
determined  to  do  away  with  ?  What  were 
the  Membera  for  Trinity  College  chosen 
Th«  Earl  ofMaye 


illing 
wiie  enough  to 
boea  presented 
no  meeting  1 
of  it ;  it  waa 
hon.  Qentleroi 
bii  alone.  Thi 
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to  haye  a  Member  of  its  own,  and  he  hoped 
the  day  would  oome  when  it  would  have 
one. 

Question  put,  *'That  the  said  Clause 
be  read  a  second  time." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  173  ; 
Noes  183  :  Majority  10. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  he  understood 
that  the  GoTernment  were  not  averse, 
while  opposing  the  grouping  together  the 
Unifersity  of  Dublin  and  the  Queen's 
Unifersity,  to  give  the  latter  representa- 
tiOD*  He  himself,  indeed,  did  not  think 
that  the  proposal  which  had  just  been 
lejeeted  was  the  best  for  giving  effect  to 
thmt  object,  and  he  would  therefore  move 
lliat  Portarlington,  the  smallest  borough 
in  Ireland,  be  disfranchised,  and  the  seat 
taken  from  it  conferred  on  the  Queen's 
Unifersity. 

The  chairman  informed  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  must  put  his  proposal 
in  the  shape  of  a  clause. 

Colonel  FEENCH  then  rose  to  move  a 
elaiise  which  stood  on  the  Paper  in  his 
naoie«  but  was  interrupted  by 

Mb.  FAWCETT,  who  asked  the  Chair- 
man to  be  good  enough  to  inform  him  in 
what  terms  his  Motion  should  be  couched 
to  reader  it  formal  ? 

The  chairman  :  The  proper  way  for 
tha  hoD.  Member  to  proceed  is  to  frame 
'm  clause  giving  effect  to  his  intentions. 
Ha  ean  then  move  the  second  reading  of 
that  clause. 

1^.  FAWCETT  said,  that  by  the  as- 
aialaiiee  of  a  Friend  a  clause  embodying  his 
'.wiawa  had  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
■Chairman.  He  begged,  therefore,  to  move 
^'that  it  be  now  read  a  second  time. 

The  chairman  said,  that  the  clause 

t.vaa  not  ready  when  the  hon.  Membeft.for 
Brighton  concluded  his  speech,  and  that 
,tha  hon.  Member  for  Roscommon  (Colonel 
.Vrenoh)  had  just  risen  to  move  a  clause  of 
wrhioh  Notice  had  been  given.  Under  these 
wenmstances  the  hon.  Member  for  Ros- 
4  aammon  would  have  the  right  to  move  his 
^  jrianae  first ;  but  the  hon.  Member  for 
1^  Jkighton  would  be  at  liberty  to  move  his 
^  alavae  afterwards. 

F  ,  Mju  FAWCETT  thereupon  stated  that 
a^  Jba  ahoald  move  his  clause  as  soon  as  he 
^^  Iwd  an  opportunity  of  doing  so. 

Colonel  FRENCH  again  rose  for  the 
ptirnose  of  moving  his  Amendment,  when 
.    The  CHAIRMAN  pointed  out  that  the 
•OQTonient  eoarse  had  been  usually  adopted 
in  Committee  of  oonsidering  the  new  clauses 


i 


f 

i 


in  the  order  in  which  they  stood  upon  the 
Paper.  On  the  present  occasion,  however, 
the  clause  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  C.  Fortescue)  had 
been  taken  first,  under  circumstances  which 
the  Committee  would  remember.  But,  as 
that  had  been  disposed  of,  it  was  natural 
to  revert  to  the  ordinary  course  of  taking 
the  clauses  as  they  stood  upon  the  Paper  ; 
and  therefore  the  hon.  Member  could  not 
move  his  clause  first,  except  by  the  com- 
mon consent  of  Gentlemen  who  had  clauses 
on  the  Paper  preceding  his.  If  those  Gen- 
tlemen wished  to  move  their  clauses  first 
they  were  at  liberty  to  do  so.  The  first 
clause  on  the  Paper  was  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Athlone  (Mr.  Rearden). 

Mr.  rearden  said,  he  would  not 
press  the  clause  which  stood  in  his  name. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  rose  to  move 
the  clause  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 
Its  object  was  to  assimilate  the  law  of 
England  and  that  of  Ireland  with  respect 
to  the  expenses  of  clerks  of  the  peace.  In 
England  the  clerks  of  the  peace  were  en- 
titled not  only  to  be  repaid  the  sums  ex- 
pended by  them,  but  were  also  entitled  to 
reasonable  remuneration  for  their  time  and 
trouble  in  performing  the  services  and 
duties  imposed  upon  them  in  regard  to  the 
registration  of  voters.  This  was  not  the 
case  in  Ireland,  and  he  therefore  begged  to 
move  the  following  clause : — 

(Definition  of  the  word  "  expenses.") 

'*The  word  'expenses'  contained  in  seotion 
seventy  of  the  Act  of  the  thirteenth  and  four- 
teenth years  of  the  reign  of  Her  present  Majesty, 
chapter  sixty-nine,  shall  be  deemed  to  and  shall 
include  and  apply  to  all  proper  and  reasonable 
fees  and  charges  of  any  clerk  of  the  peace  of,  or 
acting  for,  any  county,  county  of  a  city,  or  county 
of  a  town,  or  by  any  clerk  of  the  peace  of,  or  act- 
ing in  or  for,  any  borough  situate  in  a  county  at 
large,  to  be  hereafter  made  or  charged  by  him  in 
any  year  for  his  trouble,  care,  and  attention  in  the 
performance  of  the  services  and  duties  imposed 
upon  bim  by  the  said  Act  or  by  this  Act,  in  addi- 
tion to  any  money  actually  paid  or  distributed  by 
him  for,  or  in  respect  of,  any  such  service  or 
duties  as  aforesaid.'' 

Mr.  G.  morris  seconded  the  Motion. 
The  justice  of  the  case  required  that  these 
officers  should  be  paid. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  a  first 
time. 

The  Earl  of  MATO  said,  he  was  un- 
able to  assent  to  the  insertion  of  the  clause 
which  related  to  the  clerks  of  the  peace 
for  all  the  counties  in  Ireland.  Those 
gentlemen  were  already  remunerated  suffl- 
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eienlly  for  tlia  work  they  performed,  tbo  | 
arrnngenieDti  as  regitrds  their  duties  in  | 
eonuection  nith  the  electoral  lists  hHTiDg  ' 
been  BettleJ  hj  the  Act  of  1850.  He  had 
not  heerd  that  there  was  any  iadispoiitioD 
on  the  part  of  gentlemen  to  fill  Tacanciea  ^ 
nheu  the^  occurred,  through  s  feeling  that 
the  remuneration  was  insufilclenl.  He 
thought  there  was  no  ground  whnteTer  for 
making  an  addition  to  the  local  taiation 
bj  increasing  the  remuneration  of  this 
particular  clais  of  officers. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  regretted 
thfflt  the  nohle  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Majo) 
would  not  agree  to  the  clause,  as,  in  his 
opinion,  there  ought  to  be  no  difference 
mado  in  this  respect  betneen  England  and 
Ireland.  If  the  salary  irere  only  one-half 
iti  present  aiDOuni  there  would  be  the  same 
nuoiher  of  applicatioas  for  the  situatiouB 
when  TQcant. 

Lord  JOHK  BROWNE  reminded  the 
House  that  the  question  of  the  rotnunera- 
tion  of  clerks  of  the  peace  in  Irelaud  had 
been  under  the  consideration  of  the  Grand 
Jury  Committee  upstairs,  nho,  if  those 
officers  wore  not  sufficiently  paid  already, 
would,  in  all  probability  recommend  the  in- 
crease of  their  salaries. 

Mr.  VANCE  thought  that,  as  additional 
duties  would  bo  imposed  on  the  clerks  of 
the  peace  by  this  Bill,  they  were  fairly 
entitled  to  additional  remonerntion. 

Mr.  BRADY  asked  why  thoae  gentle- 
men should  not  bo  compensated  for  the 
additional  duties  placed  upon  them  f 

Mr.  Serjeant  ARMSTRONG  said,  he 
saw  no  objection  to  giving  power  to  the 
Grand  Juries,  whose  interent  it  was  to 
keep  down  the  county  expenditure,  to  cou' 
aider  whether  or  not  some  reasonable  al- 
lowance should  be  made  to  the  clerks  of 
the  peace  in  consideration  of  the  extra 
dnlies  imposed  on  Ibeni. 

Thb  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warbex),  obierred,  if 
the  Amendment  should  bo  carried  the 
clerks  of  the  peace  in  Ireland  would  be 
entitled  (o  an  increase  of  salary,  and  from 
the  inquiries  which  he  had  made  be  saw 
lie  reasouahio  ground  for  additional  pay- 

Ifa.  SYNAN  doubted  whether  the  pre- 
sentments of  the  Grand  Jury  would  be  com- 
pulsory under  the  Act  of  Parhament. 

Mr.  BAGWELL  said,  ho  did  not  he- 
liete  there  was  any  class  of  ofBcers  in 
Ireland  who  deserved  less  to  hare  an 
inoreasB  of  salary.  It  was  generally  a 
complete  sineeure,  and  the  holder!  of  the 
l%t  £art  of  3taf/o 


office  got  depi 
to  whom  they 

Thb  0'C0^ 
see  that  the 
ought  to  be  ■ 
salaries  were 
criminal  dutie 
much  greater 
the  same,  th 
much  diminisl 

Mr.  bar 
clerks  of  the 
tional  emolura 

Lord  JOE! 
salary  of  the 
be  increased, 
clerks  of  the 
da  lies  would  i 

Clause  with 

Sir  GEO! 
that  ho  sboolt 
the  event  of  i 
gallant  Uemt 
French]  being 

Sir  COLk 
the  followin 


(Frei 


existing  freemsi 

"  Alter  the  pt 

be  entitled  to  t 

bf  reuon  of  bei 
rougb,  sare  ani! 
of  the  polling  o 
an  rolled  ■■  freei 
citf  or  borough. 

The  hon.  am 
nomber  of  be 
franchise  eiii 
of  those  the 
exceed  10  t  h 
in  three  it  wi 
it  was  143  ;  i 
350  i  in  Gal 
752 ;  and  in 
to  the  freemi 
causojit  was  t 
system,  wliicl 
detriment  of 
exercised  a  m 
elections  for  I 
didates  who  e 
frages  had  li 
Skinners'  AH 
and  belts,  or  1 
obtaining  the 
whether  the 
(Mr.  Vance)  i 
and  belt  lie  t 
conjunction  i 
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represented  tbe  city  of  Dublin  ;  perhaps 
the  J  might  also  be  useful  for  the  electors 
of   Armagh.     There  was  no   reason  why 
freemen  should  not  have  votes   as  rate- 
payers ;    but  one  great   objection   to  the 
present  system  was  that  while  ratepayers 
were  bound  to  pay  their  rates  by  a  par- 
ticular day,  freemen  avoided  the  payment 
of  rates ;    and  they  were  also  privileged 
to  have  a  separate  polling-booth  for  them- 
saWes.     Bribery  and  corruption  prevailed 
in  efery  borough  where  freemen  existed. 
In  Dublin  elections  a  certain  number  of 
freemen  must  be  bought  whoever  might 
bo  the  candidate.     Every  election  petition 
that  had  been  presented  charged  bribery 
to  haye  existed  to  an   enormous  extent. 
In  Galway,  too,  it  had  always  been  the 
euatom  to  pay  the  freemen  so  much  per 
head.     His  clause  would  enact  that  after 
'■.    the  passing  of  this  Act  no  freoman  should 
•:    be  enabled  to  vote  except  those  actually  on 
r.    tiio  roll.     The  freeman   franchise   was  a 
^.    romnant  of  Orange  ascendancy  in  Ireland, 
'    And  therefore  he  hoped  the  House  would  do 
i    away  with  it,  saving  the  rights  of  existing 
freemen. 

Clause  (Freemen's  franchise  abolished, 
OAving  rights  of  existing  freemen,) — {Sir 
]    Ootnum   O^Zoghlen,)  —  brought  up,  and 
J,    load  the  first  time. 

"^  Kb.  VANCE  said,  ho  did  not  think  that 
J  mt  tiie  time  the  Notice  was  put  upon  the 
3  Paper  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
1-  fer  Clare  (Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen)  seriously 
^  .intonded  to  bring  the  subject  forward,  be- 
^  OMiee  he  had  always  expressed  himself 
S.  Opposed  to  disfranchisement.  He  did  not 
S!^  ioo  why  an  exception  should  be  made  in 
^  the  ease  of  Ireland  in  respect  of  the  free- 
ly Man  franchise.  This  franchise  had  not  been 
"s^  interfered  with  in  England;  and  the  hon. and 
rV  liamed  Baronet  was  the  last  man  whom  he 
^.  ahonld  have  suspected  of  a  wish  to  disfran- 
^  obiae  any  class  of  tho  citizens  of  Dublin. 
^  III  that  city  there  were  many  Roman  Ca- 
^' Ibolie  freemen  who  had  not  shown  them- 
'^~-  iboroaelves  favourable  to  him  when  he  was 
^fi(  candidate  for  Dublin  ;  but  he  should  not 
^TBbo  to  see  them  disfranchised  nevertheless. 
^  .9bo  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  objected  to 
g^fiolitieal  power  being  continued  in  heredi- 
'  ~;larf  euceession  ;  but  was  not  legislative 

£wor  ao  oontioned  in  the  other  branch  of 
a  Legislature  ?  He  hoped  that  within 
ihm  next  few  dajs  the  other  Houbo  would 
jriro  another  proof  of  the  advantage  of 
Mroditary  powers  in  legislation.  After 
OBO  of  hia  eleetiona  for  Dablin  there  was  a 


petition  against  his  return  in  which  the  con- 
duct of  the  freemen  was  greatly  impugned. 
That  petition  came  in  due  course  before  an 
Election  Committee  composed  of  three  Gen- 
tlemen from  the  Opposition  and  two  from  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House.     That  Com- 
mittee acquitted  the  freemen  of  Dublin  of 
any  corruption  or  any  improper  practices, 
and,  finding  the  conduct  of  those  electors 
perfectly  pure,  the  Committee  unanimously 
refused  to  report  against  the  freemen.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  had  given  the 
House  an  amusing  account  of  a  society, 
styled  ''  The  Aldermen  of  Skinners'  Alley." 
He  (Mr.  Vance)  belonged  to  that  society, 
and  he  could  assure  the  House  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet  was  inaccurate  as  to 
his  description  of  their  sashes.     They  had 
no  uniform,  but  they  had  principles  which 
he  was  afraid  would  exclude  the  hon.  and 
learned    Baronet   from   the   privileges  of 
membership.     The  origin   of    the   society 
was  this  —  When  James  II.  abdicated  the 
Throne  of  this  country  and  went  to  Ireland, 
he  found  in  Dublin  a  Protestant  Corpora- 
tion.    He  determined  to  substitute  for  it 
a   Roman'  Catholic  Corporation  ;   but  the 
Protestant  Corporation,  unwilling  to  lose 
their  regalia  and  paraphernalia  carried  them 
to  a  place  of  retirement  in  Skinners'  Alley. 
The  Aldermen  of  Skinners'  Alley  were  a 
society  which  met  annually  to  commemo- 
rate that  event,  and  ho.  could  assure  the 
House  that  it  was  a  society  of  which  no 
Protestant  need  be  ashamed.     The  only 
case  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  had 
made  against  the  freemen  of  Dublin  was 
that  the  majority  were  true  Conservatives. 
Mb.  G.  MORRIS  said,  that  in  the  bo- 
rough of  Galway,  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  represent,  the  freemen  constituted  about 
a  third   of  the  constituency.     That  they 
were  not  hereditary  Orangemen  was  shown 
by  the  fact  that  only  about  thirty  of  them 
were  Protestants,  while  the  remaining  400 
and  odd  were  Roman  Catholics.    No  doubt 
the  freeman   system  in   Galway   had   its 
origin  in  the  wish  to  encourage  a  Protestant 
settlement  in  that    town.     There   was  a 
recital  to  that  effect  in  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment; but  about  the  year  1842  a  change 
was  made,  by  which  Roman  Catholics  were 
admitted  to  the  freedom  of  the  town.     If 
they  were  to  compare  the  sums  expended 
on  elections  in  Clare  as  against  the  expen- 
diture for  a  similar  purpose  in  Oalway,  the 
latter  would  come  out  of  the  ordeal  very 
well.     It  had  been  stated  that  he  was  the 
first  Member  returned  for  Galway  without 
bribery.    Now,  he  had  succeeded  a  very 
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near  reUtive  in  the  repreHnUtion  of  th&t  j  ben  bebdf  hk 
borough  ;  and  he  had  personal  knowledge  on  behalf  of 
of  the  fact  that  92  per  cent  of  the  eleclora  hon.  Member 
had  Toted  for  bit  relatiie.  Two  petitions  |  make  the  proi 
had  been  presented  against  his  return,  and  I  the  taeiits  of 
not  only  had  tlioso  petitions  been  declared  janiions  to  hei 
groundless,  but  tlio  Committee  had  giren  <  opposite  how  I 
his  relative  costs  on  the  ground  that  the;  i  He  had  all  all 
irero  frivolous  and  veiatioui.  He  himself  :  the  personal  | 
had  been  returned  for  Galwaj  without  a 'of  qualificatto 
contest  at  all.  On  those  facts  be  thought  j  when  the  frai 
that  he  was  entitled  to  submit  that  tbe  .  rating,  what  i 
electors  of  QaUajr  were  not  as  black  aa  i  freemen  who, 
thcj  were  painted.  This  was  intended  to  possess  the  fri 
ho  an  etifranchitiug  and  not  a  disfranchis-  denoel  Those 
ing  Bill,  and  he  therefore  regretted  that  from  the  aanic 
attacks  having  for  their  object  to  disfran-  laud  onlj  adm 
chise  existing  classes  of  voters  should  have  tade.  In  Dubl 
been  put  forward,  and  that  from  the  Liberal  and  of  these  1 
Benches.  The  lion.  Uember  for  Dublin  in  right  of 
(Mr.  Pini]  thought  that  Oalwaj,  with  a  daughiera  of 
population  of  35,000  or  26,000  was  not ;  which  were  ■ 
eutiiled  to  a  second  representative;  and  I  and  which  wer 
the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  the  Uember  i  practica  in  Di 
for  Clare  (Sir  Caiman  O'Loghlen)  proposed  truated  the  ( 
at  one  sweep  to  do  awa;  with  one-third  of  to  the  system, 
his  constituents.  If  anything  could  con- ,  Ma.  PIM 
firm  bim  in  the  vioiiv  which  he  entertained  intention  of  t 
tbat  he  was  sitting  upon  the  right  side  oF  the  anomalon 
the  House,  it  would  be  (he  fnct  that  attacks  should  be  gi 
like  these  upon  his  native  town  had  pro-  ordinary  fran 
ceeded  in  both  cases  from  the  Liberal  every  respect) 
Benches.  He  trusted  that  the  Govemment  The  only  obji 
upon  this  occasion  would  support  tbe  free-  hon  and  lea 
man  frnncbite.  O'Loghlan) 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  be  thought  the  iocboate  righ 
case  against  the  freemen  bad  been  lo  therefore  pro; 
clearly  established  by  bis  hon.  and  learned  I  add  to  tbe  Ti 
Friend  the  Member  for  Clare  that  he  would  '  serve  these 
not  have  thought  it  necessary  to  address  '  the  second  ri 
the  House  but  for  the  observations  of  the  {  by  the  hon.  a 
hon.  Member  for  Qalway  (Mr.  G.  Morris)  the  second  r 
end  the  hou.  Member  for  Armagh  (Mr.  j  move  the  add 
Vance].  The  hou.  Member  for  Qalway  i  ■' Andthowm 
had  ccnteoded  that  the  freemen  of  Galway  tweatf-aaa  yes 
were  not  a  corrupt  class.  In  answer  to  '  ""  ^'•in'.J"  "" 
that  he  would  refer  to  an  extract  from  tbe  |  '**"■  ■■  ""  *" 
Report  of  a  Committee  appoinUd  to  try  With  this  Ao 
the  election  in  1857,  wbioh  stated  that '  posal  would 
while  many  of  the  voters  had  eloped  the  |  the  nohle  L 
number  of  those  who  would  be  got  at  and  Ireland,  woul 
who  were  proved  to  have  been  bribed  was  The  EaRL 
179,  of  whom  all  but  four  were  freemen,  the  Committt 
Even  tbe  hou.  Member  for  Armagh  spoke  aiona  on  tbe 
of  the  purity  of  the  freemen  of  Dublin,  and  bad  iuTariabl 
said  tho  Committee  appointed  to  try  bia  i  refusing  to  c 
election  for  that  city  decided  tbat  there  would  have  tl 
bad  been  no  bribery.  That  was  perfectly  body^  of  elecli 
true  ;  but  the  Committee  also  reported  \  eonuderation 
that  promises  to  bribe  on  the  hon.  Mem- 1  loDg  esialiog 
Mr.  G.  Morrit  I 
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groQods.      It  appeared  to  him  that  the 

SriDcipal  ohjeotions  of  the  hen.  and  learned 
[emher  for  Clare  to  the  freemen  was  the 
■ame  as  the  objection  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lonth  (Mr.  C.  Fortescae)  to  Trinity 
College,  that  they  Bent  Members  to  that 
House  who  were  opposed  to  them  on  poH- 
liea.  That  was  a  ourioas  objection  to  come 
from  Liberal  Members  ;  but  he  was  sure  it 
would  hafe  no  weight  with  the  Commit- 
tee. The  number  of  freemen  in  Ireland 
were  4,900,  and  of  these  there  were  2,500 
in  Dublin.  This  was  a  proposal  to  disfran- 
ebxae  about  one-sixth  of  the  constituency  of 
Dublin,  and  one-third  of  the  constituency 
of  Galway.  In  Waterford,  too,  it  would 
dbfranchise  nearly  one-third,  certainly  one- 
fourth  of  the  existing  constituency.  On  all 
fermer  occasions  the  House  had  refused  to 
destroy  this  franchise  ;  for,  though  the 
Beform  Act  of  1832  certainly  did  place  it 
under  restrictions,  its  abolition  was  ne?er 
eontemplated.  Inasmuch  as  the  House 
lind  hitherto  refused  to  destroy  this  fran- 
•hiae,  he  certainly  could  not  think  that 
the  House  would  consent  to  deal  with  this 
bat  of  the  measures  affecting  the  repre- 
ieotation  of  the  people  in  a  manner  different 
frem  those  which  had  already  been  finished, 
and  he  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  Com- 
mittee would  negative  the  proposition. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  was  of  opi- 
'  nien  that  no  one  who  considered  the  sub- 
Jeel  in  its  true  bearings  could  doubt  the 
.  ndviaability  of  adopting  the  proposal  now 
Wfore  the  Committee.  ['*  Oh,  oh !"]  Hon. 
Gentlemen  said  "  Oh,  oh  "  so  loudly  with- 
evt  knowing  one  iota  of  the  subject.  In 
2857  an  eleetion  had  taken  place  in  Dob- 
'Vn»  and  there  Toted  for  two  of  the  oandi- 
iutea  6,027  persons  of  property,  station, 
ind  position,  and  those  candidates  had  in 
the  number  728  freemen.  There  were  two 
other  candidates  who  obtained  the  votes  of 
9J267  persons  of  property  and  position, 
feud  the  fotes  of  3,800  freemen.  So  that 
the  property  TOtes  were  disfranchised  by 
fhB  votes  of  the  freemen,  who  contributed 
iMibing  to  the  taxation  of  the  city,  or,  in- 
Seedy  to  taxation  of  any  kind.  The  Go- 
Temment  had  hitherto  congratulated  the 
EAHouae  on  ha?ing  established  the  represen- 
iution  on  the  basis  of  taxation  ;  but  no 
iment  of  that  nature  could  be  urged  in 
(Tour  of  the  retention  of  this  franchise. 
Indeed,  in  the  city  of  Dublin  the  freeman 
irute  was  aimply  outrageous.  Hon.  Mem- 
*«ra  might  talk  about  its  beinff  hereditary; 
ml  the  ''grand  birthright,  as  it  was 
urmedi  aeoording  to  legal  definition,  was 


derifed  from  men  who  stedfastly  refused 
to  create  any  freemen  who  were  not  Pro* 
testants,  or  any  Protestants  whose  opinions 
differed  from  their  own.  Of  2,858  free- 
man, no  less  than  1,755  were  admitted  to 
the  vote  in  consequence  of  marrying 
daughters  and  granddaughters  of  freemen. 
When  a  right  existed  flowing  from  so  cor- 
rupt a  source,  it  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  continue.  He  was  certainly  not  pre- 
viously aware  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Armagh  (Mr.  Vance)  was  an  Alderman  of 
Skinner's  Alley;  but  he  could  not  compli- 
ment the  hon.  Member  on  having  trans- 
ferred the  saturnalia  to  that  place.  He 
was  one  of  the  candidates  who  obtained 
the  votes  of  the  3,800.  Every  man  of 
common  sense  would  see  that  the  proposal 
ought  to  be  adopted,  and  he  therefore 
trusted  that  it  would  receive  the  consent 
of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  understood  the 
object  of  the  legislation  of  the  last  two 
years  to  be  to  enfranchise,  not  to  disfran- 
chise. When  that  House  was  asked  last 
year  to  disfranchise  the  freemen  of  Eng- 
land they  had  refused  to  do  so,  and  he 
should  refuse  to  disfranchise  the  freemen 
of  Ireland  upon  the  present  occasion.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  county  of  Li- 
merick (Mr.  Monsell)  said  thot  some  of 
the  freemen  of  Ireland  had  wives  who  might 
use  their  influence  to  make  them  vote  a 
particular  way ;  but  surely  it  was  not  an 
enormity  for  a  roan  to  vote  in  the  way  he 
was  required  by  his  wife.  One  of  the  pri- 
vileges that  a  lady  obtained  by  marriage 
was  the  power  of  influencing  her  husband 
in  many  things,  and  surely  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  disfranchise  all  the 
freemen  of  Ireland  because  they  had  the 
good  taste  to  get  married.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  a  step  further,  and 
complained  that  many  of  the  freemen  were 
guilty  of  the  enormity  of  having  fathers 
and  grandfathers.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  freemen  had  swamped 
the  voters  who  exercised  their  votes  under 
a  property  qualification;  but  he  forgot  to 
mention  that  in  future  that  property  quali- 
fication would  consist  simply  in  having 
occupied  for  a  twelvemonth  a  tenement 
valued  at  £4  per  annum,  whereas  the  free- 
men were  usually  members  of  corporations 
who  took  a  pride  in  being  placed  upon  the 
register  as  freemen.  Believing  that  the 
present  Bill  was  framed  for  the  purpose  of 
enfranchisement,  he  refused  to  consent  to 
its  being  converted  into  a  disfranchising 
instrument. 
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Mh.  GLADSTONE  wA,  th«  tight  hon. 
Gentlemin  had  one,  and  one  only,  fnnda- 
mental  argument  ngainBt  the  propoBition 
If  hioh  had  been  tnnde  from  tbat  (the  Oppo- 
sition) side  of  the  Housa.  Us  aaji  thai  the 
Keform  Bill  naa  a  Bill  bj  which  they 
franchiaed,  but  did  not  diifranchiae.  [Mr. 
Henley  diMented.]  He  (Mr.  GJAdstone) 
took  direct  isaue  vrith  the  right  hou.  Oen- 
tleman.  They  diafraacbised  by  the  Bng- 
liah  Reform  Bill  a  great  natuber  of  peraoni 
who  possested  the  fraochiae.  He  could 
not  bo  nware  of  this — that  nhen  they  ex- 
tended tlie  suffrage  in  towna  they  disfran- 
chised a  great  number  of  peraons.  it  nas 
true  that  it  might  be  said  that  while,  on 
the  one  band,  theae  people  were  depriTed 
of  their  county  rotes,  they  obtained  a  bo- 
roDgh  Tole;  but  what  became  of  the  lease- 
holders in  tonns  who  were  deprired  of 
their  vote  without  recoiling  any  franehiae 
In  return  ?  Bid  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
ahake  his  head  now}  No,  he  did  not, 
because  be  could  not  deny  that  (he  atate- 
tnent  he  had  made  waa  correct.  When 
the  House  had  seen  occasion  to  abolish 
any  particular  frsnohiae  it  had  not  been 
deterred  from  ao  doing  by  the  mere  cant 
word  "  disfranchisement,"  What  wu  the 
difference  between  the  cases  of  the  lease- 
holders and  of  the  freemen }  The  noble 
Lord  (the  Earl  of  Majo)  had  said  with 
great  troth  that  at  tho  time  of  the  passing 
of  both  the  last  Reform  Act  and  the  Re- 
form Act  of  1832  the  House  refused  to 
disfranchise  the  freemen  ;  but  that  clr- 
cumstsnco  was  owing  to  the  eiistcnce  of  a 
party  in  iha  House  which  was  willing  to 
trade  upon  the  fatour  of  thia  particular 
olass  of  voters  in  the  expectation  of  making 
capital  out  of  tliem  at  the  next  election. 
The  exertiona  of  that  party  were  sided  by 
those  of  a  number  of  weak  brethren  on  the 
Opposition  Benches,  who  assisted  to  post- 
pone the  period  of  the  destined  immolation 
of  this  class  of  voters— one  of  the  least 
creditable  of  the  episodea  in  oonnection 
with  the  last  Reform  Bill.  The  real  ques- 
tion to  he  determined  on  the  present  ocea- 
iion  waa  whether  or  not  the  freeman  fran- 
chise operated  beneficially  to  tho  country. 
At  one  period,  undonbtedly,  it  did  operate 
beneficially  to  the  interests  oF  the  country, 
as  it  afforded  a  moans,  and  the  only  mcsna, 
of  the  opinions  of  the  wurkiug  classes  being 
in  any  way  represented  in  that  House. 
But  now  that  the  broad  principle  of  house- 
hold suffrage  had  been  adopted,  there  was 
no  longer  any  reason  for  maintaioing  this 
particular  frauobise,  which  erery  Uember 
Mr.  Senlty 
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eonld  have  been  attribaUble  to  freemea. 
In  the  case  of  Reigate,  there  was  not  a 
aingle  freeman  apon  the  register  ;  and  in 
the  ease  of  Great  Yarmouth,  it  would  be 
reeolleeted  that  some  years  since  the 
Hoose  in  its  wisdom  thought  fit  to  strike 
al  the  root  of  corruption  by  disfranchising 
the  freemen  of  that  borough  ;  and  there- 
fore those  persons  could  scarcely  be  held 
reeponsible  for  the  corruption  that  had  oc* 
•orred  snbsequently  to  their  disfranohise- 
nent. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  not 
tha  figures  by  him  at  that  moment ;  but 
ha  could  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
waa  not  to  entirely  unaccustomed  to  the 
kandling  of  statistics  as  to  be  misled  by 
IIm  gross  proportion  as  between  freemen 
and  householders  which  ho  had  quoted  in 
the  ease  of  Lancaster.  The  comparison 
h#  drew  was  not  between  the  gross  number 
if  guilty  freemen,  and  the  gross  number 
if  guilty  householders,  but  between  the 
proportion  of  guilty  and  innocent  freemen 
•nd  the  proportion  of  guilty  and  innocent 
hooieholders  ;  and,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
vooU  take  the  trouble  to  refer  to  authentic 
decnmenti,  he  would  find  that  they  would 
boar  ont  what  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had 
•tntod. 

Mb.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
wtidp  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Iiowther)  had  given  some  electoral  facts 
vith  regard  to  England ;  he  would  give  one 
fMt  with  respect  to  Ireland.  A  Parliamen- 
tary Commission  reported  on  the  Galway 
oloetion,  m  1857,  that  179  voters  in  the 
bomgh  had  been  guilty  of  receifing  bribes, 
§md  that  of  these  179  voters  there  were 
only  fbnr  who  were  not  freemen. 

Mb.  YANCE  said,  in  regard  to  Galway, 
ho  night  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

gr.  C.  Fortescue)  that  since  the  year 
S7  two  petitions  had  been  presented 
•gaimt  the  sitting  Members  for  Galway ; 
•ad  10  maeh  had  the  freemen  improved 
that  not  a  single  charge  of  corruption  had 
hoon  eetablished  against  them. 

Mb.  6.  MORRIS  said,  that  in  1865 
Cvo  petitions  were  presented  against  the 
Jlonibers  returned  for  Galway.  It  was 
ahown  that  92  per  cent  of  the  constituency 
hod  registered  their  votes,  and  after  a 
ftoroogh  inquiry  the  petitions  were  declared 
frifolons  and  vexatious.  That  took  place 
tOB  years  after  the  occurrence  upon  which 
tto  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  C. 
Vorteacne)  had  relied  for  proof  of  the  un- 
itDoas  of  the  Irish  freemen  to  retain  their 
flronehiae. 


Question  put,  **  That  the  said  Clause  be 
read  a  second  time." 

The  Committee  dMded  : — Ayes  109  } 
Noes  155  :  Majority  46. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  proposed  that  Port- 
arlington  be  disfranchised,  and  that  its 
Member  be  given  to  the  Queen's  Uni?er- 
sity.  He  should  much  regret  the  absence 
from  the  House  of  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Lawson) ;  but  he 
thought  the  Queen's  University  was  justly 
entitled  to  representation,  and  as  the  Go- 
vernment had  objected  to  the  proposal  to 
unite  it  with  Dublin  University  the  only 
alternative  was  to  provide  it  a  Member  at 
the  expense  of  the  smallest  borough.  The 
population  of  Portarlin^ton  was  under 
3,000,  there  were  only  106  electors,  and 
at  the  last  election  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Lawson)  was  returned 
by  46  votes — 35  being  giren  to  the  other 
candidate.  The  Queen's  University,  on 
the  other  hand,  though  only  established  a 
few  years,  would  form  a  constituency  of 
nearly  800,  comprising  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  intelligence  of  the  country,  and 
with  an  annual  increment  of  100  or  150 
the  number  would  probably  increase  in  six 
or  seven  years  to  1,500.  This  was  not 
merely  a  question  of  re-distribution,  but  of 
enfranchisement ;  and  persons  who  had 
passed  through  a  curriculum  as  se?ere  as 
that  of  Oxford  or  Cambridge  ought  not  to 
be  debarred  a  prifilege  that  would  be  en- 
joyed by  every  University  of  the  slightest 
consequence  in  England  and  Scotland. 

Clause  (In  all  future  Parliaments  the 
Queen's  University  in  Ireland  shall  return 
one  Member  to  serve  in  Parliament  for 
such  University,  and  the  borough  of  Port- 
arlington  shall  cease  to  return  a  Mem- 
ber to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the  said 
borough,)— (1/r.  Fawcett,)  —  brought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

The  Eabl  of  MAYO  stated  that  the  re- 
distribution portion  of  the  Bill  having  been 
abandoned,  the  Government  could  not  en- 
tertain this  proposal. 

Me.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
adrised  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Fawcett)  not 
to  press  his  proposition,  the  present  not 
being  a  final  measure  with  regard  to  Irish 
representation,  and  the  University  question 
being  still  unsolved. 

Mb.  FAWCETT,  contending  that  his 
proposal  involred  an  important  principle, 
felt  bound  to  take  the  sense  of  the  Com- 
mittee upon  it. 
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Qaeition  pat,  "  That  the  aaid  Clanu 
Lb  read  a  leoond  time  :  " — The  Committee 
divided  : — Captain  Groifenor,  one  of  the 
Member!  for  the  City  of  Westminster, 
came  to  the  Table,  and  stated  that  haring 
been  in  the  House  when  the  Quealion  was 
put,  but  not  having  heard  it,  he  had  not 
voted: — Whereupon  the  Question  wai 
again  stated  to  him,  and  being  informed 
bj  the  Chairmno  that  ho  muit  vote,  he 
declared  tliat  he  *oled  with  the  Noes : — 
Ayes  55 ;  Noes  2X0  :  Majority  155. 

Colonel  FRENCH   tote  to  moTO  the 

following  clause  : — 
(Ooonpstton  fnnohiu  in  coaatiel.) 
■'  From  and  after  the  pssiing  of  this  Aot,  ths 
lint  uction  of  the  Aot  of  the  thirteenth  sod  fonr- 
tesDth  jenn  of  the  rniga  of  Her  preient  Majestf, 
chapter  (ixtjr-iiine.  and  all  other  *»ctioni  or  partt 
of  ths  SBine  Act  which  relate*  to  or  aifeet  the 
■ranohiu  conferred  bf  the  aaid  Srit  lectio 
the  regiitration  of  voten  upon  whom  it  it 
ferred,  nnd  in  which  are  the  wordi  'twelrs 
poaads'  in  reference  to  the  uid  friQchiM,  iball 
be  read  and  ccnatrued  u  if  the  wordi '  more  than 
eight  poundi '  had  been  uied  and  were  subatitoted 
in  (he  uid  Brat  and  other  aectiona,  ioitead  of  and 
for  the  irordi  '  twelve  ponnda,'  ao  and  in  auoh 
manner  thnt  aubject  to  all  the  proTiaioni  of  the 
■nid  Act,  the  occupation  of  landt,  tenementa,  or 
hereditaments  rnted  at  ths  net  nnnunl  ralue  of 
more  than  eight  poundi  ahall  be  u  eStetaal  t( 
qnalifj  an;  mnn  to  bo  regUlered  m  a  Toter,  an^ 
when  regiatcrad  to  Tole  at  anr  Election  of  Mem' 
bera  to  aerve  in  Parliament  for  any  eonntjr  in  Ire 
land  to  bo  held  after  the  paaaing  of  thii  Aot  aa  thi 
ocoupstionorianda,  tenementa,  and  berediUm<nt« 
rated  at  tbe  net  annual  ralue  of  twelve  ponndi 
and  upwarda  wu  before  the  paaaing  of  tbia  Act ; 
and  in  all  proiiaiona  relating  to  anch  ocenpation, 
regiitration,  or  voting,  and  in  nil  liata,  rati  ~~ 
precepta,  notioea,  or  other  forma  made  or  ia 
in  puriuinoe  of  the  proviaiona  of  the  Regiitn- 
tion  Acta,  tbe  worda  '  more  than  eight  ponnda  ' 
ahall,  when  neoaaurr,  be  anbttituted  for  the 
word*  '  twelve  ponnda.' " 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  complained 
that  while  the  Bill  made  bat  a  slight  addi- 
tion to  the  borough  frnnchiie  Id  Ireland  it 
left  the  county  francliiso  wholly  untouched. 
He  aaked  the  Houae  for  no  favour  — 
justice  alono  he  sought.  If  tbe  House 
was  governed  by  principle  or  ooniistency 
they  could  not  reruie  to  deal  with  Ire- 
land in  this  matter  in  tho  same  aplril 
as  they  had  dealt  witb  England  and  Scot- 
land. He  Bsked  Members  to  forget  the 
iDainuations  that  had  been  made  that 
his  object  wns  to  destroy  the  influence 
the  landed  interest.  Ireland  had  long  been 
UDfairly  treated  in  regard  to  the  county 
franchise;  its  ancient  4U<.  freehold  fran- 
chise— one  as  old  as  that  which  existed 
either  in  England  or  Scutlaad  —having 
■ifr.  Fawettt 
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hon.  Oentleman  opposite  would  be  able  to 
justify  themselTes  with  their  consciences 
or  their  constituencies  if,ha?ing  reduced  the 
eouotj  franchise  in  England  and  Scotland, 
thej  did  not  also  reduce  it  in  Ireland. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Thb  Eabl  of  MATO  said,  that  if  the 
proposal  of  the  Go?ernment  with  regard 
to  the  Irish  county  franchise  was  to  make 
any  substantial  difference  between  the 
eounty  franchises  in  England  and  Ireland, 
there  would  be  great  weight  in  what  had 
been  said  by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Oeotleman  who  had  just  sat  down.  The 
roanlt  of  passing  the  Bill  before  tbe  House 
would  be  that  the  county  franchise  in  Ire- 
Iftnd  would  be  placed  on  precisely  the  same 
footing  with  the  county  franchise  in  Eng- 
land aa  fixed  by  tbe  Bill  of  last  year.  The 
faet  wai  that  Ireland  had  anticipated  Eng- 
land in  this  matter.  In  1850  an  Act  was 
paaaed  which  created  for  the  first  time  in 
Ireland  an  occupation  franchisCi  fixed  at 
j612.  So  it  had  remained  ever  since,  and 
bad  giyen  general  satisfaction.  The  cff'ect  of 

-  thia  change  was  an  enormous  enfranchise- 
Oiont  in  Ireland,  the  number  of  county 
voters  being  raised  from  41,000  to  176,000 
or  178,000.  When,  therefore,  it  was  said 
that  no  provision  had  been  made  for  the 
•itension  of  the  county  franchise  in  Ire- 
landt  the  fact  was  lost  sight  of  that  a  very 
large  extension  had  already  taken  place — 
Vhirger  proportionol  extension,  he  believed, 
than  bad  been  effected  in  England  by  the 
Aot  of  last  year.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Oentleman  had  not  shown  that  there  was 
anything  in  the  circumstances  of  Ireland 
to  jostify  a  lower  county  franchise  than  in 

.  Bttgland;  and  his  proposition  rested  princi- 
mIIj  npoD  the  difference  between  valuation 
Mro  and  in  Ireland,  which  ho  said  had  the 
aflbel  of  placing  the  franchise  in  Ireland  at 
m  higher  figure  than  in  England.  In  1852 
{I  was  enacted  that  valuation  in  Ireland 
ahoold  be  based  upon  the  value  of  agricul- 
tQral  produce,  und  also  upon  the  principle 

.adopted  in  this  country  ;  but,  although 
there  was  a  difference  iu  the  process  be- 
tween tbe  two  countries,  the  result  in  both 

'  vaa  very  nearly  the  same.     The  scale  of 

-  taloation  for  produce  laid  down  in  1852 
■ouiewhat  too  low.     It  was  conceded 

both  sides  that  the  basis  of  the  valuation 

not  a  satisfactory  one,  and  it  would  be 

ahaolutely  necessary  for  the  Government 

hi  power  next  year  to  propose  great  altera- 

tiona  in  it.     Iu  tbe  Bill  ot  the  hon.  Mem- 

YOL.  CXCII     [tQUD  SBIE8.] 


her  for   Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers)  intro- 
duced last  year,  the  value  of  agricultural 
produce  as  a  basis  of  yaluatioii  was  given 
up  as  untenable,  and  the  annual  letting 
value   was   substituted  free  of  rates   and 
taxes,  and  with  deductions  for  expenses, 
insurance,  and  repairs.     It  was  necessary 
to  remember  that  the   earlier    valuations 
were  affected  by  the  average  of  poor  rates 
for  threo  years ;  and,  the  average  having 
fallen,  a  corresponding  variation  had  been 
made.     That  applied  to    a  great  part  of 
Ulster,    which   had    been   more    recently 
valued,  and  where  flax  was  not  included  in 
the  Schedule  of  agricultural  produce.     At 
present  the  valuation  came  as  near  as  pos- 
sible   to  that  of  this  country  ;    but   with 
regard  to    the   counties  which  were  first 
valued,   some   change   in    the    system  of 
valuation    must    shortly   be  made.      The 
Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer    had    de- 
clared it  was  necessary,  and  the  late  Go- 
vernment had  recorded   their  opinions  in 
a  Bill.      The  alleged  difference  between 
the     systems    of    valuation    in    England 
and  Ireland    fell  to   the  ground,  and   no 
case   had  been  made  out  for  the  excep- 
tional course  proposed.     It  was  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  maintain  the  county  fran- 
chise in  Ireland   as  nearly  as  possible  at 
the  same  point  as  in    England  ;   and  he 
believed    that    that   equality    would    givo 
Ireland    as   many  votes   in  proportion  to 
its  population   as   England  ond  Scotland 
had.     There    was    really    no    substantial 
reason  for  the  difference  proposed. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  that  tho  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Mayo)  had  forgotten  that 
this  was  an  economical  question  as  far  as 
concerned  the  two  countries.  Did  £12 
rating  in  England  represent  the  equivalent 
of  £12  rating  in  Ireland  ?  It  was  not 
the  figures  we  had  to  deal  with,  but  the 
persons;  and  the  £12  occupiers  in  the  two 
countries  belonged  to  different  classes.  It 
could  not  bo  maintained  that  £100  at  the 
West  End  of  London  was  equal  to  £100 
in  a  provincial  town.  On  that  principle, 
when  this  House  fixed  the  occupation 
franchise  for  Ireland  at  £8  the  Lords 
raised  it  to  £15,  and  £12  was  adopted  as 
a  compromise.  Valuation  in  England  was 
fixed  by  local  authority  on  the  principle  of 
the  letting  value.  This  must  necessarily 
give  a  higher  yaluation  than  fixing  it  for 
the  purposes  of  taxation  ;  and  it  was  ad- 
mitted that  the  present  valuation  for  taxo- 
tion  in  Ireland  was  far  below  the  letting 
value  of  the  land.  Apply  that  with  the 
economical  reasons  stated  to  the  fi%;\\^*^ 
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rl  liefore  tho  IIoiko,  ani]  the  frkiichiie  must  I  a  poBitWe  «t 

')  bo  reduced  lo  jC8  or  £9.  leftge.     Sue 

Mr.  OSBORNE  efticl,  he  nee  snro  tlie  |  real  tUte  o 

J  great   mnjority  of  tlie   Commlttco   would  |  anj  man  coi 

^  aC''^°  '^'^''  '''">  '"  '''°  op'"'""  '^'^^  '"'^  "^  '  ''■-     ^"^  *^ 

V  tlie  DioKt  unplenannt  ways  uf  pasiing  a  Imt '  the  ctII  lo  « 

j    '  KomiDcr  evening  in  ll)c  montli  of  June  wni ,  K<ft>nfl  tlie  ti 

i    -  in   dipcusBing  tlio   elauiei   oF  a  ao-called  ,  i(cr«i/it(i(,  < 

Irial)  Relorm  Bill.     [A  la^igh.']     He  said  j  find  a  Tote  t 

"so-called  ''  Irish  ReFerni  Bill,  becnuRche  ,  BCconipanr 

I>c1lcret1  thnt  in  the  minda  of  the  tenonl-  !  ballot.     He 

farmers  of  tliBt  country— aiul  enpecially  of  |  teetcd  again 

pcreana  wlio  lived  in   it  but  were  not  con-    pried  •,    bot 

iiected  witli  it  by  repreientalion — the  tnea-  |  reduction  of 

sure  WDB  neillier  deMrable  nor  desired.     It   £4  would  be 

WM,  in  fact,  altogether  an  ignit  faiwu ;  for   had  no  will 

the  ro-distribution  portion  of  it,  its   only  |  like  a  terf 

jtoriil  feature,  had  been  entirely  wiped  out.  I  powers — the 

Tliat  being  so,  his  right  hon.  and  gallant       Mb.    GRI 

Priend  the  Member  for  Rnsconimon  (Colonel  |  proposed  red 

■ -X  French)   proposed    to   reduce   the    county  j  hare  the  effe 

"'■  franchise  from  £12  to  £8,  end  if  that  re- 1  Ireland  belo 

duclion  would  really  confer  a  free  and  in- i  and  said  be 

dependent  franchise,  he   should   give   the  i  iho  rcsalt   ii 

proposal  his  support.     He  had,    howcTor,    would  be  to 

Ills  doubts  upon  that  point.     He  betiered    to  a  certain 

that  tho  true  reform  which  was  wanting  in    with  a  small 

the  constituencies   iu  Ireland  was  not  so  !  the  present  n 

much  the  lowering  of  the  franchise  as  pro-   impending  ir 

tection  to  those  by  whom  the  present  fran-   its  character 

I  held,  and  ho  was  strongly  of '  since  the  da 


opinion  that  if  it  were  reduced  from  £12 
to  £8  without  such  protection  to  the  tenant, 
a  poaitire  injury  would  bo  done  him  by  the 
Bill.  Why  did  he  take  that  view?  It  was 
very  much  the  fashion  in  thnt  House  to 
grow  enamoured  of  the  principle  of  rating. 
That  was  the  principle  which  prefoiled  in 
Ireland,  but  how  did  it  operate?  There 
existed  there  unfortunately  a  self- register- 
ing systonn,  under  which  the  tensnt  was 
left  no  option.  His  name  was  placed  on 
the  register,  contrary  in  most 
his  own  feelings,  especially  if  he  happened 
to  have  no  lease.  His  interests  dragged 
him  one  way,  his  convictions  another.  If 
he  voted  in  the  South  of  Ireland,  where 
by  conviction  he  was  generally  oppoied  to 
Ilia  landlord,  in  accordance  with  his  con- 
viction, he  sometimes  received  notice 
quit.  If  he  voted  according  to  his  interests 
what  was  the  result  ?  Why  that  bis  priest 
gave  him  another  notice  to  quit,  having 
roference  to  another  world.  Such  were 
the  consequences  produced  by  the  self- 
registering  system,  tho  system  of  rating 
to  which  hon.  Members  had  become  so 
partial,  anil  it  was  quite  clear  that  between 
the  landlord  and  tho  priest  the  vole  which 
it  WBB  sought  to  confer  upon  him  would  be 
Mr.  Sytvm 
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had  been  left  to  a  Aitare  Parliament.  ["No, 
no !"]  He  repeated  the  aBsertion.  He 
knew  that  a  desire  existed  that  it  should 
not  be  left  to  a  fature  Parliament,  and  that 
the  present  vote  should  be  considered  final, 
hot  that  fote  would  be  challenged  hereafter. 
He  might  further  observe  that  the  deduc- 
tion from  the  value  of  agricultural  land  in 
England  was  never  more  than  Id  percent, 
whereas  from  the  official  reports  of  the 
valnations  in  Ireland  it  would  be  seen  that 
it  wonld  amount  to  25  per  cent,  so  that  a 
jBIO  rating  in  Ireland  would  be  equivalent 
to  at  least  a  £\2  rating  in  this  country. 

LoBD  JOHN  BROWNE  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  a  compromise  might  be  ad  van- 
tageouslj  arrived  at.  He  believed  there 
WM  no  strong  or  general  feeling  in  Ireland 
OD  the  subject  of  the  county  franchise, 
cither  one  way  or  the  other,  and  that  many 
of  the  Liberal  party  in  that  country  thought 
it  would  not  serve  Irish  interests  to  lower 
tbo  eounty  franchise  to  £8.  The  Irish 
Idborals  were  generally  of  opinion  that  if 
•■y  considerable  extension  of  the  franchise 
were  made,  it  would  be  desirable  to  divide 
the  large  counties,  such  as  Cork,  Galway, 
ond  Mayo,  as  the  expense  would  be  so 
groat  that  none  but  very  rich  candidates 
woold  be  able  to  stand  for  them.  Many 
Imhi.  Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
Booae  were  adverse  to  the  proposed  re- 
AMtioB  of  the  franchise,  but  they  did  not 
tto  to  Tote  against  their  party.  For  his 
.•WB  part  he  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
oompromtse  the  matter  by  fixing  the  county 
flwohise  at  £10. 

Ms.  GLADSTONE  :  Some  sUtements 
kftfo  been  made  in  the  course  of  this 
Mwto  the  effect  of  which  will  be  to  justify 
Hmmo  who  decline  making  any  Motion  for 
Ao  improvement  of  this  Bill.  My  hon. 
ffriond  the  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr. 
Oobome)  takes  a  very  despairing  view  of 
iho  measore,  which  he  regards  as  con  tain- 
tag  DO  provisions  of  any  value ;  and  my 
lion.  Friend  is  eonsistent,  for  in  his  opinion 
tlM  only  thing  to  be  done  is  to  give  to  the 
lOlootora  the  protection  of  secret  voting. 
:How9 1  can  easily  understand  the  course  of 
thoao  who  with  my  hon.  Friend  think  that 
OHoh  protection  ought  to  be  given  ;  but  as 
I.  have  never  supported  secret  voting  in 
Swgland,  I  should  hesitate  to  introduce  it 
into  Ireland  in  this  exceptional  way,  and 
thorofore  I  cannot  walk  in  the  footsteps  of 
ny  hon.  Friend.  Much  has  been  said 
OMOt  the  dependence  of  the  Irish  voters, 
mai  I  have  no  doubt  it  haa  been  said  with 
a  great  deal  of  truth ;  but,  at  the  same 


time,  it  must  surely  be  admitted  that  those 
statements  have  been  somewhat  highly 
coloured.  At  any  rate,  there  are  on  re- 
cord some  facts  which  history  has  com- 
memorated, and  I  may  say  made  immortal, 
for  at  one  General  Election  a  greater 
triumph  was  achieved  in  Ireland  through 
the  medium  of  the  people  themselves  than 
can,  perhaps,  be  pointed  out  in  any  General 
Election  with  regard  to  any  portion  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  I  own  it  appears  to  me 
that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr.  0*ReilIy)  is  perfectly  right  in 
his  general  doctrine,  that  tho  extension  of 
the  franchise  tends  to  create  a  stronger 
and  a  healthier  state  of  public  opinion,  and 
as  I  have  an  Irish  Reform  Bill  before  me 
— although,  as  my  hon.  Friend  truly  re- 
marked, it  contains  much  that  stands  over 
for  consideration  by  a  future  Parliament— 
I  do  not  feel  justified  in  passing  by  a  point 
of  such  importance  as  the  county  franchise 
without  making  an  honest  endeavour  to 
placo  the  measure  on  something  like  a 
satisfactory  footing.  Therefore,  I  have  to  - 
ask  myself  in  what  position  we  shall  leave 
the  county  franchise  if  we  leave  the  Bill 
as  it  now  stands  ?  I  am  not  at  all  bound 
by  the  Bill  of  1866,  for  our  position  is 
greatly  changed  since  then  by  the  foot  that 
in  dealing  with  England  and  Scotland  we 
have  adopted  a  far  wider  basis  than  was 
then  proposed.  We  must,  therefore,  ob- 
serve a  certain  proportion  in  dealing  with 
the  case  of  Ireland.  If  we  pass  this  Re- 
form Bill  as  it  at  present  stands,  I  appre- 
hend it  will  contain  no  other  great  provision 
by  virtue  of  which  it  can  claim  the  honour 
of  sisterhood  with  the  Bills  for  England 
and  Scotland  but  that  which  provides  for 
an  extension  of  the  franchise  to  a  compa- 
ratively limited  number  of  persons,  and  it 
appears  to  me  a  very  doubtful  question 
indeed  whether  Parliament  ought  to  allow 
the  country  to  suppose  for  one  moment  it 
imagines  that  by  passing  a  Bill  of  so 
limited  a  scope  it  has  disposed  of  the 
question  of  Reform  for  Ireland.  Now, 
what  is  the  relative  position  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary franchise  in  England  and  Ireland? 
If  this  measure  passes  as  it  now  stands, 
you  will  leave  the  franchiso  in  Ireland 
higher  at  three  points  and  lower  at  none 
than  the  franchise  in  England  and  Scot- 
land. In  the  first  place,  you  will  leave  the 
franchise  higher  in  the  boroughs,  because 
the  "  hard  and  fast  **  line,  of  which  wo 
have  heard  so  much  in  reference  to  Eng- 
land, has  been  adopted  for  Ireland.  Then 
rating  is  carried  down  to  a  certam  ^^vevV^^X 

3  M  2 


1799 


ParHamtnlary 


w 


which  rating  and  the  franchiie  STeatopp«d 
together,  to  thnt  no  one  inliabitant  of 
Ireland  living  in  a  liouie  under  £4  wil!  be 
enabled  to  fote,  niiile  to  tlie  multitude!  in 
.Bneland  onJ  Sentland  lirinK  in  lionseB 
under  £i  jou  liave  giien  tlia  franehiBe. 
And  wlicn  we  conio  to  the  couiitj  frnncbiic, 
nhicl)  in  Ireland  ii  the  moat  important,  we 
find  tlint  llie  moat  popular  form  of  the 
county  franchise  in  this  counlrj — namel^r. 
the  40f.  freehold  —  doei  not  ciiat  in  Ire- 
land nt  nil  :  and  therefore  there  i«  to  bo 
in  England  a  \oxt  popular  franchise,  of 
nhich  no  counterpart  exists  in  the  sister 
conntr;.  As  to  the  occupation  frnncliise 
the  noble  Lord  (tho  Enr)  of  Mnjo)  lias 
ndmitied  that  under  the  semblance  of  appa- 
rent parltjf  there  is  a  real  diSercnce  between 
the  occupniion  franchise  in  Englnnd  and 
that  in  Ireland.  He  hna  admitted  that 
the  occupation  franchisein  Ireland  at  £12 
is  higher  than  the  occupation  franchise  in 
England,  not  onljr  on  every  fair  ground 
nhieh  we  ought  to  take  into  considera- 
tion as  to  the  relative  wonhh  and  poverty 
of  the  two  countrieSj  bnt  that  it  ia  also 
equifatenl  to  a  higher  fi(;ure  on  account 
of  (ho  low  scale  of  population  and  of  agri- 
cultural produce  in  Ireland.  Tho  noble 
Lord  Sflj-B,  heoevcr.  ihnt  any  Gorerument 
which  niBj  be  in  Office  must  pass  an  Aot 
to  alter  tho  vnlualion  oF  land  in  Ireland, 
and  therefore  he  reninrks  there  will  virtu- 
ally be  a  considerable  addition  made  to  the 
present  constituencies.  Sly  nnswer  to  that 
is  t»o-fold.  In  the  first  place  that  ia  an 
argument  which  ia  utterly  valueless  as  re- 
gnrJa  tho  vnlualion  in  the  present  year; 
and  in  the  next  place  I  am  not  by  any 
means  so  sanguine  ai  the  noble  Lord 
respecting  the  time  when  the  alteration  of 
the  valuation  is  to  take  place.  He  saya  it 
must  be  done  almost  immediately,  what- 
ever Government  may  be  in  Office,  Now, 
I  know  that  when  wo  were  in  Office  it  was 
a  mnttcr  of  such  formidable  difficulty  that, 
though  we  were  most  anxious  to  carry  a 
Dill  on  the  subject  through  the  Ilouae 
wo  did  not  even  mnke  the  attempt.  And 
why,  may  I  ask,  haa  not  the  noble  Lord 
done  it?  He  has  been  in  Office  for  two 
years,  and  haa  had  every  motive  to  do  it ; 
but  nevertheless  the  valuation  of  Ireland 
still  remains  unainondcd.  That  being  the 
ease.  I  muat  say  I  do  not  place  so  much 
confidence  in  the  sanguine  expectations  of 
the  noble  Lord  as  I  might  have  otherwise 
done.  In  regard  to  every  important  point 
it  is  proposed  that  we  should  leave  Ireland 
with  a  higher  franchivo  tlinn  that  which 
Jfr.  Ghiitmt 
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I  hope  hon.  Oentlemen  will  lay  these  words 
to  heart,  bo  that  when  this  Bill  passes  from 
the  doors  of  this  House,  it  may  in  some 
particular  be  more  worthy  of  tho  object  at 
which  it  professes  to  aim  than  in  its  pre- 
sent condition  it  is. 

Question  pot.^  "  That  the  said  Clause 
be  read  a  second  time." 

The  Committee  dinided  : — Ayes  205  ; 
Noes  241:  Majority  36. 

Ha.  BRADY  moved  that  the  Chairman 
do  report  Progress. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  hoped,  considering  the 
eomparatifely  early  hour,  they  might  be 
allowed  to  proceed  with  the  other  clause. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again." — {3fr,  Brady.) 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  79  ; 
Noes  289  :  Majority  210. 

Mr.  BERKELEY  moved  to  report 
Progress. 

Thb  chairman  said,  that  the  Com- 
mittee having  just  divided  on  that  Ques- 
tion, it  could  not  he  put  again  now. 

Mb.  BRADY  rose  to  move  the  following 
•lause : — 

**  And,  in  order  to  enable  the  electors  to  exer- 
eiae  the  electi?e  franchise  necording  to  their  con- 
•eienoe.  Be  it  Enacted,  Tnat  their  votes  at  all 
Sloetions  of  Members  to  serve  in  an/  future 
Farliament  shall  be  taken  by  ballot." 

He  said  that,  notwithstanding  the  im- 
patience manifested  on  the  Ministerial 
Beeches,  he  was  emboldened  by  the  im- 
portance of  tho  subject  to  ask  if  any  ez- 
tenaion  of  the  franchise  could  satisfy  the 
jost  claims  of  tho  Irish  people  without  the 
aecarity  of  the  ballot  ?  The  Ilouse  having 
rejected  the  Motion  for  the  reduction  of 
the  eounty  franchise  from  £12  to  £8,  was 
ao  additional  reason  for  granting  this  secu- 
'  ritj.  He  begged  to  move  that  the  House 
do  DOW  adjourn.  [**  Chair,  chair!*']  He 
■hoold  move  instead  that  the  Chairman  do 
now  leave  the  Chair. 

Ma.  DISRAELI :  From  communica- 
tions that  have  reached  me  the  last  ten 
miontes,  I  understand  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  is  now  the  only  one 
left  for  us  to  discuss.  Hence,  I  think  the 
Committee  will  see  that  it  is  most  import- 
ant we  should  if  possible  close  this  matter 
to-night.  At  the  same  tinie,  I  am  very 
deairous  in  every  way  to  meet  tho  conveni- 
enee  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  of  the 
Committee.     I  am  perfectly  ready  either 


to  listen  with  patience  to  a  discussion  of 
the  subject  now,  or,  which  would  perhaps 
be  the  best  way,  the  hon.  Gentleman  might 
not  insist  on  moving  this  new  clause  now, 
but  might  bring  it  up  on  the  Report,  and 
obtain  for  it  upon  that  occasion  a  fair  and 
patient  discusnion.  Such  an  arrangement 
certainly  would  very  much  facilitate  the 
progress  of  Public  Business,  and  I  should 
bo  perfectly  ready  to  facilitate  in  every 
way  tho  discussion  of  the  Question. 

Mr.  BERKELEY  said,  he  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  tho  Member  for  Leitrim  would 
adopt  tho  suggestion  which  had  just  been 
made  to  him. 

Mu.  BRADY  said  he  could  not  accept 
it.  [An  Hon.  Member  :  You  will  ne? er 
get  such  a  chance  again.] 

Mr.  BAGWELL  said,  that  Members 
on  that  side  were  as  anxious  as  the  Go« 
vernment  to  bring  tho  debate  to  a  conclu- 
sion ;  but  he  begged  to  state  that  the 
question  of  the  ballot  in  Ireland  stood  in  a 
different  position  from  what  it  did  in  Eng- 
land. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber cuuld  not  proceed  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion of  the  ballot,  no  Motion  upon  that 
subject  having  yet  been  made.  The  only 
question  at  present  before  the  Committee 
was  the  Motion  that  ho  do  leave  the  Chnir. 

Mr.  BAGWELL  said,  he  dfd  not  at  all 
wish  to  discuss  the  ballot  but  merely  to  say 
that,  being  a  very  important  question,  it 
was  difficult  to  discuss  it  at  that  hour  of 
the  night.  On  the  other  hnnd,  to  bring 
up  the  clause  on  the  Report  was  as  much 
as  to  say  that  they  were  not  to  discuss  it 
at  all. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  justified  in  pro- 
posing that  they  should  not  proceed  now, 
but  that  the  question  should  be  raised  ou 
the  Report,  in  order  that  it  might  be  dis- 
cussed on  a  future  day.  But  he  thought 
they  were  entitled  to  an  assurance  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Report 
would  be  considered  at  such  a  period  of 
the  evening  as  to  enable  the  question  to 
be  discussed. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  should  not 
think  of  bringing  on  the  Report  of  the 
Irish  Reform  Bill,  especially  under  the 
circumstances  adverted  to,  at  any  other 
than  a  reasonable  hour.  His  object  in 
making  the  suggestion  was  to  insure  to 
the  hon.  Member  an  opportunity  for  a  fair 
discussion  of  his  proposal,  which  he  seemed 
to  think  it  was  not  likely  to  obtain  at  pre« 
sent. 
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Mb.  OSBORNE  thought  tbo  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leilrini  was  making  a  Terj  gmt 
mistake.  He  never  would  hare  again  a 
similar  opportunity.  Cerlainlj  it  was  not 
likely  that  upon  a  topic  of  equal  import- 
knee  he  would  net er  again  address  lo  large 
ft  House.  He  belieied  the  question  was 
thoroughly  well  understood,  though  he  did 
not  know  what  its  fate  might  be.  He 
himself  ahould  rote  with  him,  and  the 
Advice  he  gave  was  this— let  there  be  a 
short  discussion.  And  let  them  go  to  a  vote 
that  evening, 

SiEt  JOHN  ORAT  begged  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Brady)  not  to 
allow  himself  to  be  drawn  into  giring  up 
the  question,  as  he  would  never  get  such 
anoiher  opportunity.  As  the  hon.  Member 
valued  the  queetion,  and  was  aniioui  that 
the  proceedings  in  that  House  should  not 
be  misunderstood  in  Ireland,  he  (Sir  John 
Gray)  pressed  him  to  go  on  with  the  ques- 
tion. They  had  now  a  large  House,  and 
he  ought  to  have  the  question  fairly  dis- 
cussed and  voted  upon,  in  order  that  he 
might  ascertain  the  opinion  of  the  House 
whether  the  Irish  people,  whom  they  pre- 
ferred to  enfranchise,  should  be  free  to 
give  their  votes,  or  merely  the  puppets  of 
those  who  exercised  an  unfair  authority 
over  them. 

Motion,  by  leave,  uiitAinitcn, 

Mr.  LAWSON  moved    the   following 

(Freemen  voters.) 

"  No  person  who  shall  aflsr  the  flnt  day  of 
Auguat,  one  thousaDd  sight  hundred  and  liitf. 
eight,  ba  electod,  msde,  or  admitted  a  free- 
man of  an;  Borough  returning  a  Member  or  Mem- 
bers to  Farlinment  otherwiaa  thna  in  right  of 
birth  or  servitade.  ghall  he  entitled  as  aueh  to  be 
registered  as  a  voter,  or  to  vole  it  an;  Election  of 
a  Membor  or  Members  for  an;  sueh  Uorongh ; 
and  no  person  artor  (ha  pauing  of  this  Aol  ihall 
be  ODtitled  lo  be  regialered  aa  a  voter,  or  to  vote  i 
ns  a  fraeman  in  reipcct  of  birth,  unlese  hia  right 
be  immediately  dart  Ted  Irom  some  person  who 
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M  quii 
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msD,  preTioua   to  tiio   first  daj   of  Aoguat,  one  I  (ion    act   '"    "' 
tboassad  eight  hundred  and  sixtr-eighc."  ' 

Clause  agreed  lo. 

Sib  JOHN  GRAY  said,  as  no  other 
Member  was  disposed  to  move  the  addi- 
tion of  this  clause,  he  rose  to  move  in  the 
words  of  the  Notice  which  had  been  given — 
''  And,  in  order  to  enable  ths  electors  to  ei- 
erotse  the  elaotiTofrnnchiae  according  to  their  oon- 
Boience,  Bo  It  Enaoted,  That  their  rotea  at  all 
Eleotiona  of  Members  to  aerre  in  an;  future  Par- 
liament shall  be  taken  hj  ballot." 

At  BO  late  an  hour  ho  ahould  not  tTeipasi 
Mr^  Duriuli 
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to  accept  the  proposition  of  the  Prime 
Minister. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put,  *'Tbat  the  said  Clause  be 
read  a  second  time." 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ajcs  126  ; 
Noes  225:  Majority  99. 

Mb.  BRADY  gave  Notice  that,  on  the 
bringing  up  of  the  Keport  on  the  Irish  Re- 
form Bill,  he  should  moro  the  clause  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice — 

*  And,  in  order  to  enable  the  electors  to  exercise 
the  eleetiTe  franchise  according  to  their  con- 
seispco.  Bo  it  Enacted,  That  their  Totei  at  all 
Eleotionfl  of  Members  to  serve  in  any  future  Par- 
liament shall  be  taken  by  ballot." 

Sib  HERVEY  BRUCE  said,  that  at  that 
late  hour  of  the  night  he  would  not  press 
the  elause  of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 
Although  the  clsuse  was  of  importance, 
atill  it  was  of  greater  importanco  that  pro- 
gress should  be  mado  with  the  Bill. 

Schedules  agreed  to. 

Hoose  remmed. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  bo  con- 
Mdered  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.  [Bill  179.] 


ILECTRIO  TELEGRAPHS  BILL— {Bill  82.] 

(Jfr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr. 

Stephen  Cave,  Mr,  Sdater-Booth), 

ttCOSI)  BEADING — ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tfam  [9th  June],  **  That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  seeend  time  ;"  and  which  Amend- 
ment was — 

To  leave  out  from  the  words  "  That  the  "  to 

r    Ibe  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 

I     *  WMStion  of  the  expedienoy  of  porobasiog  the 

Teief  I  iphs  bjr  the  State  be  referred  to  a  Select 

:     Geomiittee,"— (Hr.  Leeman,) 

s    ^-inatead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  *'  That  the 
worda  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
A«  Question." 

Debate  reeumed. 

Me.  ATRTON  said,  it  would  be  un- 
Mcessary  to  pursue  the  debate  upon  this 
Bin»  as  he  understood  the  hon.  Member 
for  York  (Mr.  Leemaoi)  was  desirous  of 
vUhdrawing  his  Amendment,  in  order  that 


another  Motion,  to  the  terms  of  which  he 
had  agreed,  might  be  substituted  for  it. 
As  h®  understood  the  matter,  the  House 
by  reading  the  Bill  a  second  time  would 
not  be  taken  to  express  any  opinion  upon 
the  Bill,  the  subject  of  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  inquire  into.  [The  Chamcellor  of 
the  ExOHEQUER  dissented.]  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  shook  his  head  ;  but  it  was  a 
matter  of  indifference  to  him  what  his 
opinion  upon  the  subject  might  be. 

Mr.  HORSFALL  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  Chsncellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  not 
agree  to  any  arrangement  with  regard  to 
this  Bill  until  after  its  second  reading. 
The  subject  was  one  of  great  importance 
to  the  commercial  interest  of  the  country, 
and  any  delay  with  regard  to  it  would  be 
regarded  with  great  jealousy. 

Mb.  guilders  said,  that  being  himself 
faToorable  to  the  Bill  he  had  been  in  com- 
munication with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  hon.  Members  who  took  an  oppo- 
site line,  with  a  view  to  prevent  delay  in  its 
discussion  upstairs.  IIo  thought  the  best 
course  would  be  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time,  on  the  understanding  that  it  should  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  to  be  con- 
stituted in  the  way  in  which  Hybrid  Com- 
mittees usually  were;  but  special  Instruc- 
tions should  be  given  that  they  should  make 
inquiries  with  reference  to  the  questions 
put  with  so  much  force  the  other  night  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire— namely,  the  question  of  monopoly  ; 
that  of  the  power  of  the  Government  to 
make  less  charges  to  the  Press  and  other 
bodies  than  were  to  be  paid  by  the  public 
generally  ;  provisiuns  for  secresy  and  for 
assuring  the  public  as  to  the  telegraph  not 
being  abused  by  Gk>vornment  for  political 
purposes  ;  the  dealing  with  submarine  ca- 
bles and  so  forth,  lie  had  prepared  In- 
structions which  had  received  the  concur- 
rence of  both  parties,  and  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  move. 

Mr.  lee  man  said,  he  was  somewhat 
disappointed  with  the  course  that  had  been 
I  pursued  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ponte- 
I  fract  (Mr.  Childers),  who,  he  understood, 
wss  to  have  proposed  a  Motion  to  be  sub- 
stituted in  lieu  of  the  one  he  had  intended 
to  withdraw.  He  trusted  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  propose  the  Resolution 
in  his  possession,  and  in  the  readiness  of 
the  House  to  adopt  it  he  was  perfectly 
ready  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman    that  the  whole  subject 
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of  tlio  Post  Office  and  Telegraphs  bo  re- 
.ferred  to  a  Select  Comniittce  he  sliould 
IinTe  oUjected,  bccauao  it  would  liavq  had 
the  eSect  of  postponing  the  question  for 
anotlier  year.  He  had  consented  to  tlie 
propoanl  for  a  reference  of  the  Bill  to  a 
Hybrid  Committee  ;  and  as  tliere  were 
some  points  which  such  a  Committee  could 
Dot  ordinarily  very  well  consider,  he  hnd 
expressed  in  private,  and  now  expressed  in 
public,  his  willingness  tbnt  they  should  re- 
ceive certain  Inslructious.  He  proposed 
that   tbey   should   inquire   nhethi 


rable  that 


I  or  I 


■ages  sbouid  becoiue  a  Post  OfHce 
poly,  whether  neng  or  messages  should  be 
furnished  at  reduced  rates,  the  secresj 
messages,  arrangemonta  for  working  the 
submarine  cables,  and  for  hearing  the 
telcgrnph  oompaniOB  by  counsel.  He  un- 
derstood that  hia  hon.  Friend  was  satisfied 
that  the  Bill  ahould  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  with  ihote  Instructinns,  and  he 
vas  perfeeily  ready  to  move  a  Eeiolution 
to  that  effect.  He  would  not  be  so  dis- 
courteous na  to  retort  upon  the  hou.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets, 
and  say  that  it  was  immaterial  to  him 
what  eonstruclioD  the  hon.  Member  chose 
to  put  on  the  arrangement.  What  he  did 
believe,  however,  was  that  the  House,  by 
assenting  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
£ill,  would  simply  acknowledge  that  they 
did  not  object  on  pubiio  grounds  to  the 
Post  Office  working  telegraph!, 
the  question  of  private  interests  entirely  to 
the  decision  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  BOUVEUIE  said,  he  did  not  think 
it  right  that  the  House  alioulJ  be  supposed 
by  consenting  to  the  second  reading  to  be 
committed  to  such  a  principle  as  that  tug- 

feated  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Eichequer. 
F  the  course  now  proposed  were  adopted, 
it  should  be  on  the  understanding  that  the 
object  was  one  of  inquiry,  and  that  the 
House  had  not  aasented  to  tha  principle 
now  contended  for. 

The  chancellor  of  raa  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  thought  he  had  been  mis- 
understood. He  did  not  ask  tho  House 
to  say  that  there  was  no  objection  to  the 
Post  Office  taking  possession  of  the  tele- 
graphs belonging  to  existing  companies, 
but  to  affirm  the  principle  tliat  there  was 
no  objection  on  pubiio  grounds  to  tho 
Post  Office  working  telegraphs. 

Mk.  Alqernak  LAWKBNCE  said,  be 

did  not  think  the  public  interests  ought  to 

be  handed  over  to  a  Department.     A  Par- 

Jiamentary   Inquiry  ought    to    have   pre- 

Th4  Chanetllor  of  the  Exehsqwr 
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without  assenting  to  its  principle.  The 
Btring  of  subjects  to  be  inquired  into  as 
suggested  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, could  not  be  settled  for  months. 
He  begged,  therefore,  to  move  that  the 
debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mb.  BONHAMCARTER  nskcd  if  the 
Bill  was  a  Hybrid  Bill,  who  was  to  repre- 
•ent  the  public  ?  If  the  Bill  was  referred 
to  a  Hybrid  Committee  the  House  would 
not  commit  itself  to  the  principle,  because 
the 'Preamble  would  hafe  to  be  proved  be- 
fore the  Committee. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHB- 
QTTER  said,  he  had  got  the  best  assis- 
tance in  the  House  in  connection  with  this 
•abject.  He  found  that  by  moving  the 
Instructions  in  the  form  he  had  stated 
•verjtliing  necessary  would  he  done,  and 
h%  believed  the  public  interests  would  be 
Jast  a«  effectually  protected  as  the  interests 
of  prif  ate  persons. 


of  the  Army, 


1810 


Motion  made,  and  Question,  **  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"  —  {Mr, 
JKi^tre,)— put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tcithdraum. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

And,  on  June  23,  Committee  nominated  as 
JUlowa  : — Mr,  Cbamoillor  of  the  Ezouiquir, 
Mr.  QoacHxir,  Sir  Fbedibick  Hktoati,  Mr. 
Ijiiicav,  Mr.  Chablvb  Tubnsr,  Mr.  Norwood, 
and  Fire  Members  to  be  added  by  the  Committee 
of  SeleetioD  :— Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  reoords ;  Fi?e  to  be  the  quorum. 

Iloase  adjoaraed  at  half  after 

Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE   or   LORDS, 
FHday,  June  19,  1868. 

MINUTES.]—  FuBfiic  BihiM^First  Reading— 
.  Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland)  *  (164) ; 

I«oeal    Goreniment    Supplemental    (No.  4)  * 

(195) ;      Local     Gorernment      Supplemental 

(No.  5)*  (166) ;  Municipal  Rate  (Edinburgh)* 

(l«^. 
Seeand  Reading— 1^%  RiTcr  Conserranoy  *  (140) ; 

Loeal  GoTomment   Supplemental    (No.    2)* 

(119). 
ninf/2Au2iitjF— Unclaimed  Prize  Money  (India)  * 

(131),aiidjxi«ffei. 


ABYSSINIA  —  RETURN  OF  THE  ARMY. 

0B8ERTATI0NS.- 

The  Eakl  op  ELLENBOROUGH  :  My 
Lords,  I  wish  to  draw  attention  to  a  matter 
which  appears  to  me  of  serious  importanee. 
I  apprehend  that  before  we  meet  again  a 
portion  of  the  troops  who  have  served  in 
Abyssinia  will  arrive  in  this  country,  and 
I  am  extremely  anxious  to  know  in  what 
manner  Her  Majesty's  Government  intends 
that  they  should  be  received.  In  my  opi- 
nion they  ought  to  be  received  with  nil 
military  honours.  If  I  am  asked  what 
precedent  there  is  for  this  course,  my  re* 
ply  is  that  such  a  reception  will  be  of  the 
highest  benefit  to  the  public  service,  and 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  statesmen  to  make 
good  precedents  and  not  to  follow  bad 
ones.  Is  there  any  example  to  be  found 
in  modem  history  of  services  like  those 
which  have  been  performed  by  these 
troops  ?  I  know  of  no  mountain  campaign 
comparable  with  that  in  Abyssinia  since 
the  passage  of  the  Alps  by  Hannibal. 
True,  there  have  been  campaigns  in 
mountains;  but  they  were  mountains  in 
civilized  countries  and  through  which 
passages  had  been  made  by  roads  and 
bridges.  In  the  mountains  of  Abyssinia 
there  were  no  roads  and  no  bridges. 
Since  the  Creation,  Nature  had  been  doing 
everything  which- could  be  done  to  render 
the  country  difficult  of  access,  if  not  im- 
passable, and  man  had  done  nothing  to 
supply  the  means  of  communication.  The 
success  of  the  General  depended  not  only 
upon  his  own  prudence  and  his  own 
ability,  nor  even  upon  the  ability  of  the 
officers  by  whom  he  was  supported — but 
it  depended  upon  the  endurance,  the  per- 
severance, and  above  all  the  forbearance 
of  the  troops  he  had  under  his  command. 
That  long  line  of  communication,  extend- 
ing through  such  mountains  for  400  miles, 
could  never  have  been  supported  and  main- 
tained by  a  force  treble  the  strength  of 
that  under  the  command  of  Sir  Bobert 
Napier  had  there  been  hostility  on  the 
part  of  the  people  of  the  country.  The 
good-will  of  that  people,  their  abstinence 
from  all  hostility,  and  their  assistance  in 
providing  supplies,  could  only  have  been 
obtained  by  the  most  absolute  forbearance 
and  good  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  troops; 
and  we  are  told  there  has  not  been  a  single 
instance  of  complaint  against  them.  Some 
centuries  ago  the  highest  honour  that  could 
be  paid  to  a  distinguished  soldier  in  the 
French  army  was  that  of  giving  him  the 
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title  of  "  Emgbt  without  feaT  and  vithost 
reproach."  We  have  the  honour  of  poa- 
aeaaiDg  an  army  in  which  every  man  has 
proved  hiraHclf  worthy  of  that  title;  it  ia 
not  only  without  fear  but  absolutely  with- 
out reproach.  The  despatches  which  give 
an  account  of  this  extraordinary  campaign 
will  be  the  manual  to  which  every  mili- 
tary man  in  Europe  will  refer  to  make 
himself  master  of  the  principles  of  moan- 
tain  warfare.  We  know  that  throughout 
Europe  the  conduct  of  our  troops  is  to  all 
military  men  the  object  of  the  most  entire 
admiration ;  and  it  is  not  fitting  that  we 
should  appear  to  be  less  sensitiva  of  the 
great  services  and  merits  of  our  troops,  or 
that  we  should  appear  to  appreciate  their 
conduct  less  than  it  is  appreciated  by  those 
in  foreign  countries.  It  is  impossible  for 
us,  do  wliat  we  will,  to  make  the  military 
service  popular  by  means  of  extraordinary 
pecuniary  rewards  ;  we  can  only  make  it 
popular  by  attending  to  every  claim  that 
may  be  made  upon  us  for  that  honour 
which  ia  tlie  principlo  of  military  service ; 
and  I  do  trust  that  we  shall  not  be  found 
wanting  on  this  occasion.  I  have  always 
thought,  and  I  trust  now  that  it  will  ap- 
pear to  be  the  feeling  of  Her  Afajeaty's 
Qovemment,  that  the  first  of  all  profes- 
sions is  that  of  a  soldier,  and  that  the  first 
of  all  rewards  is  military  honour. 

The  Eael  of  MALMESBURT  :  My 
Lords,  no  man  in  this  House  can  doubt 
that  the  noble  £url  who  has  just  sat  down 
is  a  competent  Judge  of  military  honours. 
He  has  himself  been  included  in  the  highest 
honours  of  military  success  ;  he  has  had 
great  experience  in  the  effect  of  those 
honours  upon  a  soldier's  mind  ;  and  I  am 
not  surprised  that  the  noble  £arl  on  an 
occasion  like  the  present,  after  one  of  the 
most  glorious  successes  which  the  army  of 
the  country  has  achieved,  should  stand  for- 
ward as  the  advocate  of  honour  to  the  sol- 
dier. But  I  must  remind  the  noble  Earl 
that  to  a  certain  degroe  we  are — whether 
rightly  or  wrongly— a  nation  of  routine, 
and  that  routine  is  a  necessary  principle 
in  every  part  of  the  service.  We  must 
remember  that  precedents  in  the  army  ara 
of  the  greatest  consequence ;  because  if 
we  are  not  careful  how  we  dispense  these 
honours,  however  much  they  may  be  de- 
served, and  if  they  are  given  to  the  army 
upon  occasions,  perhaps  analogous  to  former 
occasions,  on  which  ihcy  have  not  hereto- 
fore been  given— they  may  come  to  be  al- 
most as  much  a  mark  of  offence  to  those 
who  have  gone  before  as  the  omission  of 
Tht  £a>l of  £lltnhreugh 
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no  doubt  arrangementi  can  be  made.  It 
will  be  understood  by  the  arm  j  that  it  was 
the  desire  of  your  Lordships  and  the  coun- 
try that  all  honour  should  be  done  to  them 
and  their  Commander-in-Chief,  and,  if 
they  are  not  formally  received,  it  is  not 
from  any  want  or  fuiliog  on  the  part  of 
the  country  to  appreciate  the  distinction 
they  have  achieved.  I  have  no  doubt  the 
subject  will  be  considered  by  the  Govem- 
ment ;  but  my  noble  Friend  was  prudent 
in  not  committiDg  himself  to  a  decbive 
answer. 

Th»  Eabl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  :  If 
there  is  a  will  to  remove  any  difficulty,  it 
will  be  removed  very  soon.  There  is  not 
the  alightest  objection  to  successive  honours 
being  given  to  detachments  of  the  troops 
as  they  arrive  ;  and  the  circumstance  that 
they  will  not  arrive  simultaneously  affords 
a  convenient  opportunity  for  any  needful 
preparations. 

Eaxl  GKET  :  I  cannot  allow  the  oon- 
Teraation  toconclude  withouteipressingmy 
regret  that  the  suggestion  of  a  public  re- 
ception has  been  made  publicly  by  the 
noble  Earl  in  his  place  in  Parliament.  If 
ha  thought  it  desirable  that  such  honours 
■hoald  be  paid  to  the  troops,  there  could 
be  no  objection  to  his  making  the  sugges- 
tion privately  to  the  Government.  It 
appears  to  me  it  is  a  constitutional  prin- 
txpLd  of  great  importance  in  this  country 
that  all  honour  should  be  bestowed  by  the 

rtaneous  action  of  the  Crown.  But 
principle  is  departed  from  when  in 
either  House  of  Parliament  private  Mem- 
bers who  are  under  no  responsibility  bring 
Jiwrward  proposals  for  conferring  honours 
or  boons  on  the  troops  or  individuals  who 
haY6  performed  public  services.  They  may 
thus  win  an  easy  popularity  for  themselves, 
but  they  place  the  Government  in  a  position 
of  great  difficulty,  by  compelling  it  either  to 
ferego  its  proper  function  of  initiation,  or 
appear  to  be  ungracious  by  declining  to  do 
what  is  asked.  I  entertain,  on  principle, 
the  strongest  objection  to  suggestions  of 
this  kind  being  made  in  either  House  of 
Parliament.  Bemember  if  these  things 
are  done  here  they  will  be  done  elsewhere ; 
and  I  ask  your  Lordships,  in  the  present 
eondition  of  men's  minds,  and  the  desire 
of  persons  to  put  themselves  forward  in 
quest  of  popularity,  whether  danger  may 
not  arise  from  encouraging  practices  of  this 
kind  ?  In  this  instance,  I  have  an  addi- 
tional objection  to  the  suggestion,  and  it 
is  that  no  Notice  of  it  was  placed  upon  the 
Piper.    A  Committee  of  this  House  has 


strongly  recommended  that  Questions  of 
this  kind  shall  not  be  brought  forward 
without  Notice,  so  as  to  prevent  your  Lord- 
ships being  taken  by  surprise  when  you 
are  not  prepared  for  discussion;  and  I 
think  this  case  furnishes  a  singular  illus- 
tration of  the  inconvenience  of  depart- 
ing from  the  rule  laid  down  by  the  Com- 
mittee. 

LoBD  LYVEDEN:  A  source  of  diffi- 
culty  in  this  case  is  that  part  of  the  troops 
return  to  India,  and  they  have  behaved  in 
exactly  the  ssme  manner  as  those  who 
return  to  England  ;  and  I  cannot  see 
how  honours  could  be  given  to  one  de- 
tachment and  not  the  other.  I  have  every 
disposition  to  do  honour  to  the  soldiers ; 
but  I  think  that  under  the  circumstances 
stated  by  the  noble  Earl  and  the  noble 
Duke  it  will  be  impossible  to  give  such  a 
reception  to  the  troops  as  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Ellenborough)  desires. 

FORESHORE  AND  BED  OF  THE  SEA— 
THE  BOARD  OF  TRADE. 

OBSEUVATIONS. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  de- 
sired to  direct  their  Lordships'  attention  to 
a  Memorandum  of  tho  Board  of  Trade 
lately  presented  to  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament as  to  the  dealings  of  that  Board 
with  the  Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  Sea. 
He  was  happy  to  say  that  the  remarks  he 
was  about  to  make  were  in  no  way  of  a 
party  character,  and  he  was  anxious  to 
state  in  the  outset  that  ho  had  no  com- 
plaint whatever  to  make  against  his  noble 
Friend  who  now  presided  over  the  Board 
of  Trade  (the  Duke  of  Richmond).  On 
the  contrary,  in  a  case  which  had  occurred 
to  himself  in  reference  to  this  subject  ha 
had  been  treated  by  his  noble  Friend  with 
the  utmost  courtesy,  and  he  believed  it 
was  his  noble  Friend's  desire  to  modify 
what  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  very  erroneous 
system  of  management.  Before  endea- 
vouring to  explain  to  the  House  what  there 
was  worthy  of  public  attention  in  this 
particular  document,  it  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  say  a  few  words  on  the  position 
of  the  contest  between  the  Crown  as  re- 
gards its  claim  to  foreshore  and  the  bed  of 
the  sea  and  the  private  individuals  who 
had  claims  over  the  same  portion  of  the 
soil.  Not  being  a  lawyer,  he  should  not 
venture  upon  an  exposition  of  the  state  of 
the  law  on  the  subject ;  and,  indeed,  he 
believed  it  would  not  be  an  easy  task  for 
even  the  best  lawyers  in  their  LordshipsT 


ISIS 


Ftirnhrt  4»d 


|10£DS| 


k/ 


House  to  give  a  clear  accootit  of  that  law,  I  apondence  in 
which  was,  to  a  great  extent,  uasettled.  severe  remaf 
That,  however,  did  not  interfere  with  what  j  immediately  i 
be  might  term  iho  ouUide  boandariea  of  { as  he  had  reai 
the  question,  lie  apprehended  it  would  i  of  the  facts  t 
not  be  queationed  by  anyone  thnt  the  I  of  the  Goveri 
Crown  had  certoia  duims  and  right!  over  a  Uember,  a  1 
the  bed  of  the  sea  and  foreshore  ;  and,  on  I  the  roanogen 
the  other  hand,  bo  believed  no  one  had  >  Crown  from  t 
over  questioned,  on  the  part  of  the  Crown,  {  Board  of  Tr 
that  the  cluima  of  the  Crown,  whether  j  mitted,  was 
claims  of  ownership,  or  as  trustee  for  the  '  In  the  first 
public,  were  subject  to  certain  rights  on  '.  bad  no  pn 
the  part  of  the  public,  and  on  the  part  also  to  be  a  Bere 
of  private  individuals.  Thoao  rights  mainly  Woods  and  Fi 
depended  —  first,  upon  Common  Law  ;  ment ;  and  fa 
eecondly,  upon  obartora;  thirdly,  they  were  it  might  have 
incidental  to  the  tenure  of  property  which  presided  over 
abutted  on  the  forcahore,  and  were  neces-  most  of  what 
sary  to  the  enjoyment  of  the  land  ;  laatly,  the  Crown  ; 
there  were  rights  acquired  by  individuals  being  a  Bev( 
or  public  bodies  in  consequence  of  use  and  qualified  to  a< 
prescription,  which  was  the  foundation  of  i  and  with  a  vi 
a  very  great  deal  of  the  property  held  by  I  interests.  Th 


Members  of  that  House  as  well  as  by  the 
public  at  large,  Some  years  ago,  hia  at- 
tention had  been  directed  to  this  subject 
by  a  very  great  change  which  occurred  in 
the  spirit  of  tho  administration  of  the 
Crown  rights  in  Scotland.  A  case  arose 
in  reference  to  his  own  property  on  the 
Firth  of  Clyde,  and  led  in  1855  or  1656  to 
a  correspondence  with  the  Treasury,  which 
had  since  become  a  Parliamentary  Paper. 
Ha  would  state  tho  general  result  of  that 
correspondence,  and  the  impression  it  left 
on  his  mind — which  impression,  he  be- 
lieved, would  bo  produced  on  the  minda 
of  all  who  perused  it — at  all  events,  the 
impression  it  left  on  hia  mind  was  that  a 
aystemalic  attempt  was  being  made  in 
Scotland,  and  be  thought  in  ^England  also, 
to  convert  the  limited  ownership  of  the 
Crown  into  a  claim  of  absolute  and  unre- 
stricted ownership  over  the  bed  of  the 
Bea  and  the  foreshore ;  and  that,  in  the 
second  place,  it  was  intended  that  this 
alleged  absolute  property  of  tho  Crown 
should  be  made  a  sonrce  of  revenue.  Now, 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  that  correspond- 
ence and  the  circumstances  which  arose  in 
connection  with  it  loft  an  impression  on 
his  mind  that  the  public  Department  which 
professed  to  represent  the  Crown  —  the 
Office  of  Woods — was  proceeeding  to  en- 
force its  claims  in  a  very  oppressive  spirit, 
and,  he  might  add,  in  a  very  insidioua  and 
oppressive  manner  as  regarded  the  interests 
and  rights  of  private  individuals.  Ho 
ventured  to  call  attention  lo  that  corre- 
Th4  Duke  0/ Argyll 
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-who  wai  then  si  the  hud  of  the  Treasury, 
and  asked  to  whom  he  ought  to  address 
bis  complaints.  Ho  was  told  that  there 
iras  no  public  autbority  to  which  he  could 
address  them,  except  the  Lords  Commis- 1 
noners  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury.  Now, 
in  his  experience  of  the  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
■nry,  he  had  always  found  it  extremely 
difflcult  to  DonviDce  them  that  any  act 
which  gave  them  an  increase  of  raTenae 
was  unjast  to  indifidaals,  who  were  con- 
Mqnently  placed  at  a  coosiderable  diaad- 
Tantage  when  they  had  to  complain  on  such 
a  matter  to  such  an  authority.  However, 
as  there  was  no  other  authority  to  appeal 
to,  he  directed  his  appeal  to  the  Treasury. 
Hera  again  the  transference  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  promiied  a  remedy  for  this  evil 
•— eince  that  Board  had  a  Parliamentary 
naponsible  head.  But  this  document  came 
directly  from  a  subordinate  officer.  It  was  a 
Jbrnorandum  from  the  Board  of  Trade,  pro- 
lesting  togivB  an  account  of  the  policy  to  be 
hereafter  pursued,  and  yet  it  was  not  signed 
by  a  responsible  Minister — it  was  signed  by 
Mr.  Farrer,  a  gentleman  of  great  respect- 
ability, who  presided  over  a  particular 
Department  in  tho  Board  of  Trade ;  but 
nrely  so  important  a  document  ought  not 
to  be  signed  solely  by  one  of  the  perinanent 
Civil  OfBcers  of  the  Crown  !  The  policy  it 
cnnneisted  was  a  matter  of  great  impor- 
'  tanee  to  a  large  section  of  the  public,  and 
ttie  Board  of  Trade  ought  to  be  responsible 
fbr  that  policy  through  their  Parliamentary 
haad.  In  looking  over  the  docnment  the 
first  thing  which  struck  bim  was  the 
aiiimiu  which  pervaded  it  as  regards  the 
rights  of  private  individuals.  He  need 
hardly  remind  their  Lordships  that  the  ^ 
rights  of  inditiduals  and  of  public  bodies  , 
over  foreshores  depended  to  a  great  extent 
0D  user  and  wont.  On  the  first  page  the 
fallowing  passage  occurred  in  reference  to 
ihe  resistance  offered  to  the  claims  of  the 
Crown  by  private  individuals : — 

"In  VMDJ  plwn  ■otiorooQenfalp,  orappsrant 
awlwnbip,  ara  going  on,  and  wa  ttilher  do  not 
kiKiw  of  tliem.  or  cannot  prevent  tbem.  Tbe  Inw 
MMDi  to  hRTe  decided,  abturd If  enough,  tbat  vbile 
11m  ■lalutor?  period  in  cnieof  aotualaad  eomplele 
kdrcFM  po«H>iIoii  lafflciFnC  tO  give  a  title  ai 
sgkiott  tbe  Crown  ii  lixlj  7eari,  jtt  tbat  enjoj- 
Bmt  for  a  much  iborter  period  and  of  n  macb 
BMTS  limited  kind  maj  be  enough  to  jullil;  a  Jur; 
In  flnding  that  an  original  grant  From  tbe  Crown 
Is  to  ba  preiumed." 

Kow.  he  ventured  to  appeal  to  the  House, 
and  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  tlje 
IVoolaack,  whether  this  was  the  kind  of 
langnage  whtch  ought  to  be  used  by  a  per- 


manent Civil  Officer  of  the  Crown  when 
speaking  of  the  rights  of  property  as  defined 
and  secured  bj  the  Courts  of  law.  Ur. 
Ferrer  said  tbe  Courts  of  law  had  decided 
"  absurdly  enough  j"  but  he  (the  Duke  of 
Ai^yll),  on  the  other  hand,  maintained 
that  the  legot  decisions  were  strictly  in 
accordance  with  the  justice  of  the  case. 
The  following  passage  also  occurred  in 
regard  to  the  claims  of  the  Crown  : — 

"  It!  titlo  is  ODitcd  bj  advene  poHeiiioD  of 
■iaty  yean,  inatead  of  t*enl;-Dno.  On  tbe  olber 
band,  it  boa  no  one  to  look  after  its  righli ;  and 
the  lawyers  have  pniolically  altered  tho  Statutra 
of  Limitation  applicnblo  to  tbe  Crown,  by  Ihe  fic- 
tion of  allowing  A  jury  to  preiumo  a  grant." 
Such  was  tho  way  in  which  this  perma- 
nent Civil  Officer  spoke  of  the  iTudges  of 
tbe  laud,  and  of  tho  decisions  arrived  at 
in  the  Courts  of  law.  He  would  now 
read  another  passage  which  exhibited  the 
same  animus,  and  showed  that  the  Board 
of  Trade,  as  far  as  Mr.  Parrcr  could  be 
taken  to  represent  it,  was  pursuing  the 
same  tactics  as  the  Woods  and  Forests 
formerly  pursued,  against  the  rights  of 
individuals — 

"  This  "  —  [the  aasertion  of  tbe  rights  of  the 
Crown]—"  wfaich  logically  ought  lo  be  the  Unt 
thing  dooe,  it  will  protnbly  be  prudent  to  poet- 

The  Memorandum  went  on  to  state — 

"  I  have  no  doubt  that  in  the  end  we  shall  have 
done  lomething  to  aaeertain  or  determine  thois 
right! :  but  with  the  present  prejudiea  agninst  tbe 
Crown  it  would  l>«  unwite  lo  stir  tbe  questioD 

In  conseqnenee  of  what  the  Ucmoran- 
dura  described  as  "  the  present  prejudlea 
against  the  Crown,"  but  which,  iu  reality, 
was  a  prejudice  for  right  and  justice,  it 
was  considered  unwise  to  stir  in  a  general 

.  manner.     It  was  thought  more  prudent 

i  to  proceed   step  by  step — to  get  indivi-. 

I  duals  to  acknowledge  the  rights  claimed 
for  tho  Crown.     In  page  3  of  the  Uemo- 

I  randum  he  found  this  statement — 

"  We  shall  bare  no  public  anpport  in  protecting 
B  mere  title  which  doei  not  nppenr  to  be  of  any 
immediala  public  ndTsnlnge.  And  we  shall  be  not 
nnnnturallj  found  fnult  with  if  we  interpose  ob- 
•tnclea  to  tbe  execution  of  a  renlly  uaeJul 


irell  a. 


can,(o  encourage  the  work,  and  al 

got   the  parliea  to  mnko  some  neliDowledgmeat 

which  may  i-eaerve  the  Crown's  rij-hts." 

That  was  the  principle  on  which  the 
Department  appeared  to  have  proceeded — 
to  "  get "  individuals  to  acknowledge 
rights  of  the  Crown  over  those  foreshores 
by  the  payment  of  a  small  sum.  He  then 
came  to  n  passage  in  the  Uemorandum 
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vhioh  had  been  moidentall;  referred  to 
the  other  day.  Id  the  Icist  paragraph  of 
page  No.  3,  there  was  this  paaiage — 
"  lAitl;,  in  caui  whero  ths  Crown'i  til 
doubcrul  ve  muat  act  in  the  uma  way  >« 
ware  good,  Bxcept  that  ire  muit  do  lovith  grest«r 
onntion,  and  be  more  read;  to  oomprooiiis  tKo 
queatioD  on  the  principle  of  ttien'ing  to  the  pub- 
lic their  right!  and  eoMmeDt*  OTcr  ths  MiL" 

Now,  these  were  the  precise  tactics  that 
had  been  previously  adopted  by  the  Office 
of  Woods  and  Works.  He  wished  this  to 
be  distinctly  understood,  and  to  go  forth  to 
the  people  of  England  and  Scotland,  that 
when  the  Board  of  Trade  claimed  for  the 
Crown  rights  over  foreshores,  such  a  claim 
did  not  afford  the  slightest  presumpti 
that  the  Crown  realty  possessed  any  such 
rights.  If  BQjr  porsoiiB  had  such  rights, 
they  would  do  well  to  follow  the  example 
set  them  in  Scotland,  There  an  associa- 
tion was  formed  for  the  defence  of  the 
rights  of  individuals,  and  he  wag  happy 
to  say  that  in  nearly  every  case  of  legal 
proeeedings  they  had  been  successful.  He 
presumed  that  to  this  fact  might  be  attri- 
buted the  tone  of  complaint  adopted  by 
Mr.  Farrer  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The 
Memorandum  was  very  useful,  as  showing 
the  way  in  which  affairs  were  managed 
by  permanent  Civil  Servants  not  suhjeut  to 
the  control  of  Parliament.  That  observa- 
tion might  appear  to  be  in  contradiction 
to  his  statement  that  he  had  no  feeling 
ngainst  the  Board  of  Trade;  but  the  so. 
quel  would  show  that  he  was  not  making 
any  charge  against  his  noble  Friend  the 
President  of  that  Department.  lie  would 
give  an  example  of  the  way  in  which  these 
matters  were  odministcred  in  Scotland. 
On  a  property  of  his  own  on  the  Firth  of 
Clyde,  a  person  who  hold  a  feu  from  him 
had  commenced  to  tako  sand  and  gravel 
from  the  foreshore  to  moke  an  embank- 
ment on  his  own  feu.  There  was  a  long 
coast  with  nn  advancing  tide  in  that 
neighbourhood;  the  roads  were  very  close 
to  the  sea  shore,  and  the  proprietors  had 
been  put  to  great  expense  in  preventing 
injury  to  the  land  by  the  encroaching 
tides.  It  was,  therefore,  a  matter  of  groat 
importance  that  the  foreshores  there 
should  bo  prcecrvcd.  Their  Lordships 
would  obserro  that,  as  tha  proprietors 
were  road  trustees  as  ircll  as  owners  of 
the  land,  it  was  not  likely  tiiat  they  would 
remove  gruvcl  or  other  materials  to  an 
exteotwhiohwoulddoinjury  to  the  seawall 
that  had  to  be  kept  up  ;  but  it  was  quite 
another  thing  when  a  public  Office  stepped 
Th  Huh  of  Argj/ll 
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tako  any  part  in  reference  to  the  intro- 
dnetion  of  the  Bill ;  he  did,  howeTer,  ex- 
preoa  to  his  Colleaguei  his  opinion  that  ih 
■Of  meaanre  of  transfer  from  the  one  T)e~ 
partment  to  the  other,  care  ahould  be 
taken  that  it  should  he  nothing  more  than 
a  transfer,  and  that  no  provisions  should 
be  introduced  iuvolriug  directly  or  in- 
dtreotlf  an^  increase  in  the  power  of  the 
Crown.  Lord  Pulmertton,  the  Primes 
UinJBter,  the  then  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  Ur.  Qladstone  thought  that 
Its  was  right  in  that  view  ;  but  when 
the  Bill,  as  framed  by  the  Department, 
HKmt  to  be  discussed  in  their  Lordships' 
Honae,  there  were  Home  noble  Lords  wh(^ 
thonght  that  it  eontained  material  addi- 
tiooa  and  material  alterations — that  not 
OdIj  was  there  a  transfer,  but  that  there 
ware  praridons  giving  the  Board  of  Trade 
power  greater  than  that  possessed  by  the 
Woods  and  Forests.  He  rather  thought 
flut  was  the  view  taken  by  his  noble  and 
leuned  Friend  on  the  other  side  (Lord 
Chelmsford).  Well,  in  consequence  of  the 
olgectionB  taken  by  his  noble  and  learned  | 
Friend  and  other  Membert-of  their  Lord*  .' 
■hips'  Bouse,  thii  Bill  was  altered  with  a 
Tiew  of  securing  that  no  power  should  be  . 
■zercited  by  the  Board  of  Trade  which  had  ! 
not  previously  been  exercised  by  the  Woods  | 
•nd  Forests.  Now,  what  was  the  obserra- 
tion  made  on  that  circnmstance  by  Ur. 
BaiUy,  whom  he  supposed  to  he  the  legal 
mthority  nnder  whom  the  Bill  had  been 
.   flmni  np^ 

"I  have  eoDiidsred  'ttis  Croirn  Lands  Act, 
IMS,'  with  reraranoa  to  Mr.  Farrer'i  note  4Ttha 
■  Itth  initant,  and  Us  ieotoiure,  nnd  hii  not*  of 
tbe  llth  Instant.  I  Honour  esnerallj  in  Mr. 
Vkirsr's  ?lgw  of  the  a0«ot  of  the  Act.  It  i* 
■at  MeaanTj  to  go  leto  dotails  for  the  prewat 
forpoM.  It  is  ^ain  that  ths  Board  of  Trada 
Will  And  itself  Mrioniljr  tattered  in  tbs  adminis- 
tntloB  of  tbe  fereibore  b;  tbe  terma  of  lbs  Aot 
aa  It  passtd.  When  tbe  Bill  wag  undsrlaken  and 
latrodiMsd  it  was  not  oontamplated  (hat  (ha  trana- 
Ar  of  the  lombors  to  tbs  Board  of  Trada  from 


a  throDgh  the  llooie  of  Lord*." 

Tb*  opinion  of  Hr.  Reilly  was  entirely  at 
TWianoe  with  the  understanding  which  he 
had  had  with  his  Colleagues  in  Lord 
Calmerston's  Government;  and  certainly 
it  was  an  illostrstion  of  the  etprit  <h  eorpi 
niating  between  the  ponnanent  Civil  Ser- 
TMta  in  reference  to  matters  of  this  kind. 
Thwra  was  another  passage  in  this  Uemo- 
nndnm  which  he  must  read  to  their  Lord- 


tB33 

'  "WhsnthsBIll  want  nplothaHensaofLords 
objeotiona  wero  nused  to  it  on  tbs  part  of  lOinB 
'.  proprietora  of  land  in  Sdottnnd — Iha  Dato  of 
'  Atgjll,  tbe  Dako  of  Buceleaoh,  the  Duke  of 
Sntherland,  and  others  —  nbo  alleged,  amonf 
other  thing!,  that  the  Crown'*  righli  (o  the  fore- 
I  ihara  are  not,  bj  law,  of  ths  saone  naturp  or  ex- 
tent in  Scotland  ai  in  England.  The  reiult  wai, 
that  ia  order  to  aave  (ha  Bill  it  became  neoes- 
MTj  to  put  it  into  the  form  in  whicb  It  reeoiTO  d 
the  Reral  Aawnt." 

Here  again  were  oheervations  which  ought 
never  to  have  been  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment in  such  a  shape.  When  a  Bill  left 
their  Lordships'  House,  and  was  assented 
to  by  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  it 
became  an  Act  of  Parliament.  It  was  not 
the  deed  of  indiTiduals  either  in  one  House 
□r  the  other ;  and  it  was,  to  say  the  least, 
unusual  and  irregular  that  a  gentleman  in 
the  position  of  the  writer  of  this  Uemo- 
randum  should  designate  certain  indivi- 
dual Members  of  their  Lordships'  House, 
who  were  represented  as  taking  in  their 
awn  interest  a  course  contrary  to  the  law 
and  to  tbe  declared  opinion  of  Parliament. 
Se  must  say  that,  taking  the  document 
from  beginning  to  end — the  absence  of  the 
signature  of  any  responsible  Minister — the 
laogusge  which  it  held  with  regard  to  the 
rights  both  of  individuals  and  of  the  pub- 
lic, and  the  references  which  it  contained 
to  individual  members  of  their  Lordahips' 
ETouse,  it  was  a  most  improper  document 
to  proceed  from  any  Public  Department, 
and  it  ought  at  once  to  be  withdrawn. 
The  future  policy  of  the  Oovemment, 
moreover,  upon  matters  of  this  kind  ought 
to  be  decided  by  a  Uinister  responsible  to 
the  Government  and  to  the  country,  and 
not  by  permanent  Civil  tjervents  of  the 
Crown,  who,  however  honourable  and  ap< 
right  in  their  conduct — aud  he  should  be 
the  last  to  deny  or  doubt  tho  immense 
value  of  the  permanent  Civil  Service  ta 
tho  administration  of  publio  affairs — were 
-ipt  to  take  a  very  limited,  and  almost  a 
selfish  view  in  the  interest  of  their  own 
Department,  without  regard  to  the  general 
policy  of  the  country.  He  hoped  that  his 
noble  Friend  who  now  presided  over  the 
Department  would  take  effectual  steps  to 
lay  it  down,  both  as  an  official  rule  and 
as  a  matter  of  honour  that,  in  future, 
whenever  measures  affecting,  or  thut  might 
iiffeot,  the  ri|;htB  of  individuals  in  fore- 
shores were  about  to  be  submitted  to  Par- 
liament ample  notice  would  bo  given  to 
nil  parties  affected  by  such  proposals.  A. 
Bill  had  been  brought  in  somo  time  sinco 
with  regard  to  fisheriee  which,  if  it  had 
passed  without  alteration,  would,  in  the 
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opinion  of  iome  of  the  most  eminent  le^l 
Members  of  that  HouBe,  have  materially 
incieaBed  the  power  of  the  Crown  over 
foreihorcg,  to  the  detriment  of  individuals, 
and  he  fully  believed  of  the  public  alM. 
It  was  perl'ectiy  natural  that  permanent 
Civil  Servants  of  the  Crown,  who  admiDis- 
tercd  the  bunneas  of  the  several  Deport- 
ments irreapeetive  of  the  change  of  parties, 
should  argue  themselves  into  the  belief 
that  all  tlio  powers  which  they  poBsessed 
or  claimed  were  powers  to  he  exerciaed  in 
the  service  and  Tor  the  benefit  of  the  pub- 
lic. But  he  entirely  denied  that  the  con- 
trol claimed  for  tlie  Crown  had  been  exer- 
cised formerly  by  the  Office  of  Wooda  and 
Forests.andrecentlyby  the  Board  of  Trade, 
in  the  manner  moat  conducive  to  the  public 
intereat.  It  was  idle  to  talk  of  foresliores, 
and  of  any  rights  of  the  Crown  in  tbem, 
as  a  source  of  important  pc i ma nent  reve- 
nue. He  believed  that  rights  to  the  fore- 
Bhores  formed  oB  much  the  subject  of  pri- 
vate property  aa  rights  to  the  land,  and 
ought  to  be  enjoyed  aa  such,  aubject,  of 
course,  to  public  use  when  neceaaary,  and 
to  such  control  by  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
aa  might  be  necessary  to  secure  the  inte- 
rests of  navigation.  But,  subject  to  these 
necessary  conditions,  the  interference  of 
offlciala  ought  to  be  realrained ;  for  ha  bod 
begun  at  last  to  fear  that  proprietors 
would  be  unable  to  embark  or  disembark 
their  own  timber  from  their  own  eaUtea 
without  the  leave  of  aome  official  in 
public  Department  in  London  previously 
obtained.  The  course  taken  by  the  Woodi 
and  Forests  for  many  years  past,  and  now 
taken  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  waa  adverae, 
he  maintuined,  to  public  rigbts  and  to  the 
public  interest.  And  the  action  taken  by 
the  association  iu  Scotland  was  t 
necessary  ti>  assert  the  rights  and  defend 
the  interests  of  individuals,  than  it  wai  ' 
protect  the  public  from  this  strained 
scriion  of  the  rights  of  the  Crown. 

Tub  Ddkk  at  ItlCII.MOND  said.  Ihat 
before  entering  upon  the  details  ot  the 
matter  brought  by  tiio  noble  Duke  under 
the  notice  of  tlioir  Lordiiliip!!,  he  begged 
to  express  his  acknowledgments  for  tlio 
manner  in  which  hiH  pereoual  ehure  in  the 
conduct  of  the  Depurtmcnt  had  been  al- 
luded to.  £ut  the  noble  Duke,  if  he  had 
been  lavish  of  hia  pruise  iia  fur  as  be  (the 
Duke  of  lUchmond)  was  concerned,  hud 
been  equally  lavish  of  his  abuse  upon  one 
of  the  periuuuent  Civil  Servants  of  the 
Crown,  the  permanent  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade — than  whom,  as  far  aa  bis 
nt  Dukt  of  Argyll 
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eisions  might  be  avoided.  The  noble  Duke  foreshore  vested  in  the  Crown,  and  that 

complained  that  this  Paper  was  not  signed  when  individuals  had  a  right  to  foreshore 

by  a  responsible  Minister.     True,  it  was  that  right  arose — in  England  at  all  events 

not  signed  by  a  Member  of  the  Govern-  — from  the  fact  that  they  had  received 

ment;  but  for  every  Paper  emanating  from  that  right   by   express  grant    from  the 

the  Board   of   Trade   he   (the   Duke  of  Crown,  or  that  it  was  the  result  of  pre- 

Sichmond)   felt  himself  responsible,  al-  soription  or  immemorial  usage,  in  which 

thongh  it  might  not  actually   bear  his  case  an  original  grant  from  the  Crown  is 

signature;  and  he  believed  the  practice  assumed.     With    regard  to  the    Scotch 

In  very  many  of  the  Departments  was  for  question,  he  believed  the    position   was 

the  documents  to  be  signed  by  the  Secre-  somewhat  different ;  and  when  he  became 

tary  of  that  Department.     What  might  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  he 

bave  been  the  practice  in  the  Departments  found  himself  in  a  somewhat  invidious 

with  which  the  noble  Duke  had  been  con-  position,  because,  as  a  Scotch  proprietor, 

nected  he  was  not,  of  course,  prepared  to  he  had  subscribed  to  an  association  the 

Miy;  but  certainly,  in  the  Department  of  views  of  which,  to  say  the  least,  did  not 

Foreign  Affairs,  and,  he  believed,  in  the  exactly  coincide  with  those  of  the  Depart^ 

Departments  of  the  different  Secretaries  ment.     Under  those  circumstances  he  had 

of  State,  though  the  practice  was  not  to  thought  it  highly  desirable  that  this  ques- 

reqiiire  the  signature  of  the  Minister  him-  tion  should  be  set  at  rest,  and  a  case  was 

■elf,  in  each  case  the  Minister  was  just  as  drawn  up  for  the  purpose  of  taking  legal 

reaponsible  as  if  he  had  signed  the  Paper  opinion.     As,  however,  a  great  number  of 

with  his  own  hand.     This  document,  as  intricate  questions  were  involved  that  opi- 

he  had  stated,  was  drawn  up  as  a  guide  nion  would  take  some  time  in  preparing. 

to  the  Department  in  the  conduct  of  the  He  had  not  yet  received  it ;  but  he  was 

additional  business  with  which  it  had  been  told  that  it  would  shortly*  be  ready.   Before 

eharged.    At  the  time  there  was  not  the  be  went  into  the  English   part  of  the 

amallest  intention  of  letting  the  Memo-  question  he  would  quote  a  passage  from 

random  go  outside  the  Department ;  it  was  the  case  to  show  the  animus  which  influ- 

a  mere  code  of  rules  to  be  acted  upon  by  enced  the  Department  in  this  matter — 

the  Department,   showing   the  principles  <*  It  further  appears  that  the  peouniarj  iuterest 

W  which  it  should  be  guided  in  dealing  of  the  public  in  the  foreshore  in  question  is  a 

Wifth  the  foreshores.     The  document  came  wco^dary  one,  and  that  the  primary  object  of  a 

hefae  the  public  at  the  instance  of  a  pri-  ^Tornrciarto"^^^^^^^^^ 

Wtte  Jiember  ot  the  House  or  Commons,  be  to  protect  the  public  in  the  due  enjoyment  of 

irilO  asked  the  Yice  President  to  the  Board  the  rights  of  navigation,  fishing,  boating,  bathing, 

of  ^hade  whether   there  was  any  objec-  walking,  &c.    But  in  the  present  state  of  the  law 

fioa  to  lay  upon  the  table  the  Memoran-  ^^^  ?^*'^.?^J;*^^  *"  ^k"°^  ^^''^  '''^^  *?* 

*          ^r    I       M.-              J         i^'Ui-vTi  foreshore,  if  belonging  to  the  Crown  as  property, 

iom  of  Instructions  under  which  the  De-  ^^ile  the  rights  of  the  public  over  it,  a^  will  ii 

partment  was  acting.    The  Vice  President,  the  title  to  it,  are  constantly  matters  of  dispute. 

Bot  thinking  there  could  be  any  objection  The  first  step  towards  a  settlement  appears  to  be 

■  to  rooh  a  course,  said  he  should  be  very  ^^  ascertain  what  is  the  actual  position  of  the 

^^^  "^AV^'  InstmctioBs  upon  the  S^. 't^"u  "  wTIV^ ^tellS: 

^'  feme,  and  did  so  without  further  consi-  the  question  that  the  present  case  has  been  pre- 

'.  deration.    Had  it  been  intended  at  the  pared." 

time  the    Memorandum  was    framed  to  Xhe  case  was  a  very  long  one;  but  from 

;sake  it  a  pubUo  document,  though  the  this  passage  it  was  evident  that  the  objects 

'  anne  feots  would  have  been  embodied,  it  of  the  Board  of  Trade  were  to  protect  the 

'  would  have  been  much  more  carefully  rights  of  the  public  and  distinctly  define 

voided,  and  some  of  the  passages  referred  the  rights  of  the  proprietors.     The  noble 

to  fay  the  noble  Duke  would  not  have  been  Duke  had,  with  great  skill,  selected  pas- 

ineloded.    In  substance  the  Instructions  sages  from  the  Memorandum  here  and  there, 

would  have  been  the  same,  but  the  word-  first  from  one  part  and  then  from  another, 

*  ing  would  hare  been  more  respectful  and  ^ith  a  view  to  show  that  the  object  was 

the  details  not  so  fuUy  given.     He  might,  to  drive  the  proprietors  into  a  corner  and 

perhape,  remind  the  noble  Duke  that  this  make  them  submit  to  a  compromise.    Now, 

^  .Matter  rested  in  England  and  Scotland  on  the  noble  Duke  had  referred  to  the  follow- 

-i' .  a  aomewhat  different  footing.    Without   ing  passage : 

4|piofeMing  to  be  a  lawyer  they  might,  in  "Lastly,  in  cases  where  the  Crown's  title  is 

-    Me  opinion,  take  it  that  primd  facie  the  doubtful,  we  must  act  in  the  same  way  as  if  U 
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wen  good,  eieept  tbat  we  most  do  ■□  with  greater  the  many  SX 

MutioD,  and  be  more  rMdjr  to  compromire  tlio  ^\[  qJ  which 

qnertion  on  tho  prmoiplo  ofreierTinB  lo  the  pub-  .            . 

fio  Ibeir  riEhla  and  o.iscmont.  over  the  Boil."  y'   "   P'?! 

■^                         ,  .            iv  i  iL  i  stance  doiiit 

He  was  prepared  to  say  that  that  wflB  a  ^^^  ^j^j^  ■ 

very  proper   paragraph,    and    one    every  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^ 

word  of  which  ho  was  prepared  to  endorse.  ,     . 

But  if  the  noble  Duke  had  looked  at  the  ^g  *^°|^  j 

former  pamgrapha  he  would  have  found  j^    ^j^jj 

thcBo  possogea —  ' 

"  Tho  coursB  to  ho  idopted  on  receiving  ; 
of  luoh  encroachment  muit  differ  iccording 
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iho  rights  hilhcrlo  enjoyed  by  the  jiuUic, 
only  bo  objectionnblo  on  tho  ground  (hut  it  tenda  report  for  thi 
to  eitnbliih  a  title  ndrene  to  Ihnt  of  the  Crown,  What  uw  ieat 
■nd  mnj  thui  help  to  preTent  the  Board  of  Trade  of  the  ihore  in 
from  aborting  that  titio  in  tubsequont  inatanccs.  I  men,  or  the  { 
Id  auch  cnsea  ve  ma;  be  placed  in  grent  difflcully,  i  ahoro  ia  now,  oi 
eapecinllr  if  the  Act  itadf  is  useful,  and  if  the  i  lie  for  walking 
tiile  of  the  Crown  ii  donblfut.  |  gathering  Kim 

"Iq  another  claai  ofeaaeawe  ihalt  aee  at  once  |  3,  Whether  th 
that  the  Act  is  iminediatelj  injutioua  to  the  pub-  queatioa  will 
lie,  and  that  there  ia  reason  to  interfere,  not  onlj  I  abridge  the  ei 
on  the  ground  of  ill  affecting  title,  but  because  it  I  now  or  bitberti 
tend*  more  or  leaa  dircotlj  lo  deprive  the  publio  |  with  any  use  tl 
of  some  existing  right  or  cnjojmeDt."  i  been  made  b;a 

The  whole  tenour  of  this  Memorandum  '  (^"'^"^"^^^  ^^ 
went  on  to  ehow  tbat  the  object  of  the  I  tion,  what  an 
Board  of  Trade  wos  to  protect  the  rights  I  which,  and  wt 
of  the  public,  as  was  fully  proved  by  the  publio  notice  ol 
following  extracts :  —  ^i^d^LfrtieuUH 

"  Theae  clausca  will  probablf  giro   n*  ample 
power  to  mnkc  proTision  when  the  working  plana 
are  sMbmittcd  to  the  Board  of  Trade  both  for  the    j 
protection  of  public  rights,  of  narigation,  d:i 
of  the  Crown's  title  ;  and  we  haTS  onl;  to  at 
tho  clnuiea  in  question  are  property  inoorporated 
and  not  impaired  b;  other  prorisiona." 

"  Supposing  it  proves  that  what  ia  propoaed  ci 
be  done  {with  or  without  modification}  lo  aa  n 
to  prejudice  publio  righta  or  enjofmenti,  we  m: 
enter  on  the  question  of  tcrma  of  purchaas." 

"  The  above  suggeationa  have  reference  to  the 
protection  of  the  public,  and  though  Iheir  ten- 
dency will  bo  to  diminiah  the  value  of  the  soil 
and  the  purcbaie-moncy  of  what  we  aell,  we  must 
be  moat  careful  to   put  them  prominentlj  for-    ; 
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Their  Lordships  mast  bear  in  mind  that 
this  was  a  Memorandum  drawn  up  for  the 
purpose  of  guidiog  the  Department  in 
their  conduct  with  reference  to  the  fore- 
shores. The  Memorandum  went  on  to  j  mentioned 
B&y—  I  in  qneition  w> 

"  There  ia  one  ether  point  on  which  wo  ahould  ■»«",  '^°°^'  ] 
be  careful.  Tho  frontager,  though  he  may  have  ;  P"''«-  *nd 
no  legal  title,  hna  certainly  a  oonaiderabla  interest  them  to  notice 
in  tho  foroehore,  and  wo  muat  take  cnre  that  ho  !  J°  "'9"^  "»*  J' 
it  heard,  and  Ihnt  we  do  not  haatily  or  wantonly  i  '"•  eiroomatani 
nulhorito  worka  On  tho  foreahoro  which  will  be  I  granted,  a  cop] 
detrimental  lo  liim.  For  this  purpoee  it  will  he  ;  '•■"'Pbfl.'  "  «" 
right  to  requii*  every  intending  purobasor  and  :  "P"."  *'"'="  '"J 
lessee  to  give  notice  to  the  fr^mtager.  And  it  may  "'"'  ™**  "J  "? 
often,  if  not  generally,  bo  found  both  just  and  '""  '^'*?«  ■  ' 
ojipedicnt  lo  give  him  the  right  of  pre-emption."  ™°dura  which  1 
*  "^  '  ■  and  whiob  eont 
He  would  not  trouble  their  Lordships  with  of  those  prtncip 
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The  right  to  take  grayel  from  the  fore- 
Bhore  miiBt  have  been  obtained  from  the 
Crown.     He  said  that,  however,  subject 
to  the  correction  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack.     The  foreshore  in 
England  must  at  some  time  or  other  have 
belonged  to  the  Crown,  and  no  individual 
owner  of  a  foreshore  had  a  right  to  remove 
gravel  nnless  he  had  acquired  that  right 
from  the  Crown.     If  there  were  minerals 
on  the  foreshore  the  Crown  would  have 
an    undoubted   right  to    work   them,  as 
well  88  to  give  third   parties  a  right  to 
zemoTe  boulders  and  gravel.     In  speaking 
thus  he  referred  to  England  only  —  he 
eoald  not  say  what  might  be  the  case  as 
resards  Scotland.  Although  he  had  almost 
euanated  what  he  wished  to  say  upon  the 
aabjeot,  he  must  be  permitted  to  say  that 
he  dupated  some  of  the  assertions  of  the 
noUe  Duke  with  regard  to  the  Depart- 
ment over  which  he  had  the  honour  to  be 
|daeed.    He  could  assure  the  noble  Duke 
that  Department  was  actuated  by  no  ill- 
feeling  towards  individuals,   and  that  it 
had  never  attempted  by  means  of  threats 
of  legal  proceedings  to  compel  proprietors 
to  Imbo  the  foreshores.     The  only  object 
of  the  Department  was  to  preserve  the 
ligfata  of  the  public  without  injuring  the 
ri^tt  of  individuals.     He  hoped  the  noble 
Doke  would  allow  him  to  condole  with 
Urn  npoQ  the  manner  in  which  he  had 
been  treated  by  his  Colleagues  when  they 
wen  in  Office.    It  appeared  that  the  other 
imf9  when  a  private  gentleman  had  paid 
Sf.   6df.  for  a  licence  to  remove  gravel, 
aoBuplaint  was  made,  and  within  twenty- 
Jbor  hours  the  licence  was  revoked,  and 
tfaa  half-crown  was  returned.     Contrast 
vith  that  conduct  of  the  present  Board  of 
Xlnde  the  conduct  of  the  Board  of  Works 
appointed  by  the  Government  of  which 
..  tte  noUe  Duke  was  a  member,  which  had 
fcqpt  a  threat  of  legal  proceedings  hanging 
OfW  the  noble  Duke's  head  for  four  years, 
■Ithoagh  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of 
Ami  Crown  was  that  the  case  against  him 
wold    not  hold  water    for   a  moment. 
He  thought  it  unnecessary  to  go  further 
ifalo  the  Correspondence,  as  by  the  extracts 
Jha  had  read  to  the  House  he  had  succeeded 
Ib  diowing  that  the  conduct  of  the  present 
.Soard  of  Trade  was  not  so  bad  as  that  of 
:IIm  Ibrmer  Board  of  Works  had  been. 

LoKD  BOMILLT  said,  he  would  lay 
beAse  the  House  a  circumstance  bearing 
-■pon  the  subject  under  discussion,  which 
kad  recently  come  to  his  knowledge. 
^Within  the  last  fortnight  a  gentleman  who 


was  the  proprietor  of  land  adjoining  the  sea 
shore  of  South  Wales,  and  who  derived  a 
very  beneficial  income  ft'om  the  sale  of 
the  limestones  on  the  beach  which  were 
washed  down  from  the  cliffs,  received  a 
letter  from  the  Board  of  Trade,  stating 
that  an  application  had  been  made  to  them 
to  grant  a  licence  to  take  the  limestones, 
and  asking  if  he  had  any  objection  to  their 
granting  such  a  licence.  The  gentleman 
replied  that  he  had  just  as  much  objection 
to  their  dealing  with  the  limestones  as  he 
had  to  their  interfering  with  any  other 
part  of  his  property,  and  stated  that  the 
right  to  deal  with  the  limestones  had  been 
enjoyed  by  himself  and  his  ancestors  from 
the  time  of  Charles  I.  What  the  result 
of  his  communication  was  ho  had  not 
heard.  He  was  not  going  to  dispute 
the  doctrine  stated  by  the  noble  Duke 
opposite  (the  Duke  of  Eichmond)  that  the 
ownership  of  the  foreshores  lay  originally 
in  the  Crown  ;  but  the  same  might  be 
said  of  every  acre  of  land  in  the  country. 
The  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  Board  of 
Works  to  set  up  a  claim  to  the  foreshores 
on  the  part  of  the  Crown  was  a  most  in- 
sidious one,  and  would  be  injurious  in- 
stead of  beneficial  to  the  public  interest, 
which  required  above  all  things  that  the 
rights  of  property  should  not  be  rendered 
insecure  for  the  mere  purpose  of  creating 
an  income  for  the  Government.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  document  which  had 
been  so  much  referred  to  was  ever  in- 
tended to  be  made  public,  as  it  was  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  by  accident,  and  was 
therefore  infinitely  more  dangerous  than 
if  it  had  been  drawn  up  for  publication  ; 
especially  as  the  principles  it  laid  down 
were  calculated  greatly  to  render  insecure 
the  rights  of  property.  Could  any  greater 
injury  be  done  a  man  than  for  the  Crown 
to  pick  out  a  portion  of  his  property,  and 
say,  **  This  is  Crown  property  ;  unless 
you  can  show  your  title  to  it  you  shall 
not  continue  in  possession  ?  "  It  was  very 
difficult  for  individuals  to  resist  pressure 
from  the  Crown  for  so  small  a  payment  as 
2«.  6d,  or  58.,  and  yet  the  payment  of  such 
sums  would  take  the  right  from  the  pro- 
prietor and  vest  it  in  the  Crown,  lie 
trusted  that  Parliament  would  not  sanc- 
tion such  an  attempt  to  steal  persons'  pro- 
perty from  them. 

The  Duke  op  RICHMOITD  said,  it  was 
only  just  that  ho  should  state  that  in  the 
case  referred  to  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  the  Board  of  Trade  had  communi- 
cated with  the  gentleman  who  owned  th<^ 
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foreahore,  and  bad  informed  him  that  after 
the  title  he  hod  shown  no  further  pro- 
ceeding would  be  taken  ogoinst  him. 

Lord  STANLEY"  on  ALDERLEY 
thought  the  mode  frequently  resorted  to 
for  eBtahlishing  the  rights  of  the  Crown  by 
obtaiLing  some  acknowledgment  from  pri- 
vate proprietors,  by  the  payment  of  some 
small  earn,  2(.  6d,  or  St.,  was  highly  oh-  ^ 
jectionablc.  This  vas  a  mode  of  proceed- ' 
ing  very  often  adopted  in  Wales,  where  j 
the  officers  of  the  Woods  and  Forests  were 
continually  making  claims  on  the  part  of 
the  Crown.  Very  extraordinary  proceed- 
ings had,  to  his  own  knowledge,  happened 
in  the  case  of  the  trustees  of  the  rirer 
Wesver.  This  was  a  matter  which  re- 
quired the  attention  of  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Richmond)  and  the  Board  of 
Trade.  He  hoped  a  more  liberal  spirit 
would  in  all  these  cases  be  adopted  with 
reference  to  the  rights  of  private  pro- 
prietors. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  it  was  quite 
clear  that  the  Board  of  Trade  bad  duties 
to  perform  in  protecting  the  rights  of  the 
Crown  ;  but  those  duties  ought  to  be  per- 
formed in  the  largest  spirit,  and  in  the 
manner  least  annoying  to  individuals.  He 
hoped  the  result  of  this  debate  would  not 
be  to  induce  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Richmond)  to  abandon  the  protection  of 
the  rights  of  the  Crown,  althoagb  he  con- 
fessed he  was  a  little  shaken  in  his  con- 
viction by  something  that  had  occurred 
to-night.  He  admired  the  submission  of 
his  noble  Priend  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  to 
his  Colleagues  during  the  years  he  fought 
vith  such  energy  and  ability  in  vindica- 
tion of  his  rights  i  but  no  sooner  had  the 
present  Qovemment  come  into  Office  than 
he  obtained  bis  request  and  the  half-crown 
waa  returned  to  Ur.  Campbell.  There  was 
another  point  worthy  consideration.  The 
public  bad  certainly  a  right  to  know  the 
general  principles  on  which  the  Board  of 
Trade  proceeded  in  these  matters;  but  be- 
cause a  Member  of  either  House  called  for 
that  information,  it  seemed  astounding  that 
D  confidential  Paper,  evidently  drawn  np 
for  nsc  within  the  Office,  should  be  imme- 
diately produced,  accompanied  by  an  Ap- 
pendix containing  the  opinion  of  the  Legal 
Advisers  of  the  Crown.  With  such  docu- 
ments made  public,  the  Department  would 
find  it  impossible  to  defend  themselves 
against  the  eager  litigants. 

Loan  DELAUERE  said  a  few  words 
which  were  not  heard. 

Taa  LORD   CHANCELLOR  said,  it 
The  Dukt  of  Richmond 
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liad  been  put  of  a  stranger  or  a  neighbour- 
ing owner  saying  to  some  possessor  of 
property  inside  the  country,  **  I  assume 
yon  hafe  a  bad  title;  I  call  on  you  to 
proye  your  title,  or  I  will  take  possession 
of  your  land."  That  was  not  the  law; 
but  the  law  was  that  the  Crown  had  a 
primd  facie  right  to  the  foreshore  of  the 
Kingdom.  Day  by  day  acts  might  be  done 
on  the  foreshores  which  would  lead  a  jury 
to  presume  that  the  rights  of  the  Crown 
bad  ceased;  and  it  would,  therefore,  be 
perfectly  idle  to  have  a  public  officer  to 
attend  to  the  rights  of  the  Crown,  unless 
lie  asserted  the  law  as  it  stood  and  took 
esre  that  no  encroachments  were  made 
injurious  to  those  rights.  If  Parliament 
•hoold  please  to  say  that  such  should  no 
longer  be  the  duty  of  the  public  officer, 
Ida  fbnctions  would,  no  doubt,  bo  light- 
ened ;  but  until  he  had  instructions  from 
flariiament  to  that  effect  he  would  bo 
gioilty  of  a  dereliction  of  duty  if  he  did 
not  take  care  that  encroachments  were  not 
made. on  the  rights  of  the  Crown.  The 
Uemorandum  to  which  the  noble  Duke 
•nnded  appeared  to  be  a  kind  of  soliloquy 
in  writing,  proceeding  from  the  rooms  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  contained  a  yery 
:  Mod  atatement  of  what  the  duties  of  the 
'  Xowrd  of  Trade  were  with  respect  to  the 
;  ftieahores  and  the  bed  of  the  sea.  One 
;:  JnMHige  in  the  Memorandum  was  in  the 
'  mlowiog  terms : — 

''In  cases  where  the  Crown's  title  is  doubtful, 
L'.#e  moit  act  in  the  same  way  as  if  it  were  good, 
I.  ^iBoapi  that  we  must  do  so  with  greater  caution, 
M  more  ready  to  compromise  the  question  on 
pHnciple  of  reserving  to  the  public  their  rights 
easements  OTcr  the  soil." 


pThat  passage,  though  a  little  amusing 
vhen  read  without  comment,  exactly  de- 
■Bribed  the  duty  which  the  head  of  the 
~^  lent  was  charged  with ;    for  he 

Id  not  tell  what  acts  of  ownership 
jht  have  been  committed  by  persons  in 
|Jhe  ooorse  of  thirty  or  forty  years  until  he 
on  them  to  make  good  their  title. 
MhB  opinion  of  Mr.  Reilly  had  been 
^fommented  upon  by  the  noble  Duke, 
few*  Mr.  Reilly  was  one  of  the  most 
-pnompliahed  men  at  the  English  bar,  and 
'^g9M  fkTonrably  known  to  many  of  their 
E-,£ordship8  as  an  experienced  Parliamentary 
itilnnightsman.  That  gentleman,  in  his 
,epuiion,  referred  to  &e  Bill  of  1866, 
^^bich  on  its  first  introduction,  when  the 
vioUe  Duke  was  a  Member  of  the  then 
remment,  undoubtedly  contained  the 
danaee  to  which  the  noble  Duke  now 


objected.  Mr.  Eeilly  alluded  to  proceed- 
ings in  their  Lordships'  House,  but  it 
could  not  be  deemed  that  there  was  any- 
thing disrespectful  in  his  giving  an  ex- 
planation of  the  way  in  which  those 
clauses  were  lost.  The  concluding  sen- 
tence of  Mr.  Eeilly's  opinion  contained  a 
suggestion  than  which  nothing  could  bo 
fairer.     It  was  in  the  following  words: — 

"  The  only  di£Bculty  would  he  with  regard  to 
Scotland.  It  would  be  necessary  for  the  Board  of 
Trade  either  to  come  to  terms  with  the  Scotch 
proprietors  or  ascertain  by  legal  proceedings  the 
exact  nature  and  extent  of  the  Crown's  right  to 
the  foreshore  in  Scotland,  and  then  propose  legis- 
lation on  that  basis." 

For  his  part  he  was  only  anxious*  that 
nothing  should  fall  from  their  Lordships 
to  lead  the  public  Department,  which 
was  intrusted  with  the  care  of  this  public 
property,  to  suppose  that  it  would  be 
acting  rightly  in  neglecting  the  duty 
confided  to  it,  or  to  cause  any  persons 
out-of-doors  to  fancy  that  Members  of 
their  Lordships'  House,  whose  private 
interests  ought  most  properly  to  be  pro- 
tected, were  desirous  to  place  those  pri- 
vate interests  in  opposition  to  the  just 
rights  of  the  public. 

The  Duke  op  SOMERSET  was  under- 
stood  to  say  that  the  duties  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  regard  to  this  matter  were 
two-fold— they  had  to  watch  over  the 
rights  and  interests  of  the  Crown  and 
those  of  the  public.  He  thought  that 
in  all  grants  or  licences  which  in  any 
way  afFectod  the  rights  of  proprietors 
adjoining  the  shore,  they  ought  to  re- 
ceive due  notice. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  had 
never  intended  to  convey  to  the  House 
that  he  entertained  the  smallest  doubt 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  as  it  was  formerly  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Woods  and  Forests,  to  defend 
the  rights  of  the  Crown.  Among  the 
objections  which  he  had  urged  against 
the  Memorandum  was  that  it  throughout 
evinced  the  greatest  antipathy  to  those 
rights  of  usage  and  prescription  on  which 
a  large  portion  of  the  rights  of  property 
in  this  country  depended. 

NEW  COURTS  OF  JUSTICE. 

QUESTION. 

The  Mabquess  op  SALISBURY  rose 
to  put  a  Question  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, of  which  he  had  given  Notice, 
with  respect  to  the  new  Courts  of  Justice, 
and  said  the   subject   to  which  he  waa- 
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about  to  invite  their  Lordships'  attention 
was  not,  he  was  afraid,  one  in  whioh  the; 
would  take  as  much  intoreit  as  in  the 
exciting  topic  which  they  had  just  been 
discussing.  He  desired  to  moke  an  In- 
quiry of  hia  noble  Friend  who  represented 
tlie  Qovernment  in  that  House  with  regard 
to  the  competition  for  the  new  Law 
Conrts.  The  facta  of  the  case  were  as 
follows: — The  Government  issued  coudi- 
tioDs  under  which  architects  were  to  com- 
pete  for  designs  for  the  new  Courts,  and  a 
Treasury  Uinuto  embodying  those  condi- 
tions stated  that  the  award  made  would 
be  accepted  as  6nal.  Very  great  stress 
was  laid  by  the  conditions  on  the  question 
of  utility  in  connection  with  the  Courts. 
They  state  that— 

"Tho  chief  pointi  to  bflk«pt  coDstantlj  in  vieir 
and  to  ba  treated  lu  lupencding,  w  rut-  na  the; 
maj  confliot.  all  com ide rations  of  arobitectund 
cETeot,  aro  tlio  nccommodation  to  be  provided,  nnd 
the  arraDgemenu  to  be  odaptad.  »o  as  in  Che  , 
groatcat  degree  to  facilitate  tho  deapatah  and  the 
accurate  tranaaction  of  the  law  buiincas  of  the  j 
Goutitr;  ;  and  in  cnirjing  out  this  dcaigo  the  firat  i 
object  should  be  to  proTido  amplo  aaiatamipted 
comma nication  and  aeoommodation  for  thoie  irho  I 
Jiava  legitimate  buaiueaa  in  the  now  baitding. 
Again,  the  arrangement  of  the  Courta  and  OfBoM 
ia  of  vital  moment ;  an  it  mainlj  dcpenda  the  sue-  I 
ceaa  or  failure  of  their  concentration,  and  iti  im-  ' 
portanoo  cannot  be  OTcr-estimated." 
Such  were  the  conditions  under  which  the 
architects  wore  invited  to  competG.  They 
did  compete,  and  sent  in  their  plans  and 
estimates.  The  Judges  who  were  ap- 
pointed to  decide  on  tho  comparative 
merits  of  those  plans  and  estimates  each 
delivered  their  award,  the  result  being 
that  in  regard  to  all  points  of  convenience, 
and  in  all  points  of  accommodation  and  of 
nrrungemout  for  facilitating  the  despatch 
of  business  in  the  new  Cotirts,  Mr.  Barry's 
design  was  declared  to  be  superior  to  the 
others  ;  but  that  on  one  point  alone — that 
of  architectural  elevation,  which  the  con- 
ditions distinctly  stated  to  bo  of  lesser 
moment — tho  design  of  Mr.  Street  was 
deemed  to  poseess  greater  merit.  That 
was  tho  nature  of  the  Beport  which  was 
sent  in  to  tho  Government ;  and  one  would  , 
have  imagined  that  having  issued  certain 
conditions — that  having  declared  that  the  , 
award  of  the  Judges  should  be  final,  and 
the  Judges  having  informed  them  who  the  | 
architect  was  whoso  design  best  satisfied  ' 
the  conditions,  they  would  at  once  have 
■elected  him  as  the  architect  of  tho  new  | 
Courts.  That,  however,  was  not  done ;  : 
and  the  complaint  he  had  to  make  was 
that  Mr.  Barry's  plan  having  been  pro- 1 
I%e  JCarqwii  0/  Saluhury  < 
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a  great  deal  too  mnoh  of  that  sort  of 
thing.  In  countrieB  in  which  artistic  ef- 
fect and  838thetio  feeling  had  greater  in- 
fluence than  in  oar  own,  utility  could  al- 
ways apparently  find  a  place  without 
difficulty.  But  here,  where  that  feeling 
was  somewhat  of  an  exotic,  and  required 
oarefiil  nurture,  attempts  were  constantly 
being  made  hy  enthusiasts  in  architecture 
and  art  to  treat  utility  as  a  matter  of  secon- 
dary importance.  Their  Lordships  sitting 
in  that  Chamher  ought,  however,  he  would 
Tenturo  to  say,  to  be  the  yery  last  persons 
to  sanction  such  a  preposterous  mode  of 
proceeding.  All  those  who  hnd  occasion 
to  speak  or  listen  in  that  House  had  reason 
to  regret  the  preference  which  hod  been 
^▼en  by  their  predecessors  to  the  merely 
ornamental  over  the  useful.  Better  be 
without  the  ornamentation  by  which  they 
were  surrounded,  and  have  a  decent  and 
sober  building,  in  which  the  Public  Busi- 
nen  could  be  more  satisfactorily  con- 
ducted. In  the  case  of  the  new  Law 
Courts,  at  all  events,  he  hoped  the  error 
would  be  avoided  of  causing  utility  to 
giro  way  to  ornament.  The  first  rc- 
qoiaite  in  such  a  building  it  appeared  to 
aim  was  that  those  whose  business  took 
fliem  there  should  be  able  to  breathe  and 
■ee,  and  hear  each  other  speak.  When 
those  objects,  and  adequate  means  of  com- 
munication, were  secured,  then  it  would 
be  time  enough  to  think  of  ornament  and 
aichitectural  effect.  Entertaining  those 
views,  he  most  earnestly  deprecated  tlie 
decision  at  which  the  Government  had 
airiTed,  and  he  trusted  it  was  not  too  late 
to  re-consider  it.  As  the  House  was 
aware,  there  were  serious  doubts  ex- 
pressed by  competent  judges  as  to  the 
expediency  of  erecting  the  new  Courts 
on  the  site  which  had  been  already  pur- 
chased ;  and  if  a  final  decision  as  to  that 
point  etill  remained  to  be  come  to,  he 
hoped  the  unfortunate  decision  in  favour 
of  Mr.  Street  and  against  Mr.  Barry  might 
aot  yet  be  regarded  as  irrevocable;  but 
that  a  question  which  seriously  affected 
the  future  administration  of  justice  in  this 
flionntrj  might  still  be  left  open  for  the 
oonsideration  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment* The  Question  which  ho  had  to 
ask  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  was — 

'^  If  it  it  tme  that  the  Goyernment  has  rejected 
tbe  Design  which  was  recommended  by  the  pro- 
ftnioiud  Judges  and  the  Judges  of  Designs  as  the 
Wsi  toft  Plan  and  internal  Arrangements,  and  has 
siopCed  the  Design  which  was  recommended  for 
onl/ ;  and,  further,  if  the  Competitors 


wore  instructed  that  Utility  and  convenient  Ar- 
rangement were  to  be  preferred  to  architectural 
Effect  Y* 

The  LOBJ)  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
hoped  that,  as  he  had  the  honour  of  pre- 
siding over  the  Commission  for  the  build- 
ing of  the  new  Law  Courts,  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Malmesbury)  would 
permit  him  to  answer  the  Question  put  by 
the  noble  Marquess.  He  must  first  how- 
ever be  permitted  to  express  his  satisfac- 
tion that  the  subject  had  been  brought 
under  their  Lordships'  notice,  for  an  oppor- 
tunity was  thereby  afforded  him  of  correct- 
ing a  great  deal  of  misapprehension  with 
respect  to  it  which  prevailed  out-of-doors. 
Answering  tHe  question  of  his  noblo  Friend 
categoricoUy,  he  had  simply  to  say  that 
the  Government  had  neither  rejected  nor 
adopted  any  design  ;  and  he  would  briefly 
explain  to  the  House  how  the  matter  really 
stood.  Some  years  ago  the  duty  of  super- 
intending the  building  of  new  Law  Courts 
and  having  designs  prepared  for  the  pur- 
pose was  assigned  by  Act  of  Parliament  to 
the  Treasury,  with  the  co-operation  of 
Commissioners  who  were  to  be  appointed 
by  Her  Majesty.  The  Commissioners,  who 
were  a  very  numerous  body,  and  composed 
of  various  elements,  were  accordingly  ap- 
pointed, and  proceeded  to  the  performance 
of  their  task.  The  question  was  at  the 
outset  discussed  of  the  propriety  of  throwing 
open  the  preparation  of  designs  to  unlimited 
competition  amongst  architects.  That  point 
was  decided  in  the  negative  ;  and  it  was 
then  resolved  that  six  or  eight  architects 
should  bo  selected  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
petition ;  and  that  number  was  ultimately, 
as  the  result  of  a  Motion  made  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  increased  to  eleven.  The 
architects  who  wore  thus  selected  very 
naturally  felt  that  a  Commission  which  was 
very  numerous  and  which  was  chosen  so 
that  it  might  represent  various  interests 
might  not  be  the  best  body  to  form  a  judg- 
ment as  to  the  relative  merits  of  architec- 
tural designs  ;  and  in  order  to  meet  their 
views  a  select  body  was  appointed  by  the 
Treasury,  with  the  consent  of  the  Commis- 
sioners,  who  were  called  the  Judges  of  the 
Designs.  Those  Judges  were  five  in  num- 
ber, and  were — Sir  Alexander  Cockburn, 
Lord  Chief  Justice  ;  Sir  Houndell  Palmer, 
then  Attorney  General ;  Mr.  Gladstone, 
then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ;  Sir 
William  Stirling-Maxwell ;  and  Mr.  Cowper, 
at  the  time  First  Commissioner  of  Works. 
With  those  Gentlemen  were  associated  Mr. 
Shaw  and  Mr.  Pownall,   as  professional 
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ndTisera ;  and  thcro  was  a  third  profes-  j  doTation,  an< 
sional  geutleman  appoiated  to  teit  the  for  the  lute 
accuracy  of  tho  estimates  which  might  be  |  received  that 
sabmittcd  to  the  Commiuion.  These  ap-  i  the  Deugns, 
pointments  having  been  made  the  compo-  point  out  to  t 
titioQ  commonccd,  the  architecta  competing  \  portance.  I 
Bent  in  their  designa,  which  were  Bshibited  j  said  tho  Jut 
to  tho  public  for  aereral  months.  The  |  tested  the  e 
terms  on  which  the  architects  were  to  '  deaigns,  oo 
compete  wore  laid  down  in  a  Treasury  j  and,  in  the  : 
Minute— that  was  the  basis  of  the  contract  |  felt  itself  in 
-which  was  made.  By  the  terms  of  that  i  there  had  b 
contract  each  of  the  competitors  was  to  competing  ( 
receive  a  certain  aura  as  compensation  for  '  round,  the  Ji 
the  time  and  pnins  he  devoted  to  preparing  ,  of  two  togel 
his  plons;  and  in  return  for  that  sum  hia  \  the  scale  agt 
plans  were  to  become  the  property  of  the  I  other  compct 
Commisaion,  whether  he  was  the  succesaful  1  munication  1 
competitor  or  not.  The  Commission  took  ]  of  the  Besigi 
care  that  the  result  of  the  competition  i  Report  they 
should  place  them  in  the  position  of  owners  j  that  thia  did 
of  all  the  plans  of  every  kind  which  should  they  still  con 
be  submitted  to  them.  The  terms  of  the  of  any  one  a 
competition  further  provided  that  the  fire  they  had  doi: 
Judges  of  the  Designs  should  state  in  their  ready  to  gi' 
opinion  who  was  the  successful  competitor  ;  '  power,  but  t 
and  those  terms  also  stated  that  the  inter- 1  award.  Wfa 
nal  arrangements  of  the  Courta  and  Offices  lie  some  of 
was  of  vital  importance,  that  on  it  mainly  I  said  that  it 
depended  the  failure  or  success  of  their  [  conditions  o1 
concentration,  and  that  its  importance  could  i  had  entered 
not  be  over- estimated.  It  was  a  mistake  |  singly,  bat  d 
to  Bupposo  it  was  ever  intended  that  the  bined,  and  t 
competition  should  result  in  tho  scleolJon  -  as  teohnicatl 
of  a  particular  design,  which  was  thorenpon  I'reasnry  thi 
to  be  tho  design  adopted  for  the  Courta.  aion,  which 
Its  object  rather  was  to  test  the  relative  ferenco  had  i 
merits  of  the  different  plans  without  pledg-  i  the  Attorney 
ing  the  Qovcmment  to  select  a  particular  .  cordance  wit 
design,  and  erect  tlio  Courts  according  to  j  ditions.  Th 
that  design.  It  was  conceived  that  it  into  the  ease 
might  very  well  bo  that  various  useful '  at  the  decid 
hints  might  be  taken  from  different  designs;  decision  was 
and  the  Judges  of  the  Designs  were  to  dc- 1  that  the  aw: 
cido  which  of  their  authors  showed  the :  signs,  as  far 
greatest  skill  and  capacity  for  the  auperin- 1  cemed,  was 
tcndcncc  of  the  erection  of  the  new  Law  '  award  was  i 
Courts.  The  Judges  of  the  Designs  pro- 1  Street  could 
cecdcd  with  their  work,  and  a  very  ar-  selves  tho  su 
duous  work  it  was  ;  and  they  were  un-  J  the  whole  pr 
able  to  say  which  one  of  the  competing  .  at  at  an  end, 
architects  had  been  tho  most  sucDeasful.  aigns  had  st 
They  accordingly  sent  in  what  waa  otiier  award 
called  their  "Award"  to  the  Treasury,  It  then  beet 
stating  that  they  were  unable  to  agree  ment  to  cona 
upon  any  one  competing  architect  as  the  rcsponsit 
being  the  most  successful,  but  that  putting  the  architect 
two  of  the  designs  together — those  of  Sir.  tion  of  tho  C 
Barry  and  Mr.  Street— they  thought  that  i  proprietors  i 
of  Ur.  Street  was  the  best  for  the  external  i  haa  also  befo 
Thi  Lord  ChanctUor  j 
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Judges  of  the  Designs,  as  far  as  it  went, 
that  Mr.  Barry  and  Mr.  Street  had  showed 
the  greatest  amount  of  skill  in  respect  to 
the  points  to  which  he  had  previously  re- 
ferred. Ho  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  must 
encumher  that  matter  with  another  state- 
ment which  connected  itself  with  what  he 
had  already  said.  About  the  same  time 
there  had  been  going  on  another  competi- 
tion for  the  National  Gallery ;  and,  singularly 
enough,  it  resulted  just  in  the  same  way 
18  the  other.  The  Judges  of  the  Designs 
in  that  case,  presided  over  by  a  Member  of 
their  Lordships*  House,  reported  to  the 
Treasury  that,  having  endeavoured  to 
exercise  their  judgment  on  the  competing 
deaigns  submitted  to  them,  they  were  not 
nrepared  to  recommend  any  one  individual 
design  for  adoption,  but  they  pointed  out 
the  design  of  Mr.  Barry  as  exhibiting  the 
greatest  amount  of  architectural  merit. 
The  Government,  having  thus  cast  upon 
them  the  double  duty  of  choosing  an  archi- 
teet  to  superintend  the  erection  of  the 
Law  Courts,  and  also  of  choosing  an  archi- 
tect to  superintend  the  erection  of  a  Na- 
tional Gallery,  took  this  course — They 
eertainly  had  in  those  two  Reports  testi- 
mony of  the  highest  value  in  favour  of 
Mr.  Street  and  Mr.  Barry ;  and  in  the 
eEeroise  of  their  judgment,  and  on  the 
zesponsibility  which  devolved  upon  them, 
thflj  assigned  to  Mr.  Street  the  task  of 
•aperintending  the  erection  of  the  Courts 
of  Law,  and  they  assigned  to  Mr.  Barry 
the  tadk  of  superintending  the  erection  of 
the  National  Gallery.  The  Government 
md  the  Commission  were  in  possession  of 
all  the  designs ;  they  had  the  right  to 
make  any  use  of  them  which  they  might 
fliink  desirable ;  they  were  not  limited  to 
those  designs  as  regarded  the  internal 
anrangements ;  and  there  was  much  in  all 
the  designs  as  regarded  the  internal  ar- 
langements  which  was  capable  of  improve- 
ment. Therefore,  concurring  in  all  that 
liad  been  said  by  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Xarquess  of  Salisbury)  about  the  import- 
moe  of  the  internal  arrangements  of  the 
Oonrts  of  Law,  and  the  great  advantage  of 
the  three  requisites  to  which  he  had  re- 
jbrred — namely,  that  those  Courts  ought 
to  be  phices  in  which  persons  could  breathe, 
see,  and  hear — attributes  which  his  noble 
mend  had  reminded  them  could  not  per- 
haps be  said  to  be  all  possessed  by  the 
Chamber  in  which  their  Lordships  then 
Hit ;  although  he  was  bold  enough  to  say 
that  with  respect  to  hearing,  no  man  had 
right  to  complain  of  that  House  than 


his  noble  Friend ;  but  while  concurring 
with  him  that  those  requisites  were  vital 
to  a  Court  of  Law,  and  also,  while  regret- 
ting that  the  award  of  the  Judges  of  the 
Designs  had  failed  in  the  manner  he  had 
described,  ho  yet  believed  that  the  course 
the  Government  had  taken  would  ulti- 
mately prove  the  one  most  conducive  to 
the  erection  of  a  building  which  he  trusted 
would  secure  the  end  that  Parliament  and 
the  public  had  in  view. 

The  Eabl  of  STRADBROKE  con- 
sidered that  some  of  the  architects  had 
been  unjustly  treated.  After  a  short  dis- 
cussion in  the  other  House  it  was  deter- 
mined to  propose  to  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  our  best  architects  to  send  in  plans 
for  which  they  were  offered  a  certain  sum 
(£800),  on  the  condition  that  these  plans 
were  to  become  the  property  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  Some  of  the  most 
eminent  among  them  declined,  on  the 
ground  that  they  apprehended  a  want  of 
fair  play  ;  to  which  it  was  replied  that 
two  professional  gentlemen  should  be  added 
to  the  list  of  Judges ;  and,  on  their  names 
being  mentioned  and  approved,  all,  being 
eleven  in  number,  undertook  the  heavy 
task  of  forming  plans  for  building  the 
Law  Courts,  and  the  architects  were  par- 
ticularly instructed  to  consider  that  light, 
air,  quiet,  and  convenience  in  the  various 
Courts  were  of  primary  importance,  far 
more  so  than  the  outward  appearance. 
After  a  long  and  minute  consideration  of 
the  subject,  the  professional  Judges  deter- 
mined that  41  pointe  were  in  favour  of 
Mr,  Barry,  29  in  favour  of  Mr.  Scott ; 
next  came,  1  believe,  Mr.  Lock  wood  and 
Mr.  Waterhouse  giving  to  Mr.  Street 
three  points  of  preference,  one  being  the 
the  exterior,  and  two  of  minor  importance. 
They  added  at  the  end  of  their  Report, 
that  they  considered  that  Mr.  Street's  ex- 
terior was  superior  to  the  others,  this 
being  the  gothio  style.  This  was  called 
no  decision,  because  two  architects  were 
named,  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
slipped  out  of  their  agreement.  After 
such  treatment,  it  is  scarcely  possible  to 
believe  that  men  of  eminence  will  com- 
pete for  the  future. 

LoBD  REDE8DALE  said,  he  had  con- 
siderable doubts  as  to  the  course  that  had 
been  adopted.  It  seemed  to  him  that  they 
were  bound  to  adopt  one  or  other  of  the 
designs,  and  that  Mr.  Barry  was  entitled 
to  the  preference.  He  also  thought  it  very 
unfortunate  that,  because  of  the  injustice 
done  to  that  gentleman  in  regard  to  the 
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Law  Courts,  it  had  been  resolved  to  adopt  i  settled  aa  r 
hia  plems  for  a  new  National  Oallery.  He  I  oitelj'  poatpi 
thought  there  could  bo  no  immediate  hwte  |  its  oomplcti 
for  a  uew  National  Qallery,  when  the  |  Lordahips  c( 
Tcuatees  woro  about  to  bare  possession  of  |  Lobs  C&i 
the  vhole  of  the  rooms  in  the  present  i  from  him  to 
building,  and  he  believed  that  no  one  was  i  saw  hot  odo 
aatisfied  with  any  of  the  plana  that  had  '  right  in  repi 
boen  exhibited,  and  he  regretted,  there-  l  given  in  reg 
fore,  that  Mr.  Barry  was  to  receive  that  i  attend,  not 
commisaion.  A  considerable  sum  mnat  be  j  mainly,  to  i 
voted  for  this  new  building,  while  only  dation,  convi 
£12,000  were  to  be  allowed  for  the  >  doubt  it  wt 
new  Government  Offices,  although  the  [  fegade  could 
public  were  paying  rent  for  hired  build-  j  the  Instructi 
ings,  in  which  the  public  business  was  i  internal  arn 
transacted,  and  which  were  dispersed  all  Cronwotth'sl 
over  the  tiwn.  This  was  a  most  uufor-  of  holding  t 
tunate  mode  of  dealing  with  these  public  the  Commist 
works.  He  must  express  his  opinion  that  onsly  engage 
Ur.  Barry  had  not  been  fairly  treated  in  through  com 
the  matter  of  the  Law  Courts,  aud  the  ferent  Law  ' 
arrangement  which  had  been  oome  to  was  aooommodati 
in  every  respect  unfortunate.  and  these  Ri 

LoBD  OVEHSTONE  said,  he  could  not  Instracdons 
allow  tho  remorks  of  the  noble  Lord  upon  competing  a 
the  National  Gallery  to  pass  vithont  a  Barry  to  say 
protest,  lie  could  asgurc  their  Lordships  structione  oi: 
that  the  accommodation  provided  for  the  that  the  Ins 
national  pictures  was  very  insufficient.  It  the  best  mod 
was  defective  in  not  providing  the  best  and  facility  < 
light,  in  not  giving  due  facilities  for  the  those  empio] 
circulation  of  the  public,  in  the  regula-  i  public ;  and  i 
tions  for  police  purposes,  and  in  the  ac-  I  knew  nothini 
commodation  for  students.  The  Trustees  j  tion  now  un 
would  gladly  welcome  the  additional  space  i  competent  to 
aoquirad  by  the  rooms  now  occupied  by  respective  pi 
the  Royal  Academy  ;  but  it  would  be  a  Barry  to  rei 
gre.it  mistake  to  suppose  that  this  would  prominence  { 
justify  any  delay  in  the  erection  of  a  new  questions  of 
National  Gallery  worthy  of  our  splendid  the  Law  Offi 
ooUection  of  paintings.  He  hoped  that  the  theii  opinion 
question  of  the  National  Gallery  building  had  any  lega 
would  not  bo  treated  as  secondary  to  any  architeot  of 
other.  He  must,  moreover,  oipress  his  re-  the  designs 
gret,  that  though  we  had  already  had  an  property  of  t 
opportunity  of  having  a  National  Gallery  ment  had  of 
sufficient  for  all  requirements,  and  vastly  the  selection 
superior  to  any  other  gallery  in  the  world,  fair  arrangen 
and  this  at  a  small  expense,  yet  for  some  appointed  to 
reason  wbioh  he  was  unable  to  penetrate,  the  National 
this  plan  was  set  aside  and  treated  with  of  the  Courte 
contempt.  He  alluded  to  the  proposed  The  Eari 
plan,  by  Mr.  Barry,  for  the  erection  of  a  oould  not  rej 
new  National  Gallery  on  the  site  of  Bnr-  one  between 
lington  Gardens,  which,  had  it  not  been  but  whether 
unaccountably  rcjectod,  would  now  have  employed  in 
boon  in  an  advanced  state,  and,  indeed,  was  the  ohiel 
near  its  completion;  whilst  the  National  architect  wh< 
Gallery  as  now  proposed  was  wholly  un-  rior  in  regan 
Zord  RtdetdaU 
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ment.    It  seemed  to  him  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  going  to  employ  the  architect 
'  who  in  this  respect  had  shown  least  capa- 
city of  all ;  and  the  public  had  the  least 
likelihood    of  being    provided  with   the 
bnilding  it  required  by  the  present  ar- 
rangement.     The   Government    had  not 
only  unfairly  disappointed   the  architect 
who  had  earned  the  title  of  having  sent 
in  the  best  design,  according  to  the  In- 
Btructions,  but  had  overlooked  the  public 
interest  in  their  selection.    He  would  ask, 
"was  is  too  late  to  re-considcr  the  question 
of  site  ?     A  few  years  ago,  when  this  sub- 
ject was  first  brought  forward,  a  site  by 
the  river  side  was  only  in  prospect,  but 
now  it  was  an   accomplished    fact  —  a 
splendid  site  had  been  provided  by  the 
Thames  Embankment,  and  there  was  a 
general  feeling  that  this  should  be  the  site 
of  the  new  Law  Courts.     The  grandest 
buildings  should  be  erected  on  the  noblest 
sites.     Independently  of  all  architectural 
considerations,   the    river  side    had    the 
strongest  possible  claims ~  it  was  the  best 
in  regard  to  freedom  from  noise,  security 
against    fire  and    popular  troubles,   and 
opportunities  of  access.     The  site  by  the 
nver  side  had  almost  every  superiority  ex- 
cept one — it  was  convenient  to  the  Temple, 
bat  not  so  convenient  to  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Inasmuch,  however,  as  Lincoln's  Inn  had 
managed  to  carry  on  a  successful  business 
when  the  Chancery  Courts  sat  in  West- 
minster Hall,  he  did  not  think  that  even 
Lincoln's  Inn  would  be  greatly  injured,  if 
the  site  for  the  new  Law  Courts  was  on 
the  Thames  Embankment.     If  the  matter 
were  not  finally  settled,  beyond  all  re- 
demption, he  would  urge  upon  the  Go- 
Temment  to  consider  even  now  whether  a 
nobler  and  more  useful  site  could  not  be 
found  by  the  river  side.   As  to  tho  present 
nte,  there  would  be  no  access  to  the  Courts 
except  from  the  Strand.    With  that  ex- 
ception there  would  be  no  oue  decent 
street  which  would  give  an  entrance  to 
the  Courts,  and  as  much  money  must  be 
laid  out  in  providing  new  approaches  as 
had  been  expended  in  purchasing  the  site. 
He    believed    that    if    the    Government 
adopted    his  suggestion,  they  would  be 
able  to  re-sell  the  present  site  for  pretty 
nearly  what  it  had  cost. 

The  Eakl  op  CAENARVON  said,  he 
liad  an  impression  that  Mr.  Barry  had  had 
m  scant  measure  of  justice,  and  that  im- 
pression had  been  rather  deepened  than 
xemored  by  the  statement  of  tho  noble 
ud  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack.    His 


noble  and  learned  Friend  said  that,  if  or- 
namentation and  utility  came  into  conflict, 
the  latter,  according  to  the  conditions  laid 
down,  should  have  the  preference;  that 
the  Judges  of  the  Designs  thought  Mr. 
Barry's  plan  superior  in  respect  of  utility 
and  Mr.  Street's  in  respect  of  ornamenta- 
tion ;  that  their  joint  recommendations 
being  referred  to  the  Attorney  General,  he 
decided  that  the  award  was  to  be  regarded 
as  no  award  at  all,  and  that,  under  these 
circumstances,  it  was  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Government  to  make  any  use  of  tho 
plans,  whether,  he  presumed,  in  the  way 
of  adoption  or  combination.  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend  added  that  while  this 
matter  was  pending  the  question  of  tho 
National  Gallery  arose,  and  that  Mr.  Barry 
being  unquestionably  first  in  that  compe- 
tition, and,  being  doubtfully  first  with  re- 
gard to  the  Law  Courts,  the  Government 
had  thought  it  right  to  split  the  difference, 
and  assign  Mr.  Barry  the  prize — a  much 
smaller  one — for  the  National  Gallery,  and 
Mr.  Street  the  larger  prize  for  the  Law 
Courts.  Now,  he  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 
maintained  that  Mr.  Street  had  no  claim, 
as  far  as  the  conditions  were  concerned, 
to  the  latter,  and  he  could  not  see  why 
the  National  Gallery  should  have  been 
mixed  up  with  the  question  of  the  Law 
Courts.  If  Mr.  Barry  was  unquestionably 
first  in  the  case  of  the  National  Gallery, 
he  was  plainly  entitled  to  the  prize;  and 
if  he  was  also  first  by  virtue  of  the  con- 
ditions in  the  case  of  the  Law  Courts,  he 
was  equally  entitled  to  that  prize  like- 
wise. Supposing  him  to  be  successful  in 
both  competitions,  he  could  see  no  reason 
why  both  prizes  i^ould  not  be  awarded  to 
him.  Happily,  both  these  architects  were 
very  eminent  in  their  profession,  and  tho 
question  could  therefore  be  discussed  with 
the  less  invidiousness.  He  did  not  expect 
much  taste  from  any  Government,  for,  as 
a  rule,  ho  thought  they  did  not  show 
much  capacity  in  this  respect ;  but  Par* 
liament  was  bound  to  insist  that  when 
conditions  had  been  laid  down  they  should 
be  rigidly  and  faithfully  adhered  to,  and 
he  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  that  it  would  be  most 
unfortunate  as  regarded  the  profession,  and 
still  more  unfortunate  as  regarded  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  country,  if  public  works 
were  dealt  with  in  this  manner.  He 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  re- 
consider their  most  ill-advised  decision. 

The  lord   CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
was  not  aware  that  in  any  document  Mr, 
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Bany  haA  been  desoribed  aa  nnqaeBtion- 
obly  first  in  tbo  National  Gallery  oompoti- 
tion.  The  Judges  were  nnablo  to  reoom- 
mend  any  one  design  eubmitted  to  them 
for  the  Law  Courts;  but  tbey  stated  that 
they  thought  Mr.  Barry's  designs  were 
tbo  best  in  reapect  of  internal  arrangement, 
and  Mr.  Street's  tbc  best  as  an  archi- 
tectural compositiou.  Now,  the  condition 
was  that  the  plans  of  the  greatest  merit, 
both  as  regained  the  interior  and  the  ex- 
terior, should  be  preferred.  But  he  had 
no  passage  before  him  which  stated  that  if 
these  two  came  iuto  conflict  the  former 
should  be  sacrificed.  The  only  stipula- 
tion of  the  kind,  of  vhich  bo  was  aware, 
was  this — 

"  Tha  urangement  ortbe  Courts  and  0£Sm»  ii 
of  lital  momeot :  oo  it  mainly  depeadi  tha  luoceu 
or  railura  of  their  coDcentration,  Bad  iti  impor- 
t>DGe  cannot  ba  OTar-tatimated." 
He  maintained  that  there  had  been  no 
breach  of  contract,  and  he  was  not  aware 
that  such  a  thing  bad  been  alleged  or 
suggested  by  any  of  the  architects.  The 
contract,  in  fact,  according  to  the  terms 
proposed,  miscarried  ;  and  it  being  im< 
possible  to  decide  on  a  succesBful  com- 
petitor, it  became  the  duty  of  the  OoTem- 
mcnt  to  choose  the  person  they  boliered 
to  be  the  best.  As  to  the  collateral  Report 
of  Messrs.  Shaw  and  Pownall,  those  gen- 
tlemen were  in  no  respect  the  Judges,  but 
were  simply  the  advisers  of  the  Judges ; 
and  be  believed  their  Report  was  disagreed 
^om  by  all  the  rarious  bodies  of  the  pro- 
fession, who  after  all  were  the  best  quali- 
fied to  deeide  with  respect  to  internal 
accommodation.  This  was  neither  the 
time  nor  the  place  to  discuss  the  question 
of  site;  but  he  belioTed  that  were  the  pro- 
fession consulted  they  would,  not  merely 
by  a  large  majority,  but  with  something 
like  unaaimity,  declare  that  the  present 
nte,  though  it  might  bo  less  ornamental, 
vas  much  more  useful  than  one  by  the 
river  side  would  be. 

Tna  MisacESS  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  was  anxious  that  there  should  be  no 
conflict  on  matters  of  fact.  In  page  11 
oftho  "Conditions"  it  was  said  that  the 
chief  point  to  be  considered  was  the  ques- 
tion of  accommodation  and  convenience. 
Now  it  was  not  merely  Messrs.  Shaw  and 
Fownall,  thi)  professional  assessors  of  the 
Judges  of  the  Designs,  but  Mr.  Cowper, 
Chairman  of  the  Judges  of  the  Designs 
who  reported  to  the  QoTcrnment  that  Mr. 
Barry's  designs  were  the  beat  with  regard 
to  convenience  of  plan  and  internal  ar- 
3S*  Lord  Chancellor 
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MZTBOPOLIB  LOCAL  ICANIGEMENT  ACTS 

AMKNBMSNT  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Metropolis  Local  Manage* 
ment  Acts  —  Was  presented  by  The  Biarquess 
Towmmnro;  read  1\  (No.  169.) 

Their  Lordships  having  gone  through 
the  BasinesB  on  the  Paper  without  dehate — 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Fire  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  half  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  June  22,  1808. 

MNUTES.]  —  ScLiOT  CoMMiTTu  —  Report  — 
Poor  Rates  Assessment  &c.  Committee 
[No.  843]. 

PuBUO  Bills — Resolutions  in  Committeo^^IfhTj 
and  Armj  Ezpenditare  *. 

CMerM^^Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  *. 

J^ur$i  Reading — Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy 
Act  Amendment*  [181]  ;  Poor  Law  and  Medi- 
eal  Inspectors  (Ireland)*  [183] ;  Lunatic 
Asylums  (Ireland)*  [1841. 

Sseond  Reading  —  Lands  Glauses  Consolidation 
Act  {I8i6)  Amendment*  [176];  Bank  of 
Bombay*  [178];  Prisons  (Scotland)  Adminis- 
tration Acts  Amendment*  [155];  Bankruptcy 
Aet(I861)  Amendment  [145]. 

JSefenidto  Select  Commttt^^— Prisons  (Scotland) 
Administration  Acts  Amendment*  [155]. 

Committee — Goyemment  of  India  Act  Amend- 
ment [01]— B.P. ;  County  General  Assess- 
nant  (Scotland)  {re-comm.)^  [1721;  Entail 
Amendiment  (Scotland)  (re-comm.)^  [140] ; 
Looal    GoTcmment    Supplemental    (No.  6)* 

£75] ;  Renewable  Leasehold  ConTcrsion  (Ire- 
Dd)  Act  Extension*  [61]. 

JUfpart — County  General  Assessment  (Scotland) 
(f^-eomm.)  *  [172]  ;  Entail  Amendment  (Scot- 
land (re^comm)*  [1401;  Local  Goyemment 
Supplemental  (No.  6)*  [1751;  Renewable 
Leasehold  Conversion  (Ireland)  Act  Exten- 
•ion*  [61-182]. 

Ccnsidered  as  am«iu^l$(2— Representation  of  the 
People  (Ireland)  [71];  Petroleum  Act  Amend- 
ment* [171]. 

Tkird  Reading  —  Boundary  *  [165] ;  Courts  of 
Chancery  and  Exchequer  (Ireland)  Fee  Funds  * 
£146]  and  passed, 

COINAGE— HALF-CROWNS. 

Sir  FREDERICK  HET6ATE  said, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Bzeheqaer,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  no 
Iialf-erowQ  pieces  have  been  coined  for 
tome  years  past  at  the  Mint,  and  if  it  is 
tbe  intention  to  allow  that    useful   coin 


ultimately  to  be  withdrawn  from  circu- 
lation ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER,  in  reply,  soiid,  it  was  true  that  no 
new  half-crowns  had  been  coined  for  fifteen 
years,  but  the  present  supply  was  adequate 
to  the  demand.  Half-crown  pieces  formed 
about  30  per  cent  of  the  8il?er  coinage, 
and  there  was  no  present  intention  of  witli- 
drawing  them  from  circulation. 

TENURE  OF  LAND  (IRELAND). 
QUESTION. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, If  it  be  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  issue  a  Royal  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  the  Tenure  and 
Occupation  of  Land  in  Ireland  ;  and,  if  so, 
when  will  the  Commission  be  issued  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO :  It  is  the  inten- 
tion, Sir,  of  the  Government  to  issue  the 
Commission  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
refers.  It  is  our  earnest  wish  to  endeavour 
to  induce  some  Members  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  to  serve  on  the  Commis- 
sion ;  but,  having  regard  to  the  Business 
of  both  Houses  and  the  convenience  of 
Members,  it  will  be  impossible  to  appoint 
the  Commission  until  the  termination  of 
the  Session. 

ex-governor  eyre— petition. 

QTJESTIOK. 

Mr.  GRENFELL  said,  he  wished  to 
preface  his  Question  on  this  subject  by  a 
few  remarks.  He  was  a  member  of  the 
Jamaica  Committee,  which  had  been  sub- 
ject to  the  unceasing  persecutions  of  an 
irresponsible  body  of  persons  signing  them- 
selves "  The  Eyre  Defence  Committee." 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  is  not  acting  in  accordance  with  the 
Rules  of  the  House  in  not  confining  him- 
self to  such  matter  as  is  necessary  for  ex- 
plaining the  grounds  on  which  he  puts  the 
Question. 

Mr.  GRENFELL  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  trespass  on  the  Rules  of  tlie  House,  and 
if  it  were  necessary  he  would  move  the 
Adjournment.  He  was  a  member  of  the 
Jamaica  Committee,  and  he  had  taken  it 
upon  himself  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bute,  On  what  grounds  he  stated,  on  Friday 
June  5th,  that  the  Petition  which  he  pre- 
sented praying  for  an  early  re-appointment 
of  Mr.  Eyre  to  Her  Majesty's  Colonial 
Service  was  signed  by  71  Peers,  6  Bishops, 


1631  3ffreh<ml  (OOMMOMS) 

20  Hembera  of  the  Houie  of  CommoDi,  |  W«itmmBtet 
40  Generah,  26  AJmir»)«,  400  Chrgjmea, '  ligned  thui 
Majok  a 
make  one  a 
himself  in  ( 
move  the  i 
Wheo  the 
handa  of  th< 
I  formation 


and  30,000  other  portona,  when,  in  fact, 
it  IB  only  eignod  by  3  Poera,  1  Biahop, 
6  Menibera  of  Parliament,  20  Genornli, 
9  Admirale,  171  Clergymen,  and  10,000 
other  persons  ?  lie  should  not  have  Ten- 
tured  to  osk  thia  Question  if  it  merely  con- 
tained a  Prayer  that  the  eipenaes  of  Go- 
Ternor  Eyre  should  he  paid  by  the  country,  |  Secretary  ai 
beoauae  there  would  be  nothing  asloniabing  |  ferring  to  G{ 
in  a  Petition  of  that  kind  from  a  large  i  make  use  ol 
numhcr  of  irresponsible  persons  who  might  tlie  Secreta: 
not  have  had  the  blue  books  before  tbem, '  ment  in  qu 
and  might  bave  signed  the  Petition  in'Uembcr  for 
ignorance  of  the  faoti.  mistake  tha 

Ur.  speaker  :  I  think  the  hon.  the  member 
Member  has  now  staled  oTerything  ne-  miltee  were 
cesaary  to  give  tho  information  he  desires  statement  t 
to  coDToy.  public. 

Mr.  LAMONT  aaid,  he  must  beg  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  while  he  gavo  a  THE  CAT 
brief  eiplanation  oF  the  oircumstancea  at-  »  .  f 
tending  the  exaggerated  atatement  referred  ■  _.„ij  i, 
to.  When  that  Petition  wag  gWon  to  him  g.  .  i  p 
for  presentation  to  tlie  House  it  was  ac-  _  .,  . 
•  I  L  L  •  »  1.  •  -  ■.■  aware  that 
compamed  by  a  abort  statement  in  writing,     ,      y.,      , 

purporting  to  be  an  analysis  or  summary  .,  .  .i.  t  • 
of  the  Petiliouers.  He  did  what  he  ima-  f'f.  *'^,''/"!' 
gined  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke-upon-  "*"*' "  ^°"' 
Trent  or  any  other  Member  of  thia  House 
would  have  done— he  did  not  analyse  thia 
immenae  number  of  namea  himself;  but  lie 
accepted  the  written  atatement  as  being  Itiuiia ;" 
aubstantially  correct,  and  he  read  it  to  the  whether  the 
House.  He  had  now  to  express  his  regret  this  determi 
that  he  committed  himself  to  an  nninten-  with  what  si 
tionaj  eiaggeration  of  the  numbers,  and  port  of  the 
he  trusted  that  the  Uouae  would  belioTe  I  Congress  wil 
him  when  he  said  that  ho  staled  that  which  |  Lord  ST 
he  beliered  at  the  time  to  be  strictly  cor-  I  cannot  gi< 
rcct.  It  appeared  that  this  exaggeration  i  oiation  be  ' 
of  the  numbers  was  oansed  by  the  clerk  I  paragraph  ir 
who  made  up  tho  statement  aiipposing  tbat  I  tion  rafera  a 
he  was  entitled  to  include  as  Petitioners  i  called  the  ] 
all  those  nho  had  aubicribed  sums  of  monoy,  |  sress  bate 
hoireTer  small,  to  Mr.  Byre's  Defence  and  '  Zurich.  No 
Aid  Fund.  Witli  regard  to  the  latter  part  |  has,  howere 
of  the  lion.  Member  a  Question,  of  which  [  and  I  am  no 
he  had  private  notice,  he  begged  to  say  j  has  been  mi 
that,  considering  tho  vast  preponderance  |  Question. 
of  opinion  in  favour  of  hia  distinguished  I 
friend  among  tlio  educated  and  enliglit-  ' 
ened  classes  of  the  community,  and  ospe-  MERCL 

cially  among  those  wlio  know  anytliiog 
about  tlio  colonies,  he  apprehended  that 
tliore  would  not  ho  tho  slightest  difficulty 
before  tho  prorogation  in  procuring  a  Sup- 
plementary Petition  from  the  borough  of 
Stoke- upon- Trent  and  the  borough  of 
Mr,  OrtnftU 


"  Detsnniac 
ment  to  appoii 
oonsldec  tha  ] 
PloguB   in    il 


Mr.  can 
ask  the  Vii 
Trade,  If  ) 
for  tho  ain< 
the    Merclia 
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Table  of  th«  Hoqh  iMfore  tho  dote  of  the 
Seuion,  tliat  the  Couotrj  may  hwe  an 
<^poTtDDitj  of  oonsidering  its  proTiiiona 
before  the  meeting  of  the  neit  Parlia- 
nwnif 

Ur.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  in  replj, 
that,  when  it  beosme   erident  that  there 

,  ,  -  .1  >       n'li     1  '  (lUNB     UI     LJ1(?     X^VUiraillV     V'UUilEJIIIHIUII     [ISTU 

.»  .0  ol..»«  of  p...,Dg  a,,.  B,ll  d.nng  .,„j  ,^  .      J  j  ^     ,  ^ 

Mflnt  nnaRtnn.    tha  ilrancrhtRmBn  wan     _  ...  f'^ . 


THE    NEUTRALITY   COMMISSION. 

ttOMTIOtT, 

Ub.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  aaid,  he  would 
beg  to  aak  the  Secretary  of  Stale  for  Fo- 
reign Affair*,  Whellier  the  Recommenda- 
tions of  the  Neutrality  CommiiBion  have 


the  praHQt  Scaaton,  the  draDghtsn 

diraeled  to   employ   hioigelf  on    work 

gT.Mjr   .mrg™,,    ..d    ll.«;«l«'f    !l>»igi,i.g  efel  lo  then,? 

.iH>»lid.l.on  of  th.   M.,ob,nl   Sh.ppmB  i     i,„«„  STANLEY  :  Sir,  I  Im.o  rood  tl,o 


.   QoTemment ;  and,  if  bo,  whether  a  Mea- 
irill  be  introdaced  for  the  purpose  of 


Acta  WBB  not  proceeded  with  with  aa  macb 
npidity  u  before.     He  hoped,  h< 
lay  the  Bill  on  the  table  before  the 


Report  of  the  Neutrality   CommisBioners 
ith  great  interest   and  nttention,    and  I 


lay  the  Bill  on  the  table  before  the  end  ,_  .u  .  ■     .u  „    i  .  r  .i,.- 

■/th.  s...i.o.  „a  .0  di.«b.,.  i,  >o:'i:z;^":^'jriTjrsi*.[ 


Members  lulfciently  early  for  those 
irttra  interested  in  the  question  lo  express 
anopiDion  upon  it  in  ample  time  before  the 
awetiDg  of  the  next  Paiiiament. 


MBTEOPOLIS— THE  EIVER  THAMES  AT 
BARKING.— (QUESTION. 
LoBD    EUSTACB    CECIL    said,    he 


recommendntioui  Her  Majeatj's  Gofern' 
ment  entirely  concur.  But  with  regard  to 
the  details  of  tho«e  recommendations  I 
require  more  leisure  than  I  hare  yet 
had  for  considering  them  before  1  give 
on  opinion  upon  them.  In  the  actual  state 
of  BuiinesB  I  conceiTe  that  it  wonid  be 
quite  useless  to  attempt  to  legislate  on 
the  subject  during  the  present  Session ; 
but  if  I  have  the  opportunity  I  shall  oer- 


wmld  hw  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  ]  '"'"[7  ^°  preparod  "  ^o  so  when  the  new 


In  the  Home  Department,  What  ateps  hi 
BMaiu  to  tale  with  regard  lo  the  Memorial 
tiiat  has  been  addressed  lo  him  by  the 
'Viear  and  other  Inhabitants  of  Barking 
nIatiTe  to  the  state  of  the  Rirer  Thames 
b  that  neighbonrhood  ? 

Mb.  QATHORNB  HARDY  aaid,  In 
npty,  that  he  receiTed  on  Saturday  last  a 
Aemmnoioation  from  the  Thames  CoDser*a- 
-  ion  on  the  sabjeot  referred  to  in  the  nobli 


Parhnment  meets. 


METROPOLITAN  POLICE,  — ftUESTIO.N. 
Mb.  OROVE  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
tho  Secretary  of  Slftie  for  the  Home  De> 
partment,  Whether  the  official  restrictions 
imposed  for  so  many  years  on  the  late 
Surgeon  in  Chief  of  the  Uetropolilan  Po- 
I  lice  Force,  and  announced  as  a  necessity 


Lerd'a  Question,  stating  that  they  had  not  \  („  the  candidate,  on  his  retirement,  ha/e 
Mmpleted  their  invest igat ion  ;  and  he  did  j  (,<,on  entirely  relaied,  notwithstanding  that 


■Ol  wish  to  lake  any  further 
flw  inquiry  was  complete. 


POST  OFFICE— LONDON  LETTER 
CARRIERS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BATHURST  aaid,  he  wished  to 
■alt  the  Seerelary  to  the  Treasury,  Why  a 
Ms»d  etaodard  of  height  is  required  for 
Iiondon  Letter  Carriers  f 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
ifaat  great  iDconyetuence  to  the  publia  ser- 
Tis«  arose  some  years  ago  from  the  want 
pt  Bome  standard  of  physical  strength  in 
010  minor  Departments  of  the  Post  Office. 
!riia  itandord  of  height  had  been  altered 
Broas  time  to  time;  and  bo  knew  oF  no 
raaaon  why  the  present  standard  should  be 
■walained,  except  that  an  ample  supply 
at  candidates  for  the  Bervica  could  he 
ibtoioed  at  that  standard. 


the  strength  of  the  Police  Porce  has  so 
materially  increased ;  and,  whether  the 
present  Chief  Surgeon  is  required  to  visit 
tho  lick  of  the  different  diTisions,  and  per- 
form the  other  duties  of  his  office  in  the 
same  manner  as  his  predecessor,  who  wna 
prohibited  from  engaging  in  private  prac- 
tice } 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  In  reply, 
eaid,  he  found  that  in  April  1866,  while 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  (Sir 
George  Grey)  was  at  Ihe  Home  Office, 
the  relaxation  of  iho  rule  in  regard  to  that 
matter  was  first  made.  Mr.  Holmes  was 
allowed  to  talte  private  practice  on  con- 
dition that  the  salary,  which  hod  been 
£800,  was  reduced  to  £500,  and  that  he 
should  at  all  times  be  available  fur  police 
duty,  Mr.  Holmes  undertook  so  to  be, 
and  there  was  no  complaint  of  his  not 
having  attended  to  that  duty. 


less 


Hvtr  in  tit 


ICOMHOIIBI 


k 


ARMY— NON-PURCHASE  CORPS. 

(JDEailON. 

Mr.  CBILDERS  Btld,  he  woold  beg  to 
«Bk  the  Seeretarj  of  State  for  War,  Whe-  , 
tber  the  Government  bave  jet  decided  on  I 
KD  amended  scheme  of  retirement  from  I 
the  noD-purchaie  corpi  ;  and  if,  before 
taking  tlie  Vote  for  Retired  Officers  in  the  | 
Aroij  EBtim&tea,  he  will  lay  upon  the  | 
Table  anj  Correspondence  on  the  anbject , 
betneen  the  Departmenta  of  Goremmeut,  | 
and  the  actaary'a  oaloulations  of  the  cost  j 
of  the  plan  proposed  bj  the  Select  Com-  I 
mitiea  of  last  jear  ?  , 

Sia  JOHN  PAEINOTON,  in  repl;,  | 
uid,  lie  was  not  ftble  to  laj  that  the  Go- 
vernment bad  yet  come  to  a  decision  on 
the  subject,  which  waa  one  that  must  be 
YBTj  carefullj  considered.  They  bad  a  plan 
before  them,  and  the  Report  of  an  actuary, 
and  information  received  from  other  quar- 
tera ;  and  if  he  could  devise  a  plan  that 
would  reoeive  the  sanction  of  the  Govern- 
ment, be  would  lay  it  on  the  table  in  tha 
ooorse  of  the  Session,  in  order  to  act  on  it 
bereafler.  It  was  more  desirable  that  the 
plan  should  be  prepared  with  due  caution 
that  that  it  should  be  prepared  quicklj. 
The  subject  was  not  a  pressing  one,  and 
there  was  no  immediate  bnrry.  The  really 
inpOTtant  object  was  to  have  the  plan  pre- 
pared with  the  greatest  care.  There  was 
'  no  Correspondence,  and  he  waa  sure  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  ask  him  to  produce 
any  Official  Minutes.  He  had  no  objection 
to  give  bim  the  Report  of  the  actuary,  if 
he  would  move  for  it. 

ARMT— CASE  OF  CAPTAIN  BROOKE. 

qOBBTIOHS. 

Mb.  STACPOOLE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  is  trne,  as  alleged  in  The  Pall 
Mall  GaztlU  of  the  13th  instant,  that 
Captain  Brooke,  of  the  Royal  Military 
College,  Sandhurst,  has  been  under  arreat 
for  one  month  without  being  brought  to  a 
Court  Martial  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  re- 
ply, that  it  was  quite  true  that  Captain 
Brooke  waa  under  "  open  "  arrest  for 
nearly  a  month  ;  but  the  course  pursued 
with  respect  to  him  was  quite  in  accordance 
with  the  ISili  Article  of  War. 

Caftaim  VIVIAN  said,  be  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  be  will  lay  npon  the  Table  of 
the  House  Copy  of  iho  Correspondanoe 
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and  only  1,216  of  these  2,036  were  from 
fever;— there  was  great  hope  that  the 
fever  was  dying  out.  The  proposed  sani- 
tary measures,  if  fairly  carried  out  in  Port 
Louis,  may  greatly  diminish  the  chance  of 
its  recurrence. 

SEA  FISnERIES  BILL--[Bill  170]. 

(Mtr,  Stejphen  Cave,  Mr,  Edward  Egerton, 

Mr,  ShaW'Lefevre,) 

lords'  amendments. 

Lords'  Amendments  considered. 

Amendments,  as  far  as  the  Amendment 
I«eaTe  out  Clause  46,  agreed  to, 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the   Bouse  to  the 
Amendments   which   had   been    made   in 
**  another  place."    Two  years  ago  the  late 
Go? emment  had  brought  under  considcra- 
tioD  a  Bill  for  facilitating  the  establish- 
moot  of  oyster   fisheries.     Lord  Derby's 
Administration  took  it  up,  deyoted  much 
attention   to   it,  improved   it   and  passed 
it    into    a  law.     It   was   working    well. 
Many  applications  had  taken  place  under 
the  Act  for  the  establishment  of  oyster 
'r    fisheries,  and  so  far  as  he  know,  the  mea- 
2i    anre  was  giving  general  satisfaction.     In 
>    the  Sea  Fisheries  Bill  it  was  thought  de- 
ii^ '  airaUe  that  all  the   statutes   relating  to 
Ma  fisheries  should  be  consolidated   into 
^  flia»  and  therefore  the  Oyster  Bill  was  put 
^  into  the  Sea  Fisheries  Bill  as  a  matter  of 
ion.    Important  Amendments  had 
made  in  the  Bill  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
^    wbiohy  if  adopted  by  Parliament,  would  go 
^.  far  to  defeat  all  the  main  objects  of  the 
W:_  VMaanre  intended  to  encourage  the  cstab- 
^'  Sahment  of  oyster  fisheries.     It  might  be 
ICv.Vight  enough  to  amend,  but  it  was  not 
^.j;tfiO   proper  way    of   doing   it  in  a  Con- 
V:aolidation  Bill   without  notice   or    discus- 
^f^aion.     If  the   Oyster  Fisheries   Act  was 
:--  to  be  repealed,  it  should  bo  brought  under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament ;  the  ob- 
jeet  ahould  not  be  effected  in  an  indirect 
■lAiiner  by  the  insertion  of  Amendments 
i&  a  consolidating  Bill  by  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.     The  Bill  enabled  persons 
to  appropriate  unproductive,  useless  areas 
L.  'M  the  sea-shore  for  the  cultivation  of 
^^•yaters;  but  care  was  to  bo  taken  that  all 
^\-. proprietary   and   other  rights   should   be 
-.'   fioapacted,  that  all  parties  concerned  should 
Vr:.;JiaYO  doe  notice  and   an   opportunity  of 
" .  iwiog  heard  against  any  such  appropriation 
V^'of  the  sea-shore — not  only  before  the  Board 
if  Trade,  but  if  they  thouj^ht  fit  before  a 
Soleet  Committee  of  the  House,  as  in  the 
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case  of  a  private  Bill.     There  were  many 
parts  of  the  sea-shore  which  might  be  ap- 
priated  to  oyster  beds  without  injury  to 
anybody ;    but  unless   private  rights,  fre- 
quently of  undefined  and  valueless  character, 
were  barred,  after  persons  had  received  a 
grant  and  gone  to  a  great  expense  in  laying 
down  oysters  the  persons  who  had  rights 
of  dredging  might  come  and  dredge  tbeni 
all  up.     He  would  bar  any  such  right;  but 
he  would  not  do  so   without  notice,  and 
consent  or  compensation.      What,   then, 
had  been   done  ?     The   House  of   Lords 
said  that  it  was  right  that  areas  of  the  sea- 
shore  should   be  appropriated    to   oyster 
fisheries  ;  but  they  inserted  clauses  to  the 
effect  that  the  Board  of  Trade  Order  should 
bar  no  rights  except  those  of  parties  who 
had  given  their  consent.  Now,  what  would 
be   the  effect  of  this  ?     There  might  be 
the  inhabitants  of    a   village  who   might 
have  undefined  prescriptive  rights  though 
of   no    real  value,   whose  consent    could 
not  be  obtained,  and  they  might  lie   by 
whilst  the  Order  was  obtained,  and  then 
after  the  unfortunate  grantee  had  invested 
his  money  they  might  come  forward  and  say 
that  their  consent  had  not  been  obtained, 
and  therefore  they  had  the  right  to  take 
the  oysters.      Certain  Scotch  proprietors 
appeared   to   think   that   there  was  some 
intention  to  interfere  with  their  foreshore 
rights  ;  but  they  would  find  that  this  mea- 
sure for  the  promotion  of  the  oyster  fishe- 
ries would  be  most  beneficial  to  them  in  the 
end.     He  thought  that  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments ought  to  be  rejected — in  the  first 
place,  because  what  they  proposed  to  do  was 
not  a  fair  mode  of  defeating  the  intentions  of 
the  Legislature  when  it  passed  the  Oyster 
Fisheries  Act.     The  clause  in  that  Act 
which  he  supported  was  the  law  of  the 
land.     If,  however,  it  could  be  shown  that 
under  the  existing  law  adequate  compen- 
sation was  not  given  for  the  interference 
with  the  rights  of  any  person  where  they 
were  affected  injuriously  by  any  provisional 
Order  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  he  should 
be  ready  to  accede  to  an  extension  of  that 
law  in  order  to  secure  that  object.     The 
Lords'   Amendments  did  not  provide  for 
the  compensation  of  individuals  for  such 
an  infringement  of  their  rights,  and,  there- 
fore,  he   moved  that,   instead    of    those 
Amendments,  a  clause  be  inserted  in  the 
Bill  providing  that  the  Lands  Glauses  Acts 
should   be  deemed  to  be  incorporated  in 
every  Order  of  the  Board  of  Trade  made 
under  this  Act,  and  that  grantees  should 
make  full  compensation  uuder  the  Lands 

3  0 


w 


1859  Sm  Fitheriei  Ml—  ICOMMONS) 
CUnBei  Aet>  to  all  pertoni  whose  righti  of  |  t1i«  Board  o 
fishing  or  any  of  whose  richts  wore  injn- 1  ment  in  th< 
riouslj  affected  by  nny  Board  of  TrsdDlment  for  tt 
Order,  or  by  nny  c[)iifirn)ii)f[  Act,  under  the  I  bad  bcon  n 
Oystor  Fisberiea  Act  of  1866.  jclearlj  eon 

LoftVB  out  Clftuso  46.  tl.o  neit  Amend- 1  f  "j"'"^*^", 
ment.  rend  «  second  time.  j  ^^^^  ^^^ 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  he  could  ment,  who 
not  deny  that  he  preferred  the  ckuBeR  ni  icrupuloua. 
they  Blood  in  ihe  Bill  passed  by  ilmt  Houge,  .\mendmeni 
and  he  certainly  agreed  nith  the  right  only  cases  i 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ashlon  grant  oyste 
(hat  this  alteration  would  to  Home  extent  which  no  o); 
ourtftil  and  fclter  the  operntiun  of  the  :  they  should 
Board  of  Trade,  and  so  far  impede  the  tcction  to  v 
granting  of  Orders  for  oyster  fisheries.  '  was  prabal 
At  the  same  time  there  was  considerable  [legislation  o 
force  in  the  arguments  which  induced  the  :  thcro  n-ould 
House  of  Lords  to  adopt  these  Amend-  |  thrown  in  t 
roents — namely,  that  a  GoTemment  De-  .  and  especii 
partmcnt  ought  not  to  hsTe  the  power  of  ^  Boston  Dee 
interfering  with  or  toking  away  any  pro-  1  mussel  span 
pertyor  right,  however  small  or  ill-dolined,  '  proposed asi 
but  thnt  such  power  ought  to  bo  vested  in  ;  of  the  Landi 
Parliament  alone.  Inserting  the  Amend- i  hardly  nieel 
ments  in  a  consolidating  Aet  might  not  limply  prori 
have  been  the  belt  way  of  proceeding  j)  perty  vompi 
but  they  knew  that  it  was  the  constant  j  jeetion  madt 
practice  of  Parliament  to  unite  omend- ( at  all  to  ti 
ment  with  consolidation,  and  he  did  not  ;gi»cn  by  it 
think  that  they  could  find  fault  with  I  regretted  t): 
the  House  of  Lords  on  such  a  ground.  I  made.  On 
The  House  of  Lords  thought  that  the  be  inclined 
power  ought  to  be  vealcd  in  Parliament  I  defer  to  the 
alone  to  take  anoy  rights,  and  that  it 'place"  for 
would  bo  hard  to  call  upon  people  to  defend  |  the  property 
their  rights  before  Parliament  because  the  j  was  hardly  i 
Board  of  Trade  had  made  an  Order  which  :  of  the  rig) 
would  curtRJI  those  rights.  Very  high  I  this  matter, 
legal  authority  had  declared  that  the  clauses  menli,  rathe 
in  the  Oyster  Fisheries  Bill  were  hardly  '  the  Bill  altc 
constitutional,  and  ought  not  to  hsTe  I  Act  prored 
passed  in  1866.  That  was  a  question  ;  nocesaary  t 
which  ho  must  lenre  the  right  hon.  Gen-  |  Board  of  Ti 
tiemao  to  settle  with  a  former  and  probably  i  future  subst 
future  Colleague  of  his  own  ;  which,  if  Sib  AND 
they  might  judge  from  the  ordinary  aources  '  Hered  that 
of  information,  he  would  not  find  a  rery  .  Amendment 
easy  task.  On  the  other  hand,  it  might  |  conferred  b 
aid  that  in  practice  the  present  Board  !  ago.     lie  tr 


of  Trade  had  been  bo  careful  of  existing 
interests  that  not  only  had  there  been  no 
ohjeclions  on  that  score  in  respect  of  any 
of  the  Orders  already  issued,  but  they  had 
drawn  upon  themselres  complaints,  he 
might  eren  say  taunts,  from  people  speak- 
ing and  writing  in  the  interest  of  applicants 
for  grants  of  oyster  fisheries,  on  the  ground 
of  their  being  unduly  rcrnpulousi  Bo  that 
Mr.  Mlntr  Oibton 
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■ubJ60t»  and  the  only  complaint  that  had 
aince  been  made  with  regard  to  the  work- 
ing of  that  Act  was  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  put  lis  provisioDs  into  force  too 
cautioaslj.  It  was  preposterous  to  ima- 
gine that  the  House  of  Lords  would,  if  the 
Amendments  were  rejected,  throw  out  the 
Bill,  because  by  so  doing  they  would  leave 
the  law  precisely  in  the  state  of  which 
they  complained.  He  therefore  trusted 
that  the  House  would  not  consent  to 
Amendments  which  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  did  not  attempt  to 
defend,  and  which  would  entirely  defeat  a 
Bill  which  had  been  very  beneficial  to  the 
pablic*  and  was  only  objected  to  by  certain 
oeotch  Lords,  who,  not  content  with  owning 
•  great  part  of  Scotland,  wished  to  extend 
their  imaginary  rights  e?en  into  the  8ea. 

General  DUNNE  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  House  would  accept  these  clauses  which 
lied  been  inserted  in  the  Bill  with  the 
strictest  attention  to  public  rights,  and  in 
therough  harmony  with  the  spirit  of  the 
Conetitution. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  at  the  Bill  originally  stood  owners  of 
fereshore  were  liable  to  deprivation  of  their 
rights  by  an  Order  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
eonfirmed  by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
the  enly  way  in  which  they  could  preserve 
their  rights  was  by  defending  them  in  the 
peaaage  of  the  Act  through  Parliament. 
The  Honse  of  Lords  perceived  that  this 
waa  a  very  strong  piece  of  legislation. 
Mid  they  now  endeavoured  by  these  clauses 
to  provide  a  remedy;  for  it  certainly  was 
hard  that  a  man  who  had  bond  fde  rights 
over  a  fishery  should  be  deprived  of  those 
rigbtB,  however  desirous  he  was  of  preser- 
▼log  and  exercising  them,  or  be  compelled 
to  oppose  the  passage  of  a  Bill  through 
Parliament. 

Mb.  LAWSON  said,  that  the  working 
of  the  Act  had  been  attended  with  great 
benefit  in  Ireland,  and  it  was  unreasonable 
that  to  well-considered  a  measure  as  this 
had  proved  to  be  should  be  defeated  by  a 
aide-wind,  as  now.  contemplated  by  the 
Other  branch  of  the  Legislature.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  tendency  of  the 
Atoendments  was  not  so  much  to  protect 
real  rights  as  to  give  a  colour  to  imaginary 
rightfly  and  thus  occasion  useless  litiga- 
tion. 

Ha.  WALDBGRAVE-LESLIE  said, 
ho  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Aahton-nnder-Lyne  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 
aa  regarded  oyster  fisheries;  but  must  re- 
mind him  that  other  rights  were  affected 


by  the  clause  in  question.  For  instance, 
Ilastings  had  an  ancient  charter  giving  its 
corporation  a  right  to  take  shingle  from 
the  foreshore  to  mend  the  roads;  the  Board 
of  Trade,  however,  instead  of  inquiring  as 
to  the  right  exercised  under  this  charter, 
sent  its  circular  ordering  coastguard  o£Scers 
to  report  oases  of  removal  of  shingle,  and 
thus  interfered  with  the  unquestionable 
rights  of  the  people.  The  question  was  a 
serious  one  for  Ilastings,  because  metal 
for  the  roads  other  than  shingle  cost  the 
corporation  almost  as  much  as  coal. 

Mr.  COLERIDGE  said,  he  feared  the 
Attorney  General  argued  on  the  erroneous 
baeis  that  it  was  desirable  to  grant  rights 
for  compensation,  and  to  treat  the  matter 
entirely  as  a  private  concern,  without  ad- 
mitting thoso  large  considerations  to  which 
a  great  Government  Department  ought 
always  to  give  due  weight.  The  power 
of  the  Crown  over  foreshores  had  been 
vested  in  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  adminis- 
tered by  that  Department  to  the  general 
satisfaction.  He  highly  approved  the  Cir- 
cular of  the  Board  recently  presented  to 
the  House,  because  it  dealt  with  foreshores 
on  the  principle  that  the  public  was  con- 
cerned in  them.  The  case  quoted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hastings  (Mr.Waldegrave- 
Leslie)  did  not  affect  the  expediency  of  is- 
suing a  general  Order  by  the  Board  of 
Trade.  No  doubt  a  simple  representation 
from  the  Corporation  of  Hastings  would 
have  secured  a  due  consideration  for  its 
rights  under  the  Royal  Charter. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  ho 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Exeter  (Mr.  Coleridge)  had  failed  to  ap- 
preciate the  point  under  discussion.  The 
more  careful  legislators  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  with  whom  he  agreed,  objected  to 
depriving  subjects  by  force  of  rights  they 
had  long  enjoyed.  [Mr.  Milner  Gibson: 
There  is  compensation  provided  for.]  That 
was  precisely  what  the  Lords  objected  to. 
Rights  were  to  be  taken  away  by  force  and 
compensation  given.  The  only  argument 
used  against  the  view  taken  by  the  other 
House  was  that  some  parties  would  lie  by 
by  design  while  their  rights  were  being 
dealt  with  ;  but  the  Lords  said  that  if  the 
rights  of  individuals  were  to  bo  interfered 
with  it  should  be  done  by  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament, and  not  by  a  Government  Depart- 
ment. 

Mb.  H.  BAILLIE  said,  he  trusted  the 
House  of  Lords'  proviso  would  be  main- 
tained as  far  as  Scotch  foreshores  were 
concerned;  but  if  the  Irish  Members  parti- 
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cularif  wiahed  to  hnvo  t)ieir  foroahorei  I 
placed  entirely  at  the  dispoinl  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  hj'sM  means  let  it  be  bo. 

Sir  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  said,  tLat 
parties  nliose  riglitB  were  affected  liad 
ample  means  fur  proteclin);  tbcir  interests. 
Their  Lordaliips  appeared  to  attacli  some 
peculiar  Bacrodnesa  to  ttia  riglits  of  fore- 
sliorcB  wliich  entitled  them  to  be  treated 
ill  a  diifoi'cnt  manner  to  that  in  wliicli 
Farliameiit  bad  acted  in  Banclioning  IdcIu- 
■ure«  and  all  public  i m prove m en ts. 

Mb.  CItAUFURD  snid,  be  must  com- 
plain Tory  strongly  of  tbe  language  oF  tlie 
Circular  drawn  up  by  the  Bonid  of  Trade. 
Tlie  Crown  having  alirnys  failed  to  estab- 
liib  their  rights  to  the  foreshores  in  Scot- 
land in  a  Btraigbtforirard  manner,  it  nas 
no»  Bought  to  circumvent  the  proptietors 
of  fore^ihareR  by  the  systematic  course  of 
action  laid  down  for  the  Department. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  it  was  altogether 
a  mi»lake  (o  suppose  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  were  grasping  at  any  jurisdiction. 
Tbe  Bill  merely  recited  the  law  as  it  now 
atood;  and  it  was  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament wlio  iviahed  to  niter  the  law,  and 
doprire  the  Crown  of  its  rights.  The  Crown 
in  tbis  case  was  hut  the  personification  of 
tbe  publio  interests,  and  tbe  Board  of 
Trade,  in  the  name  of  the  Crown,  were 
merely  protecting  the  public.  He  recom- 
ueiidcd  ihe  House  to  let  well  alone,  and 
not  to  alter  the  eitating  slate  of  the  law, 

Mr.  MILNBR  GIBSON'  aaid,  he  wished 
to  ciplnin.  He  had  been  misunderstood 
by  tho  learned  Attorney  General.  The 
Uotion  affected  do  rights,  altered  no  pro- 
prietary rights,  and  set  up  no  titles.  Hii 
only  object  was  to  apply  to  rights  orer  the 
sea-shore  the  same  formula  which  was  ap- 
plied to  rights  over  Innd — namely,  consent 
or  compensation.  But  their  Lordships 
would  have  no  compensation. 

Motion  made,  snd  Qaestioa  pot,  "  That 
this  Hauae  doth  disagree  with  Tho  Lords 
in  the  laid  Amendment." — (^r.  J^ilner 
Oibion.) 

The  House  divided:— A  jet  125  ;  Noes 
133  :  Majority  8. 

ADiendmcDt  agreed  to. 

Amendmenla,  as  far  as  tbe  Amendment 
Clause  B,  agreed  to. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE,  in  moving  the 
insertion  of  Clause  B,  as  inserted  by  the 
Lords,  said,  he  should  like  to  soy  a  few 
words  on  this  Amendment.  lu  1839  « 
CoDvemion  was  concluded  with  France 
itr.  H.  Baillif 
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ished  by  the  new  CoDTention,  inasmuch  as 
the  close  time  had  been  cut  short  by  six 
weeks ;  and  he  need  scarcely  say  that  if 
the  Bill  were  thrown  out,  or  tho  Conven- 
tion suspended,  and  the  old  Convention 
consequently  ipto  facto  revived,  the 
Irish  banks  would  be  exposed  to  the 
danger  of  which  the  Irish  Members  were 
now  afraid,  for  six  weeks  longer.  What- 
erer  might  be  the  ancient  doctrine  of 
mare  elausum,  or  property  in  the  bed  of 
the  sea,  an  opinion  had  been  given  by  the 
Iiaw  0£Scers  of  both  countries  that  the 
Irish  Fishery  Board  never  had  any  autlio- 
rity  outside  the  three-mile  limit ;  nnd  when 
it  was  represented  that  the  interests  of 
Ireland  were  sacrificed  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  Irish  Sea  was  left  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  position  ns  the  Bristol 
Channel,  and  the  iriiole  of  the  seas  wash- 
ing Scotland  oud  England  beyond  the 
Bnglish  Channel,  in  all  of  which  were 
Talttable  oyster  beds.  Moreover,  Ireland 
waa  left  in  this  better  position  according  to 
her  own  views,  inasmuch  os  she  had  tho 
power  of  completely  regulating  the  fisheries 
within  three  miles.  It  had  been  asked, 
why  should  we  not  have  a  close  time  for 
oysters  as  well  as  for  grouse  or  partridges  ? 
Bot  oysters  did  not  sit  upon  eggs,  and 
eTeryone  knew,  in  reference  even  to  game, 
tbat  close  time  was  of  no  use,  unless  suffi- 
cient birds  were  left  to  breed.  It  was  not 
dredging  in  close  time  which  had  dimin- 
ished the  supply  of  oysters,  but  partly 
failnre  of  spat  and  partly  over  dredging  in 
open  time.  Hence  the  scarcity  wus  felt  in 
France,  where  close  time  was  strictly  ob- 
■enred.  When  oysters  were  taken  in  a 
aielc,  unhealthy  state,  it  was  when  they 
bad  just  spawned.  Like  other  fish,  they 
were  wholesome  shortly  before  spawning, 
when  their  capture,  of  course,  still  more 
prevented  increase  of  brood.  But  he  must 
say,  with  alt  deference,  that  this  desire  on 
the  part  of  Ireland  to  obtain  powers  to 
which  she  had  no  claim  by  law,  and  which 
ahe  bad  never  exercised,  ought  scarcely  to 
bave  been  made  a  ground  for  impeding  a 
ConTcntion  concluded  nearly  two  years 
ago  with  a  friendly  Power— a  Convention 
in  which  that  Power  made  considerable 
concessions,  and  the  principles  of  which 
bad  received  the  approbation  of  the  late  as 
well  as  of  the  present  Government.  It 
would  not  have  been  creditable  to  this 
country  to  inform  France  that  we  could 
sol  carry  out  our  engagements  becnuBO  a 
aeetion  of  Parliament  endeavoured,  by  op- 
posing this  Bill,  to  obtain  concessions  at 


variance  with  the  principle  of  entire  free- 
dom in  the  open  sea,  to  which  we  endea- 
voured throughout  the  discussions  to  obtain 
the  assent  of  the  French  Government.  In 
order  to  avoid  this  the  noble  Duke  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  reluct- 
antly consented  to  the  introduction  of  this 
clause,  to  which  he  moved  that  this  House 
do  now  agree— 

"The  Irish  Fishery  Oommissionerfl  may  from 
Time  to  Time  lay  before  Her  Majesty  in  Council 
Byelaws  for  the  Purpose  of  restricting  or  regu- 
lating tho  dredging  for  Oysters  on  any  Oyster 
Beds  or  Banks  situate  within  the  Distance  of 
Twenty  Miles,  measured  from  a  straight  Lino 
drawn  from  Wicklow  Head  to  Carnsore  Point  on 
the  Coast  of  Ireland,  but  outside  of  the  exclusive 
Fishery  Limits  of  the  British  Islands,  and  all 
such  Byelaws  shall  apply  equally  to  all  Boats 
and  Persons  on  whom  they  may  be  binding.  It 
shall  be  lawful  for  llcr  Majesty,  by  Order  in 
Council,  to  do  all  or  any  of  the  following  things — 
namely,  (a)  To  direct  that  such  Byelaws  shall  be 
observed  ;  (b)  To  impose  Penalties  not  exceeding^ 
Twenty  Pounds  for  the  Breach  of  such  Byelaws ; 
(c)  To  apply  to  the  Breach  of  such  Byelaws  such 
(if  any)  of  tho  Enactments  in  force  respecting  tho 
Breach  of  the  Regulations  respecting  Irish  Oyster 
Fisheries  within  the  exclusive  Fishery  Limits  of 
tho  British  Islands,  and  with  such  Modifications 
and  Alterations  as  may  bo  found  desirable ;  (d) 
To  revoke  or  alter  any  Order  so  made.  Pro- 
yidcd  that  tho  Length  of  Close  Time  prescribed 
by  any  such  Order  sliall  not  bo  shorter  than  that 
prescribed  for  tho  Time  being  by  tho  Irish  Fishery 
Commissioners  in  respect  of  Beds  or  Banks  with- 
in the  exclusive  Fishery  Limits  of  the  British 
Islands.  Every  such  Order  shall  be  binding  on  all 
British  Sea-Fishing  Boats,  and  on  any  other  Sea- 
Fishing-Boats  in  that  Behalf  specified  in  the  Order, 
and  on  the  Crews  of  such  Boats." 

Clause  B,  the  next  Amendment,  read  a 
second  time. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  that  Ireland  had 
great  cause  to  complain  of  the  three-mile 
limit,  because  the  greater  portion  of  some 
of  their  most  valuahle  oyster  beds  were 
outside  that  distance,  and  consequently 
the  great  difficulty  was  how  to  protect  that 
portion  which  was  outside  the  municipal 
limit.  He  objected  to  the  power  of 
makiufr  by-laws  being  taken  from  the 
Sea  Fisheries  Commissioners  and  placed 
in  tho  Board  of  Trade.  At  present  every 
person  interested  in  the  oyster  fishery  had 
full  opportunities  of  making  objections, 
and  in  that  respect  the  system  had  been 
found  to  work  well.  But  it  was  now  pro- 
posed to  put  an  end  to  that  system,  and 
instead  of  their  being  one  set  of  by-laws 
and  one  uniform  limit,  the  Bill  would 
create  two  limits,  to  be  regulated  by  two 
sets  of  by-laws  ;  a  state  of  things  that 
could  only  produce  confusion.  The  effect 
of  the  Amendment  he  proposed  would  ha 
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that  the  b;-l&w8  for  both  limits  ahoul^  be 
aanotioned  hj  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land in  Council.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded bj  moving  to  Icdto  out  in  line  2, 
the  words  "  Her  Majeatj,  and  to  insert  in 
tlieir  place,  "  Lord  Liontcnant  or  other 
Cbief  Governor  of  Irolnnd." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2,  to  lonve 
out  the  norile  "  Her  Mejeaty,"   in  order 
to  insert  the  words  "  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
or   other  Chief  Goveinor   of  Ireland/ 
{ill-,  ffrejory,)— indtead  thereof. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  aaid,  that  ne 
one  of  the  Members  of  the  recent  Fisheries 
Cutiiiiiiseion,  he  desired  to  obserTO  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  Professor  Huxley  and  Mr. 
Caird  and  himself,  no  close  season  was 
desirable  et  all,  and  that  the  late  failure 
in  the  supplj  of  ojsters  was  attributable 
to  the  eicoptionoblo  state  of  temperature 
.that  had  been  experienced,  and  other  ex- 
traneous circumstances,  and  not  to  orcr- 
dredging  or  to  the  non-en  forccmcnt  of  a 
close  season.  The  Commissioners  them- 
Bclres  wore  therefore  willing  to  do  nwaj 
with  the  oloie  season  si  tog  ether.  But 
the  French  Commissioners  with  whom  Ihej 
came  in  conference,  in  negotiating  the 
iicw  Convenlion,  though  of  the  sami 
opinion  themielves,  represented  that  thi 
French  fishermen  were  not  jet  prepared 
for  so  great  a  change  ;  and  upon  this 
representation  the  Commiasionera  agreed 
not  to  recommend  the  abolition  of  the 
close  season,  hut  that  it  should  be  short- 
ened from  four  moatha  to  two  aO' 
half  months.  It  was  also  agreed  that  the 
limits  within  which  the  close  aeason  should 
bo  enforced  should  be  very  nearly  the 
same  as  those  under  the  old  ConTention 
of  1844,  that  is  to  say,  the  English 
Channel  only,  and  not  the  East  Coaat,  or 
the  Irish  Channel,  or  the  Irish  Coast.  The 
line  was  ilrawn  froni  the  North  Foreland 
to  Dunkirk,  and  from  Land's  End  to 
Ushnnt.  It  was  not  therefore  because 
they  believed  in  the  sdTontage  of  a  close 
season  that  this  limit  had  been  agreed 
upon  ;  in  fact  the  close  season  was  to  be 
confined  to  as  narrow  limits  at  possible, 
lie  apprehended  tiiat  the  same  policy  which 
the  Commissioners  thought  beet  for  the 
East  Coast  of  England  was  alao  best  for 
Ireland.  It  eould  not  therefore  he  said 
that  they  had  neglected  Ireland.  But  as 
there  was  a  difference  of  opinion  on  this 
important  subject  among  the  Irish  Fishery 
Commissioners,  as  there  was  a  certain  ad- 
raotago  in  trying  two  opposite  systems,  it 
2fr.  Gregory 


partly  alao 
ing  which  pri 
the  WhitauQ 
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▼iaift  to   two  or  three  of  the  best  oyster  times  that  amount  outside  tho  three-mile 

fitherioB  in  the  kingdom;  he  found  at  all  limit. 

tL.*''TJi  JiwN.lrih/lllir  Q«««t!on.   "That  the    *o»d  'twenty' 

wat    conTmceu     that    unless   the   oyster  ,  ^,       ^    r*i     m         »i      ±       j           j 

fishery  was  properly  protected  by  legida-  f  *"•>  P"*  "^  "'«  C''*»«®'     P»*'  »"''  '^''^ 

tion  its  deficiency  next  year  would  bo  felt  ^* 

€Yen  more   aeTerely.     Ireland  was  better  Clause  B  agreed  to. 

adapted  than  any  other  country  for  the  Subsequent  Amendments   to  be  taken 

•oeoessful  culture  of  oysters;    but  if  the  j^t^  Consideration  upon  Thursday. 
beda    were    dredged    without    being    re- 

Slenished  they  would  soon  be  exhausted.  ^^„T>«..,»*„^,m  r^r,  T^rr^,*    .r,r«    .  ««t^iltt^ 

•he  Irish  Members  were  evidently  unani-  ^^Jf^i^^.^f  ?!  ^""""^^t^^^t^ll^' 

iDoasly  in  farour  of  a  closer  season,  and  ^^^^  BILWBill91.]-C0MMITTEE. 

h%  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ^^'^  Stafford  Northcote,  Sir  James  Fergimon.) 

opposite  would  yield  to  their  united  opinion.  Order  for  Committee  read. 

t.^'^-.^To^^?^*.^"'^,^^^^  *^*'^'  '^   "^^^  Motion  made,  and  Question   proposed, 

•hown  m  18o6  that  the  Irish  fishermen  did  ••That   Mr.   Speaker   do    now  leave  the 

not  observe  dose  time.     But  the  question  Chair." 

really  before  the  House  was  this,  whether  T/v«^  wtt  TTiiruAv-'i    u^    •  v  a 

■D^«lr^»^-*--i     ij        1     ij     X  u         A  J  Loud  WILLIAM  HAY  said,  he  wished 

fierMajesty  should  or  should  not  be  ousted  .a*                       i           \         ^v, 

of  her  .Qthorily  OTer  the  Iri.h  sea.;  and  '*»  °^t  '^'"^g''"*"^  ''^T^!  *»"  ^f.  ™«*- 

whether  the  Lord  Lieutenant  should  for  •""^^'  ''".'."K  ^^*''  P'-«»«°t«<l  '"-om  domg  .0 

Ai.«  £...*  a:-.^  :-.  u'  a       u         1       J     •*!.  ftt  an  earlier  stace.      There  was  a  general 

the  first  time  in  history  be  endowed  with  *  ai    *.               i              u     u  i 

-«    .^Ak^-:4.     -*^  4-       u        J   T    I     J  9  agreement  that   some   change    should  be 

ftn   authority  extending  beyond  Ireland?  ®  j     •     ai             .-»  x-         r  xu^  n        -i 

n^u^^  -^.,ij  1  ^  *i            *•    I         u    f  *i  made  in  the  constitution  of  the  Council, 

That  would  bo  the  practical  result  of  the  a  \       a     ^          u*    4*      4    41               3 

A  ^^_  J ^.  4  ^tf  4i  ^  r       n     ^1  and  ho  offered  no  objection  to  tho  second 

AnneDameut  or  the  hon.  Gientlcman  oppo»  v          mu       •    •    1    1          •    xu    r»*ii 

-:*^      ta  .1  ^  IJ  u                u       1   .1    X Ml-  reading.     Tho  principal  clause  in  tho  Bill 

Site.     It  abould  be  remembered  that  the  ^       u      ^i      i.              c    ^\.     n        -i 

B:ii  ^..1-  ^-..^^«^j    *i    a   k    1                A   1  '^ftfl  to  alter  the  tenure  of    the   Council 

111  only  proposed    that   by-laws  enacted  /             .            r      it    a             r     a     i  ^ 

V.  *k«  i-:.i.  T?-  1    -    n        •    •            I     1 J  frona  a  tenure  for  lifo  to  one   for  twelve 

by  the  Irish  Fishery  Commissioners  should  mi    .                      a  •                   » . 

li  -  k-^  A  *^  *i  ^         *•        r  Ai     rfc  jears.     That  was  a  great  improvement ; 

De  subject  to  the  sanction  of  the  Queen  in  r   .  ..          ,«         1      iT           r  •         t. 

g% .''1       mi  ^           1 1  u                A-  *  u  but  It  was  the  only  change  of  importance 

GonDCiI.     There  could  bo  no  conflict  be-  Jk»i      i       »         rciAAk^ 

* .1  ^      *i     •*•       r      -x                -11  proposed  by  the  Secretary  of  Slate  to  be 

tween  tho  authorities,  for  it  was  provided  ^    \    •       d-h           a  ^                     r    n  ^ 

Ai^^M,  *k^    1        A-         I     11   k     Ai  made  in  a  Bill  passed  ten  years  ago  for  the 

iliai  the  close  time  should  be   the  same  1    ..                       a     r  t    r        rm        '^ua 

i^Ak   — 'Ak'         1      -.1      A  ai      At             1  better  government   of  India.     The   right 

Both  within  and   without  the  three  miles  .  ^       n     n^            «-.,    ^a   *k-A   «^   ^♦t^- 

!•—•*.    -.-.k-     Ak     r        I  •  1   J         •      .1  hon.    Gentleman   assumed   that   no   other 

Bmit,  within  the  lines  laid  down  m   the  «                                         j  .1    »      ^Ak  ai  ^ 

•_    '11       1     a   1  I     Ai      IT              J  chan^je  wns  necessary,  and  that,  with  tlie 

mose  already  adopted  by  the  House,  and  " .        .  ,,     ^     ^*      e    a:      »\ 

^1       .     I       ^      ,  "^         -^  ^.       1    u      .1  exception  of  the  tenure  of  office  the  con- 

tue    by-laws,     when    sanctioned    by    the  ..    [.         t  .^     n        -i           •    a     1    a  '^ 

u-.^-^  «.^«»j  k* -.  r       A     •»!  •    *i       k  1  fltitution  of  tho  Council  was  just  what  it 

HoaM.  would  be  enforced  -uh.n  the  whole  ^     ,,j  ^^  ^       ^o  that  proposition  he  would 

•rem  by  the  Insh  Coa.m.s.,oner..  „^°   ^^,^„^       H^    j,^^^^};^   „,^j    ,^,^^^, 

Question  put,  "    That  the  words  pro-  changes  might  be  made  iu  the  constitution 

posed   to   be  left  out  stand  part    of   the  of  the  Council,  especially  in  regard  to  tho 

Clause."  power  possessed  by  the   Council  of  over- 

The  House  divided: — Ayea  75;  Noes  ruling  the  Secretary  of  State  upon  matters 

46  :  Majority  29.  affecting  the   expenditure  of    the    Indian 

Mb.  GREGORY  moved  to  iucreaae  the  ':«'!«""<'?•    Tl'at  was  a  very  unfortunate 

peoAitie.  to  a  maiimum  of  £50  and  a  "^^f*"'-  ••"«"",  '»  P'""^  *•"«   centre  of 

^:..:»..,».  ^f  i>in  power  and  real    authority   regarding  the 

MiDimum  of  i,lU.  *                  *     *  t    r     •     Ak     k     4       r  Ak 

government  of  India  in  the  hands  of  tho 

Amendment  proposed,    in   lino   13,    to  Council.     It  was  wrong  in  principle,  and  it 

leave  out  the  word  "  twenty,"  in  order  to  was  opposed  to  the  opinion  of  those  whose 

Iliacrt  the  word    "fifty,"— (i/r.  Qregory,)  opinion   was   best    worth   having,   among 

«— ioetead  thereof.  others  of  Lord  Macaulay,  who  was  not  only 

Hb.    STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  that  if  wfll«cquni,ited  irith  the  details  of  Indian 

•DTthing.  £20  was  too  much,  as  under  the  ««lni«'"lrat'<'n.  but  had  also  had  the  ad- 

Ait  5  &6  Vict.  0.  106.  the  Iri.h  Fishery  :»°»»««  «[  ""^""g  »?«"*  '?;?''; /«*,"*  '" 

Oommissioneni  could  only  impose  a  penalty  """   «*>""*'■?  '  ■"">  '^'"»  ""^ '"  ^^3- 

•f  £5for  such  offences  within  three  miles;  *' .'""''"  ,"•  ""•',."?'"'   be  governed  in  India 

...           I «  ,             ^                     1 1      ^1    !  That  IB  a  law  we  did  not  make,  wmoh  we  cannot 

ud  It  would  be  most  unreasonable  that  ,Uer,  and  to  which  we  should  do  our  best  to  eon- 

laejr    •hould   be  allowed   to  impose  ten  form  our  legislation." 


w 
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But  the  oxlatencB  of  this  poirer  in  the  The  Seasion 

bandB  of  the  Council  had  &  directly  oon-  wm   too  lat 

trary  effect.  .  A    Socrotarj   of    Stale  for  mittw,  who 

India  was    not  chosen  for    liia   fitneiB  to  upon  the  lul 

govern  India,  but  became  of  his  ability  to  Indian  aath 

manage  liii  Council.      This  was   a  great  Act;  but  li 

misfortune,  and  one  remedy  would    be  to  men  who  I; 

tako  ai*aj  from  the  Counail  the  power  they  hoped  to  b< 

posicBBod  in  reipect  to  Indian  eipenditure,  Council,  an< 

and    to  gije  the  Secretory  of   State  the  be  taken  wi 

same  power  on  this   aa  on  other  Bubjecli  The  i 

that    came    before  him,    and   which  were  before  saoh 

Bcarcely  of  lest  importance.     The  Secro-  who  had  lir* 

Inry  of  State  had    the    power  of    giving  during  whici 

away  a  country  like   MyBore,  which  waB  tion.     For  I 

almost   as  large  aa  Scotland  ;    yet  when  had  the  e' 

the  quealion  arose  of  an  eipenditure  of  a  juat  retume 

few  hundred  pounds  he  wbb  liable  to  be  He  would  cl 

over-ruled    by  a    body   tlint   ought   to  be  conEultati*e 

purely  conBullatiTe.     The  result  of  such  a  bora  the  poi 

Blate  of  thingB   was  that,    instead  of  ac-  coraoiendatii 

cclorating  the  dispatch  of  public  buiinois  and  reconlii 

it  lowered    the  position  of    the   GoTemor  be  laid  upon 

General  of  India.     He  feared  that  there  would,  how( 

was  a  lendonoy,  oning   to   the  facility  of  o»er-ruling 

"on,  lo  interfere  with  the  Go-  ihen  the  Co 

ral  of  India,  and  this  tendency  should  be, 

sod  by  throwing  ao  much  power  perriaion    ol 

into  the  handa  of  the  Council.     He  did  not  At  present 

holieve  that  the   influence   they  exerciaed  have  a  Com 

bad  accomplished  the  object  which  Parlia-  when  it  won 

mcnt    liad   in    tiow  —  tlie  control   of  the  Council  at  a 

Indian  expenditure.     He  bclioved  that  it  to  obtain  tl; 

had  led,   on  the   contrary,    to   great  ex-  racter  which 

Irnvagance  in  our  expenditure  that  nerer  bers  of   tha 

would  hare  been  tolerated  if  the  chief  and  then    he   ad 

main  powor  had  been  left  in  the  hands  of  Secretary  of 

tlie  GoTcmor  General  of  India.     This  waa  ad  rise  him  i 

not  his  own  opinion  merely,  and  ho  was  Secretaric* 
surprised  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

India  had  asked  the  House  to  agree  to  the  to  give  the 
second  reading  of  an  Act  to  amend  the 
Act  passed  a  few  years  ago  wiihout  giving 
tho  Iloute  the  slightest  opportunity  of 
forming  an  opluion  hoir  the  Act  had  ope- 
rated. Lord  Craubornc,  in  hia  speeoh  laat 
year  upon  the  Reaolutiona  moved  by  the 
lion.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Kr. 
Ayrlon)  eaid— 


"  Wb  oil  know  that  thii  Coeucil  was  ooDitl- 
tuted  at  a  timo  of  coniid«r,iblo  difficulty,  and 
that  it  was  the  result  of  Parliamontarj  compro- 
miM.  Ttaerefbre,  wa  caonot  eipeet  that  it  will 
work  ■■  wall  ni  a  ichoaio  matured  uadar  batter 


And  Lord  Cranborno  added— 

"  Yon  cannot  alwajs  oipect,  if  jou  obooso  to 
place  eilriTi^ant  powers  in  a  partioular  l)ody, 
that  those  powsn  oil]  uotba  sometimes  misaied." 
—is  Haniard,  oliiiii.  I3S0.] 
Lord  William  Hay 


year.  But 
take  a  strai 
the  opinion  i 
without  ver] 
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question  mi, 
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lodia,  both  English  and  Native,  when  he 
said  tbej  would  prefer  the  guarantee  that 
woold  be  afforded  them  by  a  Secretary  of 
State,  independent  of  his  Council,  whom 
they  could  question  in  that  House  about 
everythinf^  connected  ivith  Indian  expen- 
diture. That  was  preferable  to  the  gua- 
rantee afforded  by  the  check  given  to  a 
hodj  of  gentlemen  who  were  wholly  irres- 
pooaible  to  any  human  being,  and  only 
reaponsible  to  their  own  consciences.  The 
noble  Yiscoont  proceeded  to  say  that  the 
Council  were  at  present  practically  irre- 
sponsible— 

"  I  think,  therefore,  the  protection  of  a  Council 
whieh  has  power  to  limit  the  expenditure  is  de- 
■irablc,  and  should  bo  sustained  ;  but  the  point  to 
which  I  take  exception  is  that  the  responsibility 
ftr  that  expenditure  is  not  thrown  on  the  Coun- 
cil. .  .  .  Remember  that  the  Council  havo 
Cfvwrj  item  of  expenditure,  large  and  small,  under 
tbelr  control,  and  every  act  of  the  Government 
which  can  involve  expenditure — that  is  to  say,  the 
Tasft  majority  of  its  acts.  But  you  never  blame 
the  Council  if  the  Government  of  India  goes 
wrong.  Ton  blame  tho  Secretary  of  State  ;  ho  is 
the  figare  that  stands  before  Parliament.  .  .  . 
What  I  wish  to  do  is  to  impress  upon  the  Ilouse 
that  yon  hold  tho  Secretary  of  State  responsible 
for  a  policy  in  India  and  what  it  produces  ;  but 
yon  never  know  whether  he  carries  out  his  own 
p^ioy,  or  a  policy  imposed  upon  him,  either  by 
;tlia  abiolnte  votes  of  his  Council  or  by  a  clear 
indication  of  their  will." — [3  Hansard,  clxxxix. 
1881.] 

Lord  Cranborne,  therefore,  argued  that,  if 
the  Council  was  to  control  the  Secretary 
of  State,  it  ought  to  bear  the  responsi- 
bility ;  and  he  must  confess  that  noble 
Lord  also  expressed  the  opinion  that  it  was 
neeessary  the  Council  should  have  the 
power  to  which  he  was  now  objecting.  But 
Lord  Cranbome  had  not  then  before  him 
tho  important  alternative  suggested  by  the 
faon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamleta  (Mr.  Ayrton)— namely,  that  the 
Mpenditure,  which  was  really  in  the  bands 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  that  House  in  the  shape  of  Esti- 
BBateSy  and  that,  therefore,  the  check 
ohoald  be  transferred  practically  from  the 
Cooncil  to  that  House.  He  thought  the 
conttitutional  objection  that  tho  Secretary 
of  State  ought  not  to  havo  the  power  of 
dealing  with  the  revenues  of  India  would 
ho  entirely,  or  at  least  practically,  met  if 
that  aoggestion  were  carried  out.  But 
Lord  Cranborne,  when  he  said  last  year 
that  the  Council  should  have  that  power, 
•oomed  to  assume  that  the  Council  was 
altogether  free  from  those  temptations  to 
mia-tpend  money  to  which  the  Secretary 
of  State  was  sopposed  to  be  so  open.    It 


WAS  thought  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  ready  to  be  drawn  into  every  rash  or 
extravagant  scheme  which  might  be  brought 
before  him,  and  that  he  required  to  have 
several  Councillors  to  step  forward  and 
prevent  him  from  committing  indiscretions 
of  that  sort.  Now,  those  who  took  that 
view  assumed  that  the  Councillors  them- 
selves were  exposed  to  no  temptations  of 
the  same  description  ;  but  he  held  that  the 
contrary  was  the  case,  and  that  with  a 
body  of  men  responsible  only  to  their  own 
consciences  they  had  no  guarantee  whatever 
against  all  kinds  of  jobbery  and  maladmin- 
istration. If  the  House  had  an  opportunity 
of  examining  the  Estimate  every  year  with 
respect  to  the  portion  of  the  Indian  reve- 
nues that  was  spent  in  England,  this  great 
advantage,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  would  be 
secured— that  the  House  would  be  induced 
to  take  a  deeper  interest  than  it  took  now 
in  Indian  affairs.  The  First  Minister  of 
the  Crown  once  said— 

"  Wo  have  heard  over  and  over  again  that 
India  never  could  command  attention  here,  how- 
ever great  the  magnitude  of  tho  sulject.  The 
explanation  is  simplo,  if  humiliating  :  Englishmen 
have  never  yet  had  to  pay  for  India.  That  is  the 
reason  why  India  novcr  has  produced  any  interest 
in  this  country." 

It  might  be  humiliating  that  they  should 
take  no  interest  in  India  because  they  did 
not  pay  for  India  ;  but  it  was  far  more 
humiliating  when  they  considered  that 
India  paid  for  them  in  many  respects,  and 
that  they  did  not  even  then  take  the 
slightest  interest  in  her.  He  said  that 
India  paid  for  us;  at  least  there  were 
many  items  of  a  doubtful  character  for 
which  many  plausible  reasons  might  be 
advanced  why  they  should  come  out  of  the 
English  Exchequer  rather  than  the  Indian. 
Take,  for  example,  the  expenditure  on  the 
Abyssinian  War  and  the  late  Entertainment 
to  the  Sultan.  Assuming  that  both  that 
war  and  that  entertainment  were  necessary, 
the  matter  ought  to  come  before  the  House 
in  this  form — **  Which  of  the  two  tax- 
payers is  to  pay  for  them,  the  English  or 
the  Indian  ?"  How  were  such  points  set- 
tled at  this  moment  ?  In  tho  case  of  the 
Abyssinian  War  the  question  how  much 
India  was  to  pay  was  really  decided  in  the 
Euglish  Treasury,  which  made  up  its  mind 
that  India  should  bear  a  certain  portion  of 
the  expenditure  and  that  England  should 
bear  the  rest.  As  to  the  Ball  to  the  Sultao, 
the  question  was  no  doubt  decided  by  the 
fifteen  Gentlemen  who  sat  in  the  Council. 
On  every  occasion  in  which  any  expend!- 
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tore  w&i  inTolTsd  nhicli  might  be  referred 
to  either  of  those  two  Exchequers  the  quel- 
tion  ought  to  como  before  the  House  to  be 
decided  in  tliia  shnpe—"  Shall  this  ex- 
penditure, nliich  everybody  adoiitB  ougiit 
to  be  incurred,  be  pnid  by  Kngknd  or  bj 
India  T"  Ho  ventured  to  think,  if  that 
were  done,  that  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten 
India  vovM  gain  vor;  Urgelj  b;  that  Rr- 
rangement.  If  all  that  category  of  items, 
of  whioh  tiie  portion  of  the  Indian  reieune 
expended  lo  tliis  country  mainly  consisled, 
oame  before  the  llouso  as  proposed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Meoiber  for  the  Tower 
Romleta  (Mr.  Ayrton)  in  tlie  form  of  an 
Estimate,  they  irould  hnTO  what  was  so  de- 
sirable—namely,  at  least  one  niglit  in  llie 
year  that  was  de?oled  to  a  renl  and  not  to 
a  sham  debate  on  Indian  affairs.  The  opi- 
nion the  House  took  on  that  question  bad 
a  very  important  bearing  on  every  clause 
of  the  pieient  Biii.  The  1st  clause  re- 
lated to  tlie  length  of  the  tenure  of  office 
in  the  Council.  If  ibe  House  ngreed  with 
biiii  in  thinking  tlint  the  Teto  should  be 
taken  awey,  and  that  the  Council  should 
be  reduced  to  a  consultative  body,  they 
might  feel  that  they  could  very  well  re* 
duce  tbc  term  of  Office  doirn  to  leTen  or 
perhaps  eten  five  years.  On  the  other 
hand.  If  they  were  really  to  make  the 
Council  the  rulers  of  India,  objectionable 
as,  in  his  opinion,  tliot  would  be,  still  he 
mii^t  admit,  as  a  consequence  of  that  ar- 
ranijoment,  that  they  must  have  a  more 
permanent  body  of  men  in  that  position. 
Wlih  regard  to  the  admission  of  members 
of  the  Council  into  thnt  House,  there  were, 
he  iraa  awnre,  many  objections  to  it ;  and 
if  the  TBtoing  power  was  retained  he  should 
object  to  it  himself.  But  if  they  were  to 
alter  the  constitution  of  the  Couneil  he 
could  ace  considerable  advautage  in  having 
same  of  its  members  sitting  in  that  House. 
As  to  any  objection  that  might  be  made  on 
tlio  ground  of  their  boing  placemen,  he  did 
not  think  it  of  muoh  weight ;  because,  as 
was  proposed  by  the  Bill,  ihcj  would  hold 
Office  only  for  a  certain  number  of  years,  some  of  wh 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  people  of 
India  took  the  deepest  interest  in  this  mcut  if  a  p 
matter,  and  would  be  very  muoh  pleased  sit  in  that  ] 
to  see  one  or  tiro  members  of  the  Council  surprised,  in 
with  scats  in  that  House.  He  could  not  said  that  ii 
understand,  however,  how  that  was  to  be  Council  w 
done  if  the  Council  should  remain  cnnsti-  its  Member 
luted  ns  it  wns  nt  present.  But,  whatever  that  Honsc ; 
view  the  House  miglit  take  on  that  point,  away  then  I 
bo  hoped  that  they  would  proceed  to  deal  vantage  thai 
with  the  Bill,  bearing  in  mind  those  two  anch  *n  fixf 
lord  mHiam  Kay 
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him  at  Tariance  with  the  whole  coorse  of 

the  uoble   Lord's  argument,   because  he 

had  contended  that  the  Council  were  irre- 

f  ponsible,  and  that  the  Secretary  of  State 

was  the  only  one  who  had  any  responsi- 

hility.     But  what   responsibility   had   the 

Secretary  of  State  ?     It  was  that  he  could 

be  called  to  account  in  that  House,  and  if 

he  did  not  succeed  in  defending  his  raca- 

•ores  he  could  be  turned  out  of  Office. 

Bat  the  same  thing  would  happen  to  the 

OooDcil.     They  could  be  turned  out  after 

m  period  of  trial,  because  the  proposal  of 

this  Bill  was  to  make  the  duration  of  Office 

as  a  matter  of  course  shorter.     But  of  all 

the  surprising  things  in  the  speech  of  the 

aobla  Lord  that  which  had  surprised  him 

noat  was  that  the  noble  Lord  should  have 

brought  forward  the  tendency  of  this  coun- 

trj  to  throw  all  expenditure,  when  any  cz- 

•use  could  be  found,  on  the  people  of  India, 

at  a  reason  for  asking  the  consent  of  Eng- 

landf  not  India,  when  such  expenditure  was 

in  qaestion.     If  there  was  one  thing  which 

Blight  be  held  absolutely  certain,  it  was 

tliat  the  majority  of  a  body  constituted  like 

.  the  Council  would  .in  such  matters  be  on 

the  aide  of  India.     The  Court  of  Directors 

bad  always  been  so,  and  many  a  battle  to 

hia  knowledge  had  been  fought  by  them 

with  the  Board  of  Control,  in  order  to  pre- 

Tent  such  expenditure  from  being  thrown 

ypon  India ;    and   they  often   succeeded, 

bal»  he   was  sorry    to  say,   still  oftener 

Cuied.     Now,  if  the  power  of  sanctioning 

•spenditnre   were  taken   away   from   the 

Oooncil*    which   represented    India,    and 

/pten  to  that  House,  which  did  not  repre- 

~  aent    India ;   and    which    seldom  troubled 

.itself  about  India  at  all,  but  which   did 

aare  aboot  England  and  its  burthens,  and 

If  the  noble  Lord  belicTed  that  the  House 

Waold  be  actuated  in  such  matters  by  a 

fanerons  and  ehifalrous  spirit  and  would 

lake  the  burden  from   India  to  throw  it 

«p(m  their  own  constituents,  he  must  say 

that   the   noble   Lord   had  a   far    higher 

Mvinion  of  the  virtue  of  that  House  than  his 

|lfr.  Stnart  Miirs)  experience  had  taught 

iSiD  to  have  of  that  or  perhaps  any  other 

pnblic  body  in  similar  circumstances. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  that  nothing  had 
avrpriaed  him  more  than  the  assertion  of 
Va  noble  Friend  (Lord  William  Hay)  that 
Idba  OoTemment  was  impeded  by  the  power 
mi  the  Council  of  India.  Why,  the  Coun- 
wl  were  the  mere  agents  of  the  Secretary 
«f  State,  with  the  exception  of  the  control 
mi  iha  fiDances  of  India,  which  his  noble 
3Meiid  would  do  away  with.    The  power 


which  the  41st  clause  of  the  India  Act 
gave  the  Council  of  controlling  the  expen- 
diture of  India  was  the  only  power  which 
they  possessed.  They  could  not  see  a 
despatch  unless  it  were  referred  to  them, 
by  the  Secretary  of  State.  They  were  little 
more  than  automata,  except  in  financial 
matters,  and  were  on  an  entirely  different 
footing  from  the  Directors  of  the  East 
India  Company  who  had  as  much  freedom 
of  action  as  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  he  spoke  from  nineteen 
years  experience.  The  Secretary  of  State, 
much  to  his  credit,  upon  his  own  autho- 
rity, had  restored  to  the  Prince  of  Mysore 
the  dominions  which  had  been  taken  from 
his  family,  and  that  was  a  power  which 
the  Secretary  of  State,  under  the  circum- 
stances, ought  to  possess;  but  ho  ought  not 
to  hare  the  sole  control  of  £50,000.000  of 
revenue,  or  the  power  of  guaranteeing 
£60,000,000  of  money  — he  believed  it 
was  now  £80.000,000  —  for  railways. 
That  was  a  power  he  would  give  to  no 
man,  inasmuch  as  the  House  of  Commons 
did  not  allow  a  Secretary  of  State  to  spend 
a  £100  unless  it  had  been  placed  at  his 
disposal  by  a  previous  Vote  of  the  House. 
Neither  would  he  allow  an  individual  to 
lend  £500,000  for  irrigation  works,  with- 
out the  advice  of  those  who  had  had  ex- 
perience of  the  necessities  and  advantages 
of  such  works  in  India. 

Sir  henry  RAWLINSON  said,  he 
regretted  that  means  bad  not  been  taken 
to  furnish  the  House  with  reliable  and  au- 
thentic information  with  respect  to  the 
working  of  the  Council  of  India.  There 
was  a  vast  number  of  points  on  which  such 
information  was  needed  before  Parliament 
proceeded  to  legislate  further  in  the  pro- 
posed direction  for  that  country.  The  very 
question  involved  in  the  financial  power  of 
the  Council,  for  instance,  was  one  which 
it  was  very  important  should  receive  elu- 
cidation. How  had  that  power  operated  ? 
Had  the  Council  assisted  or  impeded  the 
Secretary  of  State  with  reference  to  finan- 
cial operations  ?  How  often  had  they  exer- 
cised anything  like  a  veto  on  financial 
measures  ?  Did  the  Secretary  of  State 
over-rule  their  decisions  in  matters  not 
connected  with  finance?  So  far  as  he 
had  an  opportunity  of  obtaining  informa- 
tion, his  opinion  was  that  the  Council  were 
in  reality  a  very  great  assistance  to  the 
Minister  for  India ;  that  they  were,  in  a 
word,  an  auxiliary,  and  not  an  obstructive 
body.  But  the  subject  was  one  on  which 
adequate  knowledge  could  be  secured  only 
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by  mpnns  of  nn  tnquirj  beroro  a  Select  I  so  fkr  m  he 
Oommittee  ompowcred  to  oinmino  tho«e  I  Offioe,  thkt  t' 
who,  from  llio  poaition  wliicli  ihej  occii- '  ailopted  for 
I>ied,  wero  most  converannt  with  it.  The;  whole,  work 
SosaioD  was,  lio>rcver,  now  too  far  ad-  contrary,  an 
vnnccil,  lio  nRB  afrnid,  for  the  appoint-  i  believing  it 
Rient  of  Biicl)  n  Commiitco,  but  he  truated  ,  well  be  devi) 
the  Seoretevy  of  Slnto  for  India  would  '  it  waa  true 
throw  Eonie  light,  before  the  Houae  pro-  i  deemed  it  dei 
ceeded  further  with  hia  Billa,  on  tho  work-  j  be  introduce 
irg  of  the  present  ayBtcra.  i  of  the  HoQM 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTIICOTE.  in 
reply,  said,  thnt  after  what  hitd  fallen  from 
one  or  twahon.  Members  whose  opinions  on 
Indian  niBttcra  doacvTed  the  grenteat  can- 
sidcrfition,  ho  fett  it  to  be  hia  duty  to  mnke 
a  few  obacrrationa  on  the'  subject.  Tho 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken  aecmcd 
to  think  it  very  dcMrnhle  tliat  the  present 
measure  should  bo  preceded  by  some  kind 
of  inquiry  before  a  Select  Committee.  | 
Undoubtedly  in  former  times  it  waa  the 
practice  to  institute  au  inijiiiry  into  the 
mode  ill  which  the  East  India  Company 
used  to  conduct  the  affnita  of  that  country, 
and  the  terms  on  which  their  chorter  should 
be  renewed  at  the  cipiration  of  the  several 
[loriods  for  which  it  had  been  granted,  and 
some  might  think  thnt  that  farmed  a  prece- 
dent for  inquiry  in  the  present  ease.  The 
old  and  the  now  ayatemt  of  government 
for  India  wero  not,  liowover,  exactly  par- 
allel. Under  the  former,  Parliament  dele- 
gated to  a  body  extrinsic  to  itself  and 
peculiarly  constituted — for  it  waa  originally 
Qoihing  more  than  a  private  company — 
certain  functions  of  an  Imperinl  clioracter. 
It  was  thereForo  only  reasonable  and  proper 
that  Farlioment  should  from  time  to  lime 
review  the  proceedings  of  that  body.     But 
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not  think  there  wna 
1  primd  facie  for  a 
review  ot  its  working  beyond  that  which 
cxt»ted  in  the  oase  of  tho  Admiralty,  tiie 
War  Offioo,  or  any  other  public  Department 
into  whose  nffairs  the  House  might,  when  it 
ticcmod  fit,  order  inquiry  to  be  instituted  ; 
while,  upon  tiio  other  hand,  those  who  were 
responsiblo  for  tho  transaction  of  its  busi- 
ness would  very  properly,  in  tho  event  of 
setting  about  making  any  alteration  in  its 
Constitution,  submit  their  proposals  to  the 
conaideralion  of  a  Select  Committee,  or 
oven  move  fur  a  Select  Committee  to 
vuatigatc  the  whole  subject  before  proposing 
any  such  change.  It  was  not,  however, 
tho  opinion  of  the  present  Qovernment,  nor 
Sir  Urnry  RawUnton 
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— the  ODe  written  by  his  immediate  pre- 
deoeMor  in  Office  with  reference  to  the 
If  jtore  question,  the  other  by  himself  in 
eonnection  with  the  Abyssinian  Expedition. 
There  might  be  one  or  two  other  cases  in 
which  letters  had  been  written  in  the  Secret 
Department,  and  usually,  after  the  im- 
iDMiaie  occasion  for  secresy  had  passed 
away,  had  been  transferred  to  the  Politi- 
cal Department.  But»  as  a  matter  of 
ordinary  routine,  almost  eyerything  went 
before  the  Council  of  India.  The  mode 
in  which  business  was  done  was  this 
—The  Council  was  divided  into  a  cer- 
tain number  of  Committees — the  Political 
Committee,  the  Finance  Committee,  the 
Kilitary  Committee,  and  so  forth.  Every 
letter  which  came  from  India,  with  tho 
meat  exceptions,  was  first  opened  in  the 
Department  to  which  it  belonged.  It 
tben,  if  of  sufficient  importance,  was  sub- 
mitted for  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of 
State.  Afterwards  it  came  before  the 
Committee  to  which  it  belonged.  That 
Committee  met  every  week.  They  fully 
eonaidered  and  discussed  the  subject,  and 
prepared  for  the  consideration  of  the  Se- 
eretary  of  State  the  answer  which  they 
tbonght  ought  to  be  sent.     This  answer, 

Sixain,  was  reviewed  by  the  Secretary  of 
tatOi  and  when  approved  by  him  was 
brought  before  the  Council,  where  the 
VMiter  was  once  more  (ully  discussed  and 
iroted  upon.  Thus,  every  question  under- 
went a  careful  sifting,  first  before  the 
Committee,  and  afterwards  before  the 
whole  Council,  the  Secretary  of  State 
being  privy  to  the  whole  of  the  proceed- 
ingSy  he  being  in  constant  communication 
with  the  members  of  the  Committee^  and 
being  able  to  discuss  freely  with  them 
and  with  the  Council  all  the  business 
whieh  had  to  be  transacted.  If  there  wiyi 
an  objection  to  this  system,  it  was  that 
ibe  ajttem  was  somewhat  cumbrous,  and 
tbnt  business  did  not  proceed  quite  so 
xmpidlj  as  one  could  wish.  But,  on  the 
«tber  hand,  when  you  considered  what  the 
Couneil  of  India  was  meant  to  be  and  what 
Honght  to  be— -namely,  more  in  the  nature 
of  e  Council  of  Review  and  Control  than  an 
Szeentive  Council*  the  same  objection 
wonid  not  apply  with  the  same  force  as  it 
wonld  to  a  Department  which  was  alto- 
mlher  executive.  He  agreed  entirely  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr. 
SftuertMill)  that  the  Executive  Qovemment 
«f  India  must  be  conducted  in  India,  and 
ihet»  as  far  as  possible,  the  hands  of  the 
.Yioeroy  must  be  strengthened  ;  and  he 


thought  that  when  the  proposals  in  these 
Bills  were  considered  it  would  be  seen  that 
their  tendency  was  to  strengthen  the  hands 
of  the  Executive  in  India.  But  jou  must 
have  the  power  of  review  and  control 
here,  and  the  question  was,  how  that 
power  could  best  be  exercised  ?  His  be- 
lief was — and  it  was  strengthened  by  his 
experience  of  the  working  of  the  Council 
since  he  had  been  in  Office  that  you  exer- 
cised the  power  best  by  a  Council  consti- 
tuted very  much  as  the  present  Council  of 
India  was  constituted.  Ho  believed  that 
there  you  had  the  means  of  thoroughly 
discussing  the  questions  which  arose,  and 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  was  thereby 
really  put  in  possession  of  the  merits  of  a 
case  and  enabled  to  exercise  his  discretion 
much  better  than  in  any  other  way.  Pos- 
sibly there  were  faults  in  this  system  as 
in  all  others  ;  and  one  was  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Council,  being  for  the  most 
part  gentlemen  who  had  served  for  many 
years  in  India,  who  had  acquired  much 
practical  knowledge  of  details,  were  rather 
too  prone  to  import  their  own  knowledge 
into  the  discussion  and  into  the  regulation 
of  matters  decided  in  India.  There  was, 
perhaps,  a  tendency  on  the  part  of  mem- 
bers of  the  Council  to  examine  and  criti- 
cize the  acts  of  the  Qovemment  of  India  a 
little  more  in  detail  than  was  desirable. 
At  the  same  time,  though  that  was  a  natu- 
ral temptation  to  gentlemen  who  saw  any- 
thing done  with  which  they  were  prac- 
tically acquainted,  and  who  saw  it  done, 
perhaps,  not  exactly  in  the  way  in  which 
they  would  have  done  it  in  India  ten  or 
twelve  years  ago,  yet  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  animating  spirit  of  the  Council  of 
India  was  a  desire  to  support  the  Govern- 
ment of  India.  He  was  not  at  all  disposed 
to  find  fault  with  the  Council  of  India  for 
any  tendency  to  meddle  or  interfere  too 
much  in  petty  details.  He  only  said  it  was 
a  temptation ;  but  it  was  one  which 
generally  was  very  fairly  resisted.  As  to 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  which  was 
an  extremely  interesting  one,  he  rather 
gathered  from  it  this  view,  with  which  he 
agreed — namely,  that  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment of  India  should  be  in  India ;  that 
the  control  should  bo  exercised  in  England 
by  the  Secretary  of  State,  using  his  Coun- 
cil simply  as  his  advisers,  the  responsibility 
being  concentrated  as  much  as  possible 
upon  him,  and  ho  being  responsible  as 
much  as  possible  to  this  House ;  that  the 
control,  in  short,  should  not  be  that  of  the 
Council,  but  that  of  the  Secretary  of  State 


( 


18S3         Oovernnuiit  of  India         {COUUONS) 

informod  b;  hia  Council,  with  ths  aanction  if  H  had  i 

of  this  House.     Tbe  effect  of  such  a  »yi-  Secretary  < 

tetn  would   be  to  throw  a  mueli  greater  eipeoditure 

amount  oE  direct  control  into  the  hands  of  not  been  in 

thia  IIouBo  tlian  existed  at  preaeat.    Now,  cil  eierci<«< 

with  all  respect  to  this  Houie,  ho  did  not  on  llie  who 

tliink  that  it  would  be  aa  good  a  body  to  con-  — in  check! 

ti'ol  the  Indian  GoTeraoieiit  as  the  Council  otherwise 

oflndia.  Itwasegreat  adTHiitage  tokerea  There  were 

body    indcpeodent  of   Farliament,    whioh  itoppeil  an 

concentrated  ila  attention  on  the  affairs  of  tary  of  Sli 

ibia  great  dependency,  which  waa  adoqua-  but,    tookin 

tel;   informed  upon   the  affairs  of    India,  Council   ha< 

and  nhicli  bad  a  direct  interest  in  India,  (heir  iuSuei 

and  the  control  uF  such  a  body  was  likely  miicliief  on 

to  be  much  moro  effectual  than  the  loose  other.    Th< 

control  which    mudt   be  exercised  in  this  of  praiso  I 

Home.      Perhapa    there    might  be    here  State,  who 

twenty,  or  thirty,  or  fifty  Gentlemen  who  fellow,   whil 

understood  a  good  deal  about  India;  but  stopped  hin 

they  wero  alTrnys  liable  to  bo  overborne  by  good.     No* 

Qentlemen  who  knew  hltle  about  it,  whose  did  not  hei 

ideal   were  crude,    and    wlio    might  do  a  Secretary  a 

good  deal  of  mischief.     Therefore  be  naa  for  tho  infli 

entirely  for  ninintaining  the  present  Con-  heard  of  th 

alitulion  of  India,  keeping  the  control  in  Stale  would 

(ho  hands  of  a  body  apart  from  this  House,  for  the   Co 

not  influenced  by  political  eiigeticies,  and  matter,  the 

with  no  other  object  than  the  guod  govern-  3rd  chapter 

mcnl  of  India.  It  was  desirable  to  shorten  him — "Th< 

the  tenure  of  oftico  of  the  members  of  such  be  with  me, 

ft  body  in  order  that  new  blood  might  be  I  did  eat." 

more  frequently  infused  into  it,  and  newer  alwaya  lemj 

ideas   respecting    India    might  be  repre-  that   700   f 

acnted  ;  but  otherwise  bo  should  be  jealous  this   mtschi 

of  interfering  with  the  independence  of  the  the   Counoi 

Council  of  India.     He  was  much  obliged  the  Sec  ret  ai 

to  tboso  hon.  Members  who  wished  to  give  any  point  1 

more  control  to    the  Secretary  of  State,  portance  h< 

and  who  said  they  would  rather  trust  him  and  let  the 

than  the  Council.     Dut  he  did  not  desire  take  upon  h 

to  have  for  hinieelf  or  bis  iucceasors  greater  was  properl 

power  tlian  ho  now  had.     If  the  Secretary  ijielter  bimi 

of  Stnto  chose  to  oierciie  it,  he  now  had  cil,  unleaa  1 

quite  as  much   power  as    was   nocesanry.  House  that 

There  was   no   doubt   that  upon   matters  present  aya( 

Dot    connected  with   eipenditare    he   had  factorily  aa 

thepowerof  over- ruling  the  Council.  Even  with  a  Cour 

in  other  matters,  hoirever,  he  bad  great  a  task  as  th 

moral  power,  and  through  Parliament  and  Parliament 

in  other  ways,  could  bring  to  bear  so  great  lion  da  not 

&  leverage  and  pressure  upon  the  Council  that  there  « 

that  lie  did  not  believe  they  would  for  a  for   the   olii 

moment  resist  it.     The  hon.  and  gallant  separate  po 

Gentleman  the  Member  for  Frome  asked  However,  tt 

whether  tbe  Council  had  often  over-ruled  not  go  back 

the  Secretary  of  State.     He  did  not  think  there  wero 

there  were  mnny  cases  in  which  a  direct  pany  and  tl 

vote  had  been  taken,  and  the  Council  had  —one  balan 

outvoted  the  Secretary  of  Stats,     At  the  Exeootive  i 

lame  time  there  were  many  cases  in  irhicb,  made  mora 
Sir  Siafori  If«rth«oU 
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WM  became  a  much  greater  force  was 
brought  to  bear  on  the  GoTernor  General 
under  the  existing  system  of  unity  of  ac- 
tion, and  becaose  a  greater  directness  of 
eontrol  was  exercised  upon  the  Gorernor 
Gteneral  through  the  rapidity  of  communi- 
OAlion  by  the  electric  telegraph,  that  he 
wanted  to  strengthen  the  position  of  that 
fbnetionary.  That  was  the  object  of  one 
of  the  Bills  he  had  introduced. 

Mb.  KINNAIRD  said,  he  was  of  opi- 
nion that  it  would  have  been  right  to  have 
Toferred  the  Bill  under  consideration  to  a 
Beleot  Committee  in  the  first  instance ; 
and  he  believed  that  great  evil  was  being 
done  in  consequence  of  the  restraint  eier- 
•isod  upon  the  Governor  General  by  per- 
sona who  could  not  know  so  well  as  he  the 
•ironnttances  arising  in  India. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clante  1  (Members  of  the  Council  of 
^  India  to  be  in  future  elected  for  a  Term  of 
Zj    12  Years). 

ICb.  ATRTON  said,  he  hoped  some 
^  modi8eation  would  be  made  in  this  clause, 
^  which  was  open  to  great  objection.  The 
-.'  olnntOy  while  it  enacted  that  new  Members 
j_  of  the  Council,  after  holding  office  for 
twelve  years,  should  not  be  re-eligible,  said 
\-  aotbing  about  the  existing  members  of 
\^-  Oonnofl,  who  held  office  during  good  be- 
\\.  kftTiour,  so  that,  if  new  Councillors  should 
y  bo  appointed  under  the  present  clause, 
Y  ttoro  would  exist  a  Council  consisting  of 
t  two  elasses  of  members,  and  the  appoint- 
\}j~  wmaX  of  one  class  would  condemn  the  ex- 
Cf  iMonee  of  the  other  class,  for  both  systems 
■  r  oMid  not  be  admitted  to  be  right.  In  the 
:  .Aoi  constituting  the  existing   Council  a 

Kmo  was  introduced  declaring  that  if 
■liament  should  think  fit  to  reduce  the 
■amber  of  the  Councillors,  or  alter  the 
and  conditions  on  which  they  held 
!»  no  Member  of  the  Council  who  had 
aot  sorved  ten  years  should  be  entitled  to 
dAim   compensation.      Therefore,  Parlia- 
MOnt  then  coneluded  that  it  would  be  a 
proper  time  at  the  end  of  ten  years  to  re- 
OODfider  the  mode  in  which  the  Council 
dwnld  be  appointed,  and  if  a  change  should 
ko  made  in  the  terms  and  conditions  of  ap- 
pointments to  the  Council  for  the  future, 
^tfM  Committee  was  bound  to  apply  the  new 
wonditiona  to  the  members  of  the  Council 
sow  existing,  so  that  they  might  also  be  on 
^bm  same  footing.    For  what  purpose  was 
Ao  Council  formed  ?     The  Council   was 
^oairable  to  supply  a  link  of  connection 
liotwcen  the  Secretary  of  State  and  those 


who  were  engaged  in  administering  affairs 
in  India.  For  this  purpose  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  those  forming  the 
Council  should  have  a  fresh  knowledge  of 
everything  that  was  going  on  in  India, 
should  have  been  recently  in  India,  should 
know  those  engaged  in  affairs  there,  and 
be  able  to  speak  of  the  effect  of  measures 
which  wore  being  carried  on.  Another 
function  of  the  Council  was  to  prevent  the 
Secretary  of  State  from  writing  any  incon- 
considerate  despatch  or  sending  out  any 
indiscreet  Order  to  India.  That  function 
could  not  be  well  and  effectually  performed 
unless  the  Councillors  had  a  fresh  know- 
ledge of  the  immediato  views  with  which 
the  Government  was  administered.  If  ten 
years  ago  they  had  been  enabled  to  con- 
sider this  question  with  due  regard  to 
principle,  they  never  could  have  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  the  members  of  Council 
should  hold  their  offices  during  good  be- 
haviour. If  they  were  to  have  in  the 
Council  gentlemen  of  eighty  years  of  age. 
who  perhaps  had  been  away  from  India 
for  thirty  or  forty  years,  it  was  quite  evident 
that  the  purposes  for  which  the  Council 
had  been  established  could  not  be  fulfilled. 
Persons  at  the  age  of  eighty  were  as  able 
to  receive  their  salary  and  to  enjoy  honours 
as  when  they  were  in  the  vigour  of  life  ; 
but  unfortunately  there  was  no  means  pro- 
vided by  the  Act  of  bringing  the  coun- 
cillors to  a  test  of  their  efficiency  and  capa- 
city, because  they  were  not  bound  to  do 
more  than  they  pleased.  They  might  re- 
main, in  point  of  fact,  as  long  as  they 
liked,  until  they  chose  to  present  them- 
selves to  the  Secretary  of  State  as  wholly 
unfit  for  any  further  services.  No  one  up 
up  to  this  time  had  been  found  incapable 
or  inefficient  for  the  performance  of  -  the 
duties  of  the  Council.  Was  that  a  state 
of  things  they  should  encourage?  The 
Secretary  of  State  would  be  prepared  after 
this  year  to  got  them  to  retire  on  pensions 
of  £500  a  year  ;  but  he  denied  that  this 
was  the  proper  mode  of  treating .  this 
question.  They  should  show  sonie  regard 
for  the  revenues  of  India.  Members  of 
Council  were  in  receipt  of  very  largo  pen- 
sions from  the  Indian  revenues  already. 
They  had  been  Directors  of  the  East  India 
Company,  with  £500  a  year  and  unlimited 
eating  at  the  India  House,  and  now  thoy 
were  in  receipt  of  £1,200  a  year.  What 
possible  moral  claim  then  could  they  have 
to  receive  pensions.  They  were  perfectly 
free  to  examine  this  question  ;  he  there- 
fore urged  on  the  Secretary  of  State  the 
necessity  of  putting  the  wUqIq  <^^  Vv\^  ^v^>^\ibr 
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oil  on  one  uniform  footing— a  footing  morel 
consUtent  with  the  purpose  for  irhtcb  it; 
wng  ialended.  What  wna  b  roaionablej 
period  durTng  which  a  person  sliould  hold . 
the  office  of  Councillor  irithout  hia  position  I 
being  subject  to  roTiew  ?  Ilavieg  regard  ; 
to  the  fact  of  there  being  fourteen  Council-  ^ 
lors— [Sir  Staffobd  Nobthcote  ;  Fifteen]  j 
—ho  tliought  thero  ibouU  be  a  change  of' 
at  least  two  every  year.  Thia  would  run  . 
DO  risk  of  disturbing  busineaa  or  aubrert- , 
ing  the  policy  which  regulated  the  course  . 
of  affairs,  while  it  would  enable  tbem  to, 
introduce  into  the  Council  oien  who  had 
just  returned  from  India.  The  Secretarj  | 
of  Stale  for  India  proposed  that  one  should  , 
retire  after  twelre  years,  but  that  appeared  i 
an  extroDiely  long  period.  It  did  not  offer  j 
sufficient  rapidity  of  cliaoge  to  ensure  effi-  . 
cienoy.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  listen  to  the  appeals  which  bad 
been  mada  to  biui  and  ro-consider  bis  pro- 1 
posal.  It  was  necessary  to  carry  this  i 
clause  much  further  than  the  Secretary  of 
State  proposed.  The  whole  Council  should  | 
remain  subject  to  legislation,  and  the  period  1 
for  which  the  office  of  Jiicmber  of  Council  | 
was  held  should  bo  shortened  rery  oon- , 
■idcrably  below  ibat  which  the  right  hon.  i 
Baronet  proposed.  But  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  no  doubt  stood  in  a  delicate  posi-  I 
tion  with  regard  to  his  Council.  In  order  j 
to  bring  the  question  properly  under  the  | 
consideration  of  the  Committee,  he  sliould  : 
moTO  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  giren  ! 
Notice.  He  had  fixed  seven  years,  but 
thero  should  be  tbo  power  of  re-appoint- 
ment, lie  begged  to  mo?e  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice — 

"  To  lesTe  out  nil  nfter  '  CoddcII,'  and  innrt 
'iballcontinuoinofflaDuiitilheabaltretini  in  man- 
ner rDllowiug,  unlets  ho  iball  bj  anj  other  means 
eBTioud;  oeato  to  hold  luch  ofBca  ;  tba  tno  meni- 
ri  of  the  Council,  oua  haTing  been  electod  and 
th*  other  appointad,  who  bare  been  lougaiC  in 
offlca,  aball  ratira  on  the  flnt  daj  of  Jauiiar;  in 
the  jev  one  tbousaod  eight  huadred  aad  ilitf • 
mne,  and  in  orerj  lubaoquoat  jear,  but  snj  auob 
member  mij  bo  again  cicetad  or  ippoioted  a 
nembar  ol  lbs  said  Counoil ;  and  wbeo  two  or 
more  memben  aball  bare  been  elected  or  appointed 
on  tlie  tame  daj,  the  Socretar;  of  Stata  iball  de> 
>rdar  of  rotirement  of  luoh  at  were 
id  tbo  said  Counoil  iball  determine 
order  of  retirement  of  Buoh  u  were  elected." 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  limiting  the 
term  of  serTicc  to  five  years  ;  but  he  was 
willing  to  accept  tho  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Ilamlcts 
(Mr.  Ayrtiin).  Tho  term  of  twelve  years 
iTBs  decidedly  too  high.  It  a  man  of  forty. ; 
Mr.  Ai/rttm 
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membeni  of  the  Council  that  they  would 
not  he  displaced  without  a  pension.  Under 
the  proposed  system,  however,  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Council  would  ho  appointed 
for  a  fixed  term  of  years,  and  would  not 
be  entitled  to  a  pension.  The  term  of 
•errice  proposed  was  undouhtedly  too  long, 
and  the  effect  would  be  that  there  would 
not  be  an  introduction  of  sufficient  new 
blood. 

Sa  EDWARD  COLEBROOKB  said, 
lie  was  glad  that  the  principle  of  a  limited 
term  of  service-^-for  which  he  contended 
ia  1858 — was  now  recognized  not  only  by 
Ifembers  of  the  House  but  by  Her  Ma- 

ttj'B  Government.  Most  of  the  Mem- 
m  of  the  Committee  were,  however, 
•greed  that  the  term  of  service  proposed 
bj  ihe  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
or  State  was  too  long.  He  thought,  at  nil 
•rents,  the  term  shoukl  bo  reduced  from 
twelve  years  to  ten.  According  to  the 
proposal  before  the  Committee,  the  mem- 
pere  of  the  Council  were  to  be  nominated 
bj  the  Council  or  by  the  Secretary  of 
State ;  but  he  thought  it  was  unadvisable 
that  the  members  should  feel  that  their 
re-eleetion  depended  upon  the  good-will  of 
Iheir  colleagues  or  the  judgement  or  caprice 
of  tbe  Secretary  of  State.  Balancing  the 
odfantages  and  disadvantages  of  the  two 
tonni  proposed,  he  felt  bound  to  support 
{be  proposal  of  the  Government  ;  but  he 
eboold  be  happy  to  support  so  much  of 
'tbe  Amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  and 
'learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Ayrton)  as  did  not  refer  to  the  re> 
eligibility  of  the  retiring  Councillors. 

Sir  HENRY  RAW  LIN  SON  approved 
the  principle  of  infusing  fresh  blood  into 
the  Council.  It  did  however  appear  to 
bim  elose  practice  that  when  there  rc- 
BUuned  only  about  two  months  to  tho  time 
when  the  Councillors  originally  appointed 
were  entitled  to  claim  their  pensions  this 
ril^bt  should  be  altogether  done  awny  with. 
fifr.  Atrton:  That  is  not  proposed.]  As 
fie  understood  the  Amendment  it  would 
eertainly  have  the  effect  of  abrogating  the 
right  which  the  present  Councillors  would 
have  to  a  pension  at  the  expiration  of  ten 
jears*  service,  that  period  having  very 
■early  expired.  He  could  not  help  re- 
garding that  as  hard.  He  might  remind 
the  Committee  that  though  absence  from 
India  might  be  a  disqualification  for  Mem- 
here  of  the  Council,  age  could  not  be  re- 
.  garded  as  snch,  their  functions  being  purely 
eonmltative.  Concurring  as  he  did  in  the 
prineiple  that  an  infusion  of  fresh  blood 
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was  advisable,  he  was  inclined  to  give  a 
preference  to  the  suggestion  that  tho  term 
should  be  reduced  to  ten  years. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
it  was  perfectly  clear  that  Parliament  might 
alter  the  constitution  of  the  Council,  or, 
indeed,  abolish  it  altogether,  without  the 
members  being  entitled  to  any  legal  claim 
for  compensation,  a  provision  to  that  effect 
having  been  inserted  in  the  Act  of  1858. 
Inasmuch,  however,  as  two  or  three  mem- 
bers  who  might  retire  by  reason  of  in- 
firmity next    year    would    be    entitled — 
morally,  at  all  events — to  a  pension,  he 
agreed  in  the  opinion   that  it  would    bo 
rather  sharp  practice  now  to  deprive  them 
of  that-  right.     Those  members  had  per- 
formed their  duties   to  the  best  of  their 
ability,  and  it  would   be   hard  that  they 
should  be   deprived  of  an    advantage    to 
which  they  might  possibly  have  been  look- 
ing forward  fur  some  years.     The  recog- 
nition of  that  principle  would  not  interfere 
with  the  Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member    for    the    Tower    Hamlets    (Mr. 
Ayrton),  because  the  cases  to  which  he  re- 
ferred would    be   included   in    the  words 
'*  unless  he  shall  by  any  other  means  pre- 
viously cease  to   hold   such   office."     He 
doubted,   however,  whether  the   proposal 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets   was  the  best,  because  the  hon. 
Gentleman    proposed   that  tho  two  senior 
members   should  retire  every  year,  inde- 
pendently of  those  who  resigned  from  other 
causes.  As  there  would*  constantly  be  some 
member  or  members  retiring  in  this  way, 
it  was  extremely  uncertain   whether  any 
member  of  tho  Council  would  be  able  to 
serve  the  full  period,  whatever  the  period 
they  might  fix  upon  might  be,  inasmuch 
as  through  the   vacancies  so  caused,   he 
would  be  called  upon  to  retire  before  his 
allotted   period    of    service    had   expired. 
Some  of  the  present  members  would  pro- 
bably retire  in  a  few  years,  and  probably 
the  average  number  of  years'  service  would 
not  amount  to  seven  —  it  might  be  five,  or 
even  four.     He  thought  that  they  should 
give  a  salary,  and  not  a  pension,  and  that 
a  gentleman   ought   to   know  how  many 
years  he  was  likely  to  serve.     The  objec- 
tions which  had  been  urged  against  the  re- 
election of  the  members  of  Council  were  cer- 
tainly strong  ones,  and  it  was  therefore 
proposed  that  there  should  be  no  re-elec- 
tion.    Although  he  had  placed  the  term  of 
service  at  twelve  years,  ho  thought  it  might 
bo  reduced  to  ten,  but  not  to  a  less  term, 
because  length  of  service  undoubtedly  in- 
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ereMCxI  b  taaa't  Talae.  He  attached  great 
weight  to  the  remark  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wcstmmatcr  {Mr.  Stusrt  Mill)  some 
time  Ago,  to  tlio  efTcet  thnt  care  should  be 
taken  that  tlio  Council  ilid  not  full  bclair  the 
perniQiient  and  aeaiBliint  Secretaries  in  ex- 
perience oF  Indian  aiTnirs.  It  wns  highly 
importaat  that  new  biood  ihould  be  infused 
into  the  Cuuiioil  from  time  to  time,  but  it 
wae  also  important  that  tbc  body  gbouIJ 
know  of  the  pnst  history  of  the  Govern- 
ment.  Wlieneter  a  new  Secretary  of  State 
vaa  appointed  all  the  old  complaint! 
grievances  connected  with  hie  Office  ..«..  .        , 

Te-produced,  and    unless   bis   Department  :  P*^?"' "8^' 
numbered    among    its    officers    one   who    P"'"'*"-  ~ 
couid  tell  bini  bow  and  why  those  matlori 
wero  formerly  disposed  of,  his  tii 
bo  largely  occupied  by  iho  consideration 
of  frivolous  casos.     On  the  whole,  he 
commended  his  own  proposal  in  preference 
(o  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets. 

lis.  ATRTON  naked  wlioiber  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  the  present  ni em- 
bers ihouhl  bold  Office  for  life  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  HORTHCOTE  said,    ..     . 
ho    did    not   think    any   object   would  bo    ?"?.'*.™*', 
gained  by  alloring  the  position  of  the  pre  |  .^In^^.I.' 
sent  membois  of  tho  Council,  bccauso  re- 
tirements would  bo  tolerably  frequent,  and 
because  tho  Councillors  bad  been  oppoiiHed  ,  ff^^f  w". 
on  the  presumption  that  they  would  act  as    '.?  j  7 
long  as  they  were  able.  '"''^  """ 

Colonel  SYEES  asked  whether  the 
old  orrangement  by  wbicb  tbc  directors  of 
the  India  Company  elected  seren  members 
of  the  Council  and  the  Government  nomi- 
nated eight,  would  continue? 

Sm  STAFFORD  NOUTHCOTE  said 
it  would. 

Lord  WILLIAM  HAY  said,  ho  would 
be  willing  to  pension  the  present  metnbere 
of  the  Council,  no  matter  what  it  cost, 
because  lie  was  sure  theeipenditoro  would 
be  a  cheap  bargain  in  tho  interest!  of 
India.  They  would  havo  a  thoroughly 
efficient  Council  by  getting  rid  of  thoac  I  RElPItESt 
who,  in  his  opinion,  were  no  longer  £t  for  ('** 

their  work.  (TheEartt 

Mb.  J.  fi.  SMITH   said,    he    wai  in 
fsTOur  of  putting  now  blood  in  tho  Council, 
and    suggested   the    expediency  of  occa-        njji 
sionallj  appointing  others  tban  Indians,  on  ' 

the  ground  that  such  Counoillors  would  ,  Mb.  BR 
look  at  questions  from  an  English,  and  '  that  in  lak 
not  exclusively  from  an  Indian  point  of  I  Thursday  i 
view.  He  thought  ten  years  too  long  a  the  two  eta 
term.  :  of  his  inte 

Mr.  AYRTOH  said,  that  as  Ihe  Secre-j  the  Bill,  he 
Sir  Stafford  XortketU 
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an  arrangement  lie  had  entered  into.  The 
elanae  to  which  he  referred  had  heen 
drawn  with  the  asBistance  of  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  Members  of  that  House, 
and  ho  believed  it  to  bo  a  clause  of  great 
importance.  Wishing,  therefore,  that  it 
ahonld  be  fully  discussed,  he  had  agreed 
with  some  of  his  hon.  Friends  not  to  bring 
it  on  after  a  certain  hour  on  Thursday 
night.  Under  those  circumstances,  when 
he  found  that  he  could  not  bring  it  on  be- 
fore that  hour,  he  thought  the  suggestion 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  GoTcrnmcnt  was  one  he  ought 
to  accept.  Unfortunately,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Sir  John  Gray) 
moved  a  clause.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
since  written  him  a  letter  on  tho  subject, 
which  letter  was  of  a  most  satisfactory 
character.  [*'  Read.'']  He  did  not  think 
it  necessary  to  read  tho  letter.  His 
hon.  Friend  mado  his  Motion  under  a 
misunderstanding,  being  under  the  impres- 
sion that  he  (Mr.  Brady)  had  not  acce))ted 
the  proposition  of  tho  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  who  had  placed  him  in  the  posi- 
tion in  which  those  who  supported  him 
desired  he  should  be.  He  wished  tho 
House  to  understand  that  he,  at  least,  was 
in  no  way  responsible  for  the  disorderly 
■eene  which  had  taken  place  on  Thursday 
night. 

Mb.  O'fiEIRNE  said,  lie  could  not 
allow  this  Bill  to  pass  through  this  its  final 
stage  without  giving  expression  to  his  un- 
qualiOed  dissatisfaction  at  tlio  manner  in 
which  it  dealt  with  the  interests  of  the 
Irish  people.  When  the  noble  p]arl  (ihe 
Earl  of  Mayo)  introduced  the  Bill  some 
months  since,  ho  stated  his  objections  to 
it.  He  stated  that  it  was,  so  far  as  he 
could  judge,  framed  upon  no  principle 
which  had  been  previously  accepted  or 
adopted  by  the  House.  It  proposed  to  in- 
crease tho  county  representation  by  ^we 
Members  to  the  injury  of  the  urban  repre- 
sentation as  it  stood.  It  left  quite  un- 
touched the  great  question  of  the  county 
franchise,  and  avoided  tlie  freemen  so  long 
objected  to  by  Irish  representatives.  The 
Bill  had  now  passed  through  Committee 
without  any  importont  Amendment,  with 
the  exception  of  the  abandonment  by  the 
Government  of  their  proposal  for  disfrau- 
chiaement  and  re-distribution  of  seats — 
the  borough  franchise  had  been  fixed  at  a 
figure  above  £4,  tho  county  francliise  re- 
mained at  £12,  and  the  freemen,  with  all 
their  objectionable  characteristics,  remain 
in  the  full  possession  of  all  the  powers 


which  they  have  so  long  misused.     The 
right   hon.    Gentleman    tho  Member   for 
South    Lancashire    told    tho    House    on 
Thursday  last  that  tho  claims  made  for 
the  increase  of  the  county  constituencies 
were  fair  and  ought  to  be  considered.     Ho 
told   you  that   even    in  1850,   when  the 
English   figure    of    qualification    was   six 
times  what  it  now  is,  this  House  agreed  to 
a  reduction  to  £8.  He  quoted  the  remark- 
able words  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  he  re- 
minded the  House  that   the  £12  figuro 
then  fixed  was  arrived  at  as  a  compromise. 
He  might  have  added  to  the  authority  he 
quoted  many  others  almost  of  equal  weight. 
He  might  have  said  that  Mr.  Hume  consi- 
dered that  an  £8  Irish  rating  was  then 
equal  to  a  £30  £nglit>h  rating  ;  and  he 
might  have  given  the  words  of  Sir  James 
Graham,    that,     in     a    great    nation    of 
8,000,000,  to   have  an  electoral  body  of 
less  than  50,000  was    an   anomaly  quite 
inconsistent  with  the  safety  of  the  State 
or  the  security  of  our  institutions.     But 
the    right    hon.    Gentleman's    arguments 
were  unavailing,  and  tho  county  franchise 
remained  untouched.     Ho  much  regretted 
this  result,  as  he  must  entirely  disagree 
with  the  remarks  which  fell  from  his  Hon. 
Friend   tho  Member  for  Galway  and  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Nottingham. 
He  did  not  believe   there  would  be  any 
danger  to  the  Liberal  cause  in  giving  votes 
to  tho  Irish  tenant-farmers  valued  at  £8. 
He  believed  them  to  be  as  independent 
and  as  well  entitled  to  the  franchise  as  tho 
English    tenants.      The    very    impatient 
manner  in  which  the  subject  of  Irish  Re- 
form was  received  by  the  House  on  Thurs- 
day last  left  thoso  who  represented  Irish 
opinions  and  Irish  interests  little  to  hope 
for.     Tho  Bill  was  in  Committee  for  some 
few  hours  on    Monday  night   on    merely 
formal  matters.  It  was  resumed  on  Thurs- 
day, and  it  was  with  difficulty  those  hon. 
Members    who    were  anxious  to    express 
their  opinions  upon  a  subject  of  such  mo- 
ment were  able  to  do  so.     Be  it  so  ;  but 
such  a  course,  they  might  rest  assured, 
will    not  be   lost  upon  the  Irish  people. 
What  had  they  done  by  this  Bill  ?     They 
gave  to  Irish  voters  an  increase  of  9,000. 
Scotland    receives    50,000    voters ;    and 
England  570,000  voters  by  thoEnglishBill. 
They  were  told  that  our  representation  was 
sufficient  for  our  population  of  upwards  of 
5,000,000.      If   the  proportion   added  to 
England's  register  was  to  be  taken,  they 
should  bo  increased  50,000  at  least— 20 
per  cent.    If  the  numbers  on  their  own  rQ« 
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gi«ter  were  to  be  Iftkon,  ihej  ftlionld  be;  time  oeeapic 
ineresBed  by  fine-fiflh— 40.000  ;  und  yeti  orhj  the  Sci 
wfl  receivo  only  9,000.  Sucli  a  meciBure  '  ration  of  thii 
is  a  mere  mociierT.  lie  protested  against!  two  eTening: 
its  beinn'  called  a  meaaure  of  reform  of'  gentimcnts  e 
the  IriBli  re|)re»entation  ;  it  waa  only  n  tlio  Member 
stronger  proof  tliat  tbe  PBrliamenl  did  not  IlaTing  anal 
deal  «ith  IrelnnJ  ns  it  dealt  nitb  England  sions  Iliat  to 
and  Scotland.  Tlie  llouto  tni^lit  Teat ,  subject  naa  i 
BRtisfied  that  tbe  eetimate  wbicli  llie  Irisb  a  majority  ol 
people  would  form  of  ibis  debate  noold  be  j  for  exlendinj 
thown  by  the  unanimous  eiprcsiion  of.  and  aboliiliii 
ihelr  opinion  at  the  approaebing  Flections,  chisc;  but  th 
and  tbat  tbey  would  teil  tbat  IIduh:  and  out  (boae  obj 
tbe  HiniBters  that  iboy  would  no  longer  of  tbe  apatl 
aubmit  to  legislation  bo  unequal  in  its  clia-  Liberal  Mer 
racter  and  eo  unjust  to  the  best  interests  down  to  the 
of  tbeir  eoantry.  j  brctbren  in  t 

Mr.  BAGWELL  said,  bo  thought  that  bad  been  ob 
n  measure  bo  aiimll  and  ao  absurd  had  :  lai>d.  This 
never  before  been  brought  before  the  Refomi  Bill 
'ii  agreeing  to  it  the  Irish  Liberal  ! 


Members  only  rclegateil  the  queslii 
PaTlrotiient   of   more  authority  and  rigour. 
])nt  they  certainly  had  hoped  that  a  more 
extended    county    franchiBo    would  be  at 


been  taken  i 
tbe  hen.  M( 
with  reapect 


adopted.      lie  did  not   complain  oftion   of  ver 

bon.    Members   opposite,    who    had   only  served  acriou 

acted  \a  boneit  accordance  with  their  prin-  was    unfortu 

cipleN ;    but  ho  could  not  and  would  not  brought  on  i 

say  the  samo  for  Members   on  thst  (ihe  the  auggesiii 

Libernl)    aide.      Irish    Mrrobers   hod    sat  Crown  to  po 

there  night  after  night    patiently  endea-  accepted.     1 

vouring  to  make  the  other  two   Reform  Member  for 

liilla  worthy  of  England  and  of  Scotland ;  bon.  Uerobei 

but  when  they  came  to  debate  the  question  and  the  rigl 

ef  their  county  franebiie  (bey  fouod  them-  (Mr.  Milner 

eelres  deliberately,  baBelj  deserted  by  tbe  to  address  t 

men  tbey  had  sopported.     What  had  this  Tbe  questioc 

Keform   Bill  done  for  Ireland  ?     Why,  it  an    entirely 

bad  only  reduced  the  franchise  in  toons  on  which  it 

from  £8  to  over  £4.     The  county  fran-  the  Reform 

chlse  It  hud  lelt  precisely  as  it  stood  be-  hare  the  opii 

fore.     Ho  felt  exactly  as  one  might  fee)  Treasury  on 

that  found  himself  abandoned  by  his  com-  the  right  hor 

radei  in  the  face  of  danger.     Of  course,  subject  ahoul 

to  those  English  and  Scotch  Members  who  lion,  because 

had  supported   their    Iriih    Friends   these  the  right  bon 

remarks  did  not  apply ;  hut  whomsoever  ciple  opposed 

tho  cap  fitted,  he  might  wear  it.     In  com-  to    think  thi 

mou  with,  he  believed,  all  (he  Irish  Liberal  believed  the 

Members,  he  protested  against  tho  Bill  ;  aervative  me 

and  if  by  saying  "  No  "  he  could  throw  it  views  would  I: 

out,    lie   would    willingly    pronounce   that  Bill.     He  wo 

word,  hon.  Oentlen 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOOHLEN  said,  he  bis  party  wei 

thought    English    Members    had  no   just  the  purpoae. 

ground  for  complaining  that  too  much  of  authority,  fo 

the  lime  of  the  llouse  had  been  occupied  by  years  ago,  en 

lliit  measure.     He  did  not  complain  of  the  the  right  hoD 
Mr.  ff  Beirut 


ference  to  the  extenBion  of  the  franchise 
and  the  ballot— 
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£12,  and  one  of  the  best  authorities  in  the 
House  had  shown  that  a  £12  franchise  in 
Ireland  was  practically  equivalent  to  a  £30 
rental  in  England.  One  or  two  figures 
would  enable  the  House  to  understand  the 
real  character  of  this  Bill,  which  was 
called  a  Reform  Bill  for  Ireland.  [*•  Oh, 
oh  !"]  lie  perceived  no  argument  in  these 
extraordinary  noises,  and  he  thought  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  do  better  to  use  the 
English  language.  Take  the  county  of 
Clare,  and  compare  its  present  condition 
with  its  condition  forty  years  ago.  It  bad 
then  17,000  electors,  and  now  only  5,300. 
The  county  of  Mnyo  had  20,300  electors 
in  1828.  and  only  3,400  in  1868.  The 
Bill  would  not  add  as  many  electors  to  the 
whole  constituent  body  of  Ireland  as  had 
been  deducted  in  1828  from  the  constitu- 
ency of  the  one  county  of  Clare.  With  re- 
spect to  the  bollot  question,  he  would  only 
say,  that  the  observations  of  his  hon.  Friend 
near  him  (Mr.  Brady)  in  the  discussion  the 
other  night  had  been  quite  inaudible.  Now 
that  he  understood  from  his  hon.  Friend 
that  he  had  accepted  the  propositions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Min- 
ister, he  regretted  much  that  he  should 
have  interposed  between  his  hon.  Friend 
and  the  House. 

Mr.  ESMONDE  said,  all  the  friends  of 
Reform  must  look  upon  this  Bill  as  in  no 
way  a  settlement  of  the  question.  He 
should  feel  guilty  of  a  dereliction  of  duty 
both  to  himself  and  to  his  constituents,  if 
he  were  to  omit  entering  his  protest  against 
it.  It  must  be  perfectly  understood  that 
they  would  re-open  the  question  on  the  very 
earliest  opportunity.  As  regarded  both  the 
county  franchise  and  the  freemen's  fran- 
chibc,  they  would  consider  no  settlement 
satisfactory,  no  matter  what  Government 
might  be  in  Office,  which  did  not  deal  with 
both  these  subjects. 

Mr.  re  ARDEN  said,  he  rose  to  propose 
a  clause,  altering  the  quahfication  to  one 
of  the  net  annual  rental  value  of  £6  or 
upwards  for  counties,  and  £3  or  upwards 
for  boroughs,  of  lands,  tenements,  or  here- 
ditaments. He  thought  that  after  Irish 
Members  had  assisted  in  passing  Reform 
Bills  of  a  character  so  liberal  for  England 
and  Scotland,  they  were  entitled  to  a  better 
return.  The  present  Bill  would  make  an 
addition  of  only  9,000  voters  in  a  popula- 
tion of  nearly  6,000,000.  Were  a  measure 
so  restricted  proposed  for  England,  it  would 
be  burned  at  the  market  cross  of  every 
town  throughout  the  country.  But  if  the 
House  would  accept  the  clause  he  now 


"  The  disposition  of  property  in  England  throws 
the  power  of  the  country  into  the  hands  of  the 
natural  aristocracy.  I  do  not  belie  re  that  any 
BjBtem  of  su&age  or  any  method  of  election  would 
direct  that  power  into  other  quarters.  It  in  the 
necessary  consequence  of  our  present  social  state. 
I  believe  that  the  wider  the  popular  suffrage  the 
more  powerful  would  be  the  natural  aristocracy. 
That  seems  to  be  the  inevitable  consequence  ;  but 
I  maintain  this  proposition  on  the  clear  under- 
standing that  such  an  extension  should  be  founded 
on  a  &ir  and  not  on  a  factious  basis.  Here  then 
•rises  the  question  of  the  ballot,  into  the  merits 
of  which  I  shall  take  another  opportunity  of  en- 
tering, recording  merely  my  opinion  that  in  the 
present  state  of  the  Constitution  even  the  ballot 
la  in  fiivour  of  the  power  of  the  natural  aristo- 
oraoy,  and  that  if  the  ballot  were  to  be  contem- 
poraneoasly  introduced,  with  a  fail*  and  not  a 
nctious  extension  of  suffrage,  it  would  produce 
no  change  in  the  distribution  of  power  affecting 
the  natural  aristocracy.'' 

Now,  the  extension  of  suffrage  made  last 
year,  according  to  the  opinions  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side,  was  made 
not  on  a  factious  but  a  fair  basis,  and 
therefore  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
view  was  to  be  acted  upon,  the  time 
was  come  when  the  ballot  should  bo 
introduced  into  the  Constitution  of  the 
country.  It  was  for  that  reason  he  was 
anxious  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
fehould  have  had  an  opportunity-as  ho  would 
bate  had  if  the  debate  had  gone  on — of 
expressing  his  opinion  on  the  question.  It 
would  be  very  unfortunate  for  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  to  go  to  the  country  without 
knowing  the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  ballot ;  for  in  that  case  they 
might  have  to  unsay  next  Session  what 
ikey  might  state  at  the  hustings  this  year, 
and  he  thought  it  was  for  the  interest  both 
of  political  parties  and  of  morality  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  expressed 
his  opinion.  This  subject  he  would  not 
enlarge  upon  as  he  had  risen  merely  to  en- 
dorse the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Clonmel  as  to  the  nature  of  the  Bill,  and 
the  manner  in  which  they  had  been  treated 
bj  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House  ; 
but  in  doing  so  he  would  not  but  express 
his  regret  that  the  debate  on  the  ballot 
ahonld  not  have  proceeded,  for  the  reasons 
he  had  stated. 

Sib  !rOHN  GRAY  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  how  unjustly  the  provisions  of  the 
present  Bill  would  operate.  They  had 
given  to  England  a  rating  franchise  for 
the  boroughs^  whereas  in  Ireland  they  re- 
atricted  it  to  houses  of  £\  rental.  In 
England  the  county  franchbe  was  fixed  at 
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proposed  it  woatd  in  effect  hold  out  the ;  (Mr.  Vonce). 
oiire  brancli  to  Ireland  and  do  iomotliiag  i  degree  on  th 
to  establish  friendlj  retationa  vith  that  tropolia,  ngn 
conntry.  the  Bmpiro  ti 

Clause  (Alleration  of  county  and  bo-  °'[  **>«  '*'"«,. 
rough  quft]ificatLons.)-(^r.  Reardm.)-  '^  ""e'^Pol' 
IroVup.  and  road  tbc  fi«t  time.  JfJ.Wo 

Mb.  CRUM-EWING  said,  he  only  roae  metropolis ;  i 
to  correct  the  tnipresaion  nliich  niight  be  I  conditiona  m 
derived  from  the  stntoment  of  the  bon,  ;  tho  fact  of  ll 
Member  for  Clonmel  (llr.  Bagwell)  regard-  i  ;„  ^q  g\i  ^^^ 
ine  the  part  tnkeD  by  the  Scotch  Membora.    „f  grett  eitc 

it"    ■  .1  .      . n  __._!_   w I. .  °         , 


tlian  tnenty-one  Scotch  Memhera 
Toted  in  favour  of  the  Motion  for  rednoiug 
tlie  Irish  county  franchiae  to  £8,  and  only 
seien  on  the  other  aide. 

Motion  made,  and  Queation,  "  That  the 
said  Clouse  he  now  read  a  aecond  time," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  VANCE  proposed  a  clause  oitend- 
ing  the  residence  of  electors  of  the  city  of 
Dublin  from  seren  to  tiToke  milea.  Ha 
remarked  that,  in  the  case  of  the  Engliali 
metropolis,  the  limit  of  residence  had  been 
extended  to  tncnty-fiTe  miles,  end  aa  rail- 
way facilitiea  induced  many  persona  to  lire 
by  the  acasido  or  otlienvise  beyond  the 
distanco  of  scTcn  niilea  from  Dublin,  he 
hoped  a  aimilar  boon  wonid  be  extended 
to  tho  Irish  metropolis. 

Clause  (Residence  of  Electors  for  Cily 
of  Dublin  extended  lo  tweho  milea,) — 
(J/r.  Vance,)— Irouglit  up,  and  read  the 
Erst  time, " 

Motiou  made,  and  Quoation  proposed, 
"  That  tho  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

The  EuiL  op  MAYO  said,  he  thought 
there  was  niitcli  force  in  tho  argument  of 
his  hon.  Friend.  Tlio  circumstoncos  of 
Dublin  were  very  peculiar,  and  of  late 
yeara  a  large  proportion  oF  tlie  most  re-  ^ 
apcctable 


ferent  matter 
ciple  that  a  [ 
a  metropolis, 
different  from 
containing  bq 
ia  also  a  meti 
in  many  caaei 
tance  ODt  of 
haa  been  give 
with  the  caE 
and  Salford, 
No  BDch  prifi 
though  in  Lit 
of  the  inhabil 
tho  year  st 
fifteen  milea  ( 
modem  ay  ate 
these  towns  h 
railroada  rum 
I  submit  tba 
be  sanctioned 
on  the  groui 
polii;  but  in  r 
affecting  the 
ought  lo  be  < 
I  cannot  cone 
of  this  kind 
compliment  t( 
mode  of  reco] 
Sir  JOHN 
resident  of  1 
ipwarda,  and 


Tlio  seven-mile  limit  at  present !  number  of  el 
oicludcd  a  number  of  porsona  from  the  I  in  (ho  city  r 
enjoyment  of  tlio  franchise,  and,  consider-  j  With  the  ext 
ingtbe  concessions  agreed  to  with  regard  was  within  iV 
lo  London  and  that  the  clasa  who  woold  no  conslderab 
benefit  by  Ibis  provision  were  much  the  for  aea  reaii 
aame  as  in  that  case,  ho  thought  tho  clause  though  grow! 
waa  a  reasonable  one.  tho  county  o 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  I  sliouid  like  miles  from  t 
to  have  a  few  words  of  explanation  from  would  be  bro 
the  noblo  Enrl  as  lo  the  application  of  ihis  not  occnaione 
principle  lo  the  cases  of  other  large  cities  villas,  who  liv 
and  towns,  before  we  assent  lo  the  Motion  purpoao  of  c 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Armagh  and  did  not  t 
Mr.  Stardm  ' 
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mnnioipal  burdens  of  the  city.  It  would 
admit,  in  short,  a  large  agricultural  popu- 
lation, hafing  no  direct  connection  with 
the  place  such  as  ought  to  helong  to 
electors  and  who  had  already  votes  for  the 


(Mr.  Monseli)  that  ho  and  his  Colleaguo 
(Mr.  Pirn)  by  no  means  sailed  in  the  same 
boat  on  political  questions,  and  that  his 
hon.  Colleague  wns  going  to  vote  for  this 
Amendoient.     Thnt  plainly    showed   that 


county.      In  behalf    of    the    citizens    of  j  the   Amendment  was  not  proposed    from 
Dnblin,  he  should  oppose  the  clause.  |  party  motives. 

Mr.  VERNBR  said,  he  was  surprised  :      Mr.  Sebjeaxt  BARRY  said,  that  the 
at  the  tiew  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for   Amendment  would  favour  an  increase  in 
Kilkenny  (Sir  John   Gray)   who   himself   the  number  of  freemen  voters,  and  this  cx- 
had  a  tilla  residence  outside  Dublin,  while  •  plained  the  proposal. 
his  place  of  business  was  in  the  city.     He  '     Mr.  COGAN  said,  he  hoped  that  the 


thought  there  were  good  grounds  for  ex 
tending  the  limit  of   residence  to  twelve 


Government  would  re  consider  the  course 
they  seemed  disposed  to  take,  and  which 


miles.      He    knew    that    many     persons  |  would  cud  in  tho  whole  question  of  Irish 

engaged  during   tho   day  in  business  in  j  Reform  being  re-opened. 

Doblin  resided  at  Bray.  I     Mr.  GREGORY   said,  that,  believing 

Mb.  PIM  said,  he  was  in  favour  of  ex-  i  that  this  was  a  clearly  defined  party  pro- 
tending the  privilege  granted  in  the  case  '  posal,  he  would  move  the  adjournment  of 
of  the  City  of  London  to  towns  likeMan-  I  the  debate. 

ehetter  and  Liverpool,  and  also  to  Dublin.  !     ^r  x*  i  :■/%.•  i 

He  could  not  see  why  there  should  be  a  i ,,  JJ[^V^"i  "  n  u'  *^"f   ^°'*^T  P^T'?"^' 
eefen-mile  limit  excluding  gentlemen  who     J  ""^^         \''^''  ^"^  now  adjourned. "- 
had  an  interest  in  that  city  though  they  j  t^**-  Gregory.) 
lired  in  country  houses.  Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  had  been  quite 

Mb.  BSMONDE  said,  he  was  surprised  ;  ignorant  of  this  "porty  struggle"  until  tho 
that  the  Government  should  support  this  ,  subject  was  introduced  by  his  hon.  Friend 
elaase.  He  had  understood  that  it  was  :  the  Member  for  Armagh  (Mr.  Vance). 
agreed  on  all  sides  to  accept  tho  Bill  in  !  Much  might  be  said  both  for  and  against 
the  condition  in  which  it  left  the  Com-  |  the  Amendment.  No  doubt  the  precedent 
mittee.  If  this  understanding  were  not ;  established  last  year  in  regard  to  the  City 
adhered  to  there  would  be  an  opening  up  i  of  London,  and  which— although  explained 
ef  many  clauses  besides  this  in  the  Bill,      j  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lan- 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  ho  thought  it  was  i  cashire — was  one  of  very  doubtful  import, 
a  very  suspicious  meap.ure  to  select  one  :  quite  justified  his  hon.  Friend  in  bringing 
place  in  which  to  make  a  distinction,  ns  !  forward  this  proposal.  If  his  hon.  Friend 
was  now  proposed  with  reference  to  the  <  hnd,  however,  consulted  him  he  should  have 
eitj  of  Dublin,  without  any  special  cir-  ■  said  that  upon  the  whole,  and  in  the  pre- 
enmstances  connected  with  it.  It  looked  ,  sent  state  of  tho  Irish  Reform  Bill,  it  would 
Tcry  like  a  party  and  political  move.  !  not  bo  expedient  to  open  this  question. 
[••Oh."]  Hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to  flinch  j  This  would  show  what  exaggerated  state- 
from  the  imputation,  and  he  did  not  wonder  i  meuts  had  just  been  made,  and  how  oom- 
at  it.  Ho  challenged  any  hon.  Member  I  pletely  unfounded  was  the  conclusion  to 
to  answer  the  argument  of  tho  right  hon.  {  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  County 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca-  '  (Mr.  Gregory)  had  arrived  when  he  hinted 
abire  (Mr.  Gladstone),  and  to  explain  why  that  this  was  some  deep  and  sinister  party 
this  proposal  should  bo  adopted  in  Dublin  i  move.  lie  would  say  that,  although  his 
and  not  adopted  in  the  large  towns  of  i  hon.  Friend  was  quite  justified  in  making 
England.  <  this  proposal,  which  was  not  only  plausible, 

Mr.  YANCE  said,  ho  wished  to  state  |  but  very  reasonable,  and  which  was  sup- 
that  he  had  had  no  consultation  whatever   ported  by  both  tho  Members  for  Dublin, 
with  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  that    stiil  it  was  not    expedient   to   press  the 
lie  was  entirely  responsible  for  the  Amend- ,  Amendment  to  a  division. 
nent.  i 

Sib  ARTHUR  GUINNESS  said,  that  |     Motion,  by  leave,  wiiMrawn, 

at  a  challenge  had  been  thrown  out  fori      Question    again   proposed,    "That  tho 
hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  tho  House  to   gajj  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time." 
deny  if  they  could  that  this  Amendment  j 

had  been  made  from   party  motives,  he .      Mr.  VANCE  said,  ho  had  made  this 
wished  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  Motion  in  tho  interest  of  his  former  con- 


I 


y 
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stitusDti,  bat,  QB  it  did  not  meet  with  tbe 
geDer»l  concurrence  of  the  House,  he  would 
withdraw  it. 

Motion,  by  leaTe,  witkdraion. 

Clause  ioitkdraum. 

SiB  FREDERICK  UEYQATE  eaid, 
he  roso.  according  to  Notice,  to  more  the 
folloiring  clause: — 


almost  eielui 
roughs  which 
and  it  hail  bc 
land. 

Mr.  VA^ 
whieb  sough 
fraocbiBe  tlu 
few  English  1 
many  Iriih  b 


t  Aisimilstion  offrnnohiie  in  Lorooglii,  countlci  |  counterpoise 
ofoitio>,  iuidoountiMoftown..)  | '*ie    horough 

"  Emr;  m&n  ahall  b«  eutitled  to  be  regiatared  :  Bill. 
SI  k  TOtar,  and  when  regiilored  to  TOte  >t  the  |  gin,  PAT] 
Election  of  u  Member  or  Members  to  lervfl  in  I  ^^^  gf  ^]jg  , 
PurlLnmont  for  any  borough  who  la  of  full  ago  »nd  I  , ,.  .  .  . 
not  mbJMt  to  »nj  legul  incspioity,  >Dd  who  w  !  P"'""'  ™""'  ' 
■eiaed  of  a  freehold  8«Ute  in  such  borough,  or  of  ,  Hon,  OUd  JCt 
bd;  ront-obargo  arising  out  of  any  freehold  estate  |  to  enahlo  ll 
in  >uoh  borough  of  sueh  value  and  subject  to  such  [heir  opiuioiii 
■ould  if  in  a  city  or  town,  being  a  I  (^i^    ;j_      g^. 


Londonderry 
forward  to  i 
iolo  conatitui 
make  faggot 
tuencies,  wh 
evenly  balanc 

Mb.  NEW 
BO  often  hefo 
distinction  bi 
franchise  in 
now  Buppnrt  t 

Mb.  DISE 


oounty  ofa  city  or  DOunty  of  a  town  by  itself,  a: 
title  such  person  to  register  his  vote  for  saoh  oiiy 
or  town,  or  who  holds  as  lessee  or  assignee  any 
lands  or  Csaemcats  in  sueb  borough  for  such  term 
visions  of  tbe  Registration  Acts  shall  apply  to 
of  Buoh  Talue  and  subjcot  to  such  proiiiions  as 
would  it  such  lands  or  tencTncnti  were  situate  In 
a  city  or  toxn,  being  >  county  of  a  city  or  county 
ofa  town  by  itself,  ontitio  such  person  to  register 
hit  vote  far  suob  city  or  town  ;  and  all  the  pro- 
TOlors  in  boroughs  on  whom  tho  franchise  is 
hereby  oonferred  in  the  same  manner  in  all  re- 
speets  BI  far  as  is  praoliaabls  as  they  now  apply 
to  such  Totcrs  io  cities  and  towns." 

His  object  was  to  extend  to  tbe  rest  of  the         ,    . 

thirty-three  boroughs  of  Ireland  a  franchise  "^i .  ■     ,,°    , 

1  ■  L  !■      »      1  i.L  winch    the   1 

winch  was  now  peculiar  to  eleven  of  thena.  o  i  nti 

n      -1    ■       ,.    '  ]     -       .1.  Colman    0  L 

Considering  tbey  were  now  reducing  the  i      .      . 

borough  occupation  franchise  to  about  £4,  ir         i      , 

tlie  addition  by  his  proposal  of  from  2,000  y  i     tl ' 

to  3,000  of  tho  most  rospeclable  and  inde-  , 

pendent  class,  who  poBseascd  properly  of  nf.,.-^™..  li 

considerable  extent,  to  the  Irish  borouch  >,  r         n-n 

,, ,  111-  *"  Reform  Bill, 

oonstituencios  would  he  a  valuable  improie-  ^^^j,    ^y^^^ 

.  any  parly  ^^^^(^  ^^^^  ^, 
ticular  reason 

at  ion    of    fi-anchise    in  conclu  lively 

of  cities,  and  oountics  Coluan  0'L< 

of  towns,) — {Sir  Frederick  Heygaie,) —  was  glad  that 

brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time.  ackuowledgcd 

Motion  Diade,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  llie  said  Clause  be  uow  read  a 
second  time." 


ment,  wholly  ' 
advantage. 

Ckaso   (Ai 
borough  I 


ment  of  what 
Disraeli's)  Im 
He  thought  tl 
day  niglit  tb 
ported,  in  ord 
ight  have  at 


SiH  COLMAN  O'LOGULEN  said, 
hoped  (bat  tbe  cinuae  would  meet  the  s 
■fate  as  the  last,  and  that  tho  First  Lord  of  ,  nialiy  very  li 
the  Treasury  would  rccommeud  the  hon.  I  ticularly  upon 
Mover  to  wiilidraw  it.  The  franchise  j  ballot,  which 
which  it  propogcd  to  extend  was  properly  forward  by  tli 
a  county  franchise,  and  he  objecled  on  {Mr.  Brady), 
iinnciple  to  iti  introduction  into  the  Irish  tiena  also  of 
Doroughs  generally.     At  present,  it  was   due  Holioe  ha 
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prored    how  utterly   erroneous   and    un- 
founded was  tho    statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Clare.      He  found  from  the 
Paper  that  the  hon.   Member  for  Enuis 
(Mr.  Stacpoole)  had  given  Notice  that  he 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  propriety    of   lowering   the    borough 
franchiso,    while    the    hon.    and    learned 
Member    for    Dungarvan    (Mr.    Serjeant 
Barry)  intended  on  Clause  4  to  movo  to 
omit  certain  words  which  would   entirely 
alter  the  character  of  the  lodger  franchise, 
and  there  was  also  the  Notice  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  had  brought  forward  the  pre- 
seot   question.      Tlio    House,    therefore, 
oaght  to  decide  upon  this  question  on  its 
merits,  and   it   appeared   to    be  one  well 
worth  consideration.     He  believed  if  a  de- 
eisioD  was  arrived  at  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
position  they  would    add  greatly   to    the 
strength  of  the  town  constituency  and  im- 
prove the  representation  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  card  well  said,  he  was  greatly 
disappointed  when  ho  heard  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  intended   to  support  this 
clause.     Whatever  arguments  might  have 
induced  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  do 
so  he  was   sure  there  was  one  to  which 
he  would  lend    no  countenance — namely, 
the  argument  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Armagh  (Mr.  Vance).     That 
hon*  Gentleman   had  said   that  they  had 
Iredttoed  the  borough  franchise  to  so  dan- 
gerous a  level  that   this   clause  was   in- 
tended to  act  as  a  countorpoise.      Well, 
as  the  House  had   adopted    the  borough 
franchise  for    Ireland    proposed    by    the 
Oevernment    themselves,   Her    Majesty's 
Ministers  at  least  would  give  no  counte- 
nance to  such  an   argument.      But  what 
was  the  House  really  asked  to  do  ?    They 
were  asked  to  do  in   the  case  of  Ireland 
what  the   hon.  Member  for   North  War- 
wickshire bad    reminded  them    they   had 
repeatedly   refused   to  do  in    tho  case  of 
England.     If  there  was  ono  objection  more 
deeply  felt  and  more  strongly  urged  than 
another  to  the  proposals  of  the  Government 
In  1859,  it  was  that  county  voters  should 
be  removed  from  the  counties  of  England, 
and  transferred  with  tho  same  franchise  to 
the   boroughs.      They  had  rejected   that 
proposal  for  England;  they  ought  now  to 
reject  it  for  Ireland,  for  if  bad  for  Eng- 
land it  was  far  worse  for  Ireland,  where 
there  was  not  so  large  an  infusion  of  the 
eommercial  element  in  the  county  consli- 
taency.     The  creation  of  rent-charge  votes 
in  small  constituencies  was  very  objection- 
able.    If  they  agreed  to  this  clause  they 


would  add  another  anomaly  to  those  which 
already  existed,  and  another  argument  in 
favour  of  re-opening  the  question  of  Irish 
Reform. 

Mr.  Serjeant  BARRY  said,  he  should 
oppose  the  clause  on  the  ground  that  this 
franchise  had  been  left  where  it  was  in 
1832,  both  with  regard  to  England  and 
Ireland;  and  as  it  had  not  been  extended 
by  the  late  Reform  Act  in  England,  it 
ought  not  to  bo  extended  in  Ireland.  Such 
an  attempt  as  that  made  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  have  a  very  bad  effect  in 
Ireland  ;  for  it  would  furnish  with  a  new 
argument  that  increasing  class  of  persons 
who  maintained  that  it  was  useless  to  look 
for  justice  to  Parliament,  when  it  was 
seen  that  the  Government  had  taken  good 
care  not  to  suffer  the  power  of  tho  land- 
lords to  be  threatened  in  the  counties, 
and  now  endeavoured  to  give  them  new 
influence  in  the  towns.  Ho  begged  to 
movo  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  murphy  seconded  the  Motion  for 
an  adjournment.  He  said  the  object  of 
the  clause  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  to  give  county  voters  a  vote 
also  in  the  boroughs,  a  procedure  that  was 
manifestly  unjust. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  this  clause 
has  been  supported  on  two  grounds.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Armagh  supported  it  on 
a  ground  worthy  of  the  attention  of  the 
House  and  the  country — namely,  that  the 
propositions  of  the  Government  with  re- 
gard to  the  borough  franchise  are  of  so 
dangerous  a  character  that  they  require  to 
be  counteracted  and  neutralized,  and  he 
thinks  he  finds  in  this  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  remedy  he  wants.  I 
confess  I  think  it  would  have  been  much 
better  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  exposed 
this  dangerous  character  of  tho  proposi- 
tions of  the  Government  when  thoy  were 
made,  and  had  not  supported  them  in 
silence.  But,  whether  he  is  happy  or  not 
in  the  choice  of  his  opportunity,  I  wish  to 
protest  against  the  principle  that  we  are 
to  counteract  by  restrictive  propositions 
the  effects  of  those  enlarging  propositions 
which  we  have  applied  to  the  franchise. 
On  that  ground  it  appears  to  mo  it  is 
totally  impossible  to  defend  the  clause  of 
the  hon.  Baronet,  and  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Baronet  will  be  obliged  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  character  he  has 
given  to  the  clause  as  retroactive,  and 
meant  to  restrain  the  effect  of  that  ex- 
ceedingly slight  enlargement  of  the  fran- 
chise which  we  have  made  by  our  so-called 
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Irish  Reform  Bill.  But,  potting  aside  tlie 
doctrines  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Armogh, 
1  do  not  think  it  right  to  give  a  vote  on 
this  question  without  fairly  warning  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  of  what  appears  to  me 
to  be  the  certain,  although  perhaps  not  the 
immediate  upshot  of  a  Motion  such  as  this. 
The  hon.  Baronet  opposite  proposes  to 
introduce  into  the  whole  of  the  boroughs 
of  Ireland  a  county  franchise,  and,  to  give 
its  full  effect  within  these  boroughs,  to 
withdraw  it  from  the  counties.  Now,  does 
tlie  hon.  Baronet  imagine  that  the  Iloase 
can  take  such  a  step  as  that,  and,  baying 
taken  that  step,  can  stop  there  ?  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr. 
Card  well]  has  stated,  and  stated  truly,  that 
in  1859  a  similar  proposition  was  made  by 
the  Government  of  that  day.  That  pro- 
posal, however,  differed  from  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Baronet,  in  that  it  was  a  com- 
plete proposal.  While  the  county  franchiso 
was  carried  into  the  boroughs,  the  borough 
franchise  was  carried  into  the  counties. 
And  let  hon.  Gentlemen  lay  their  account 
with  this,  that  if  they  choose  now  to  tam- 
per with  the  subject,  and  carry  in  Ireland 
the  county  franchise  into  the  boroughs  — I 
know  not  what  its  bearings  on  parties  may 
be ;  I  see  what  is  involved  as  a  logical 
consequence  in  such  a  measure — it  must 
inevitably  be  followed  by  its  counterpart, 
the  carrying  of  the  borough  franchise  into 
counties.  And  when  you  have  carried  the 
county  franchiso  into  boroughs — and  are 
congratulating  yourselves  or  condoling  with 
yourselves,  as  the  case  may  be — you  must 
bo  prepared  to  have  the  same  change  car- 
ried into  England.  I  do  not  say  whether 
it  will  be  a  good  change  or  a  bad  change. 
But  1  think  it  my  duty  to  say  that  it  is 
a  change  for  which  you  must  be  prepared. 
It  is  impossible  to  adopt  proposals  of  this 
kind^cvolving  in  themselves  certain  prin- 
ciples of  broad  application — for  your  own 
immediate  purposes,  and  then  think  you 
can  stay  their  application  within  the  limits 
to  which  they  can  be  conveniently  carried. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.^' — {Mr, 
Serjeant  Barry,) 

The  House  divided  .'-^Ayes  156  ;  Noes 
198:  Mojority  42. 

Question  again  proposed,  *•  That  the 
said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  PIM  rose  to  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  House,  but  there  were  calls  for 

Sir  FREDERICK  IlEYGATE  who 
said,  he  was  not  convinced  by  the  argu- 

Mr,  Qlad^iont 


monts  he  had  heard  against  his  propc 
which  he  had  made  without  any  p 
motives.  It  had  been  said  that  a  g 
difference  existed  between  the  county 
the  borough  franchise  in  this  — that 
former  was  based  on  property,  while 
latter  rested  on  occupation  and  reside 
But  it  had  been  forgotten  that  great 
of  the  English  county  franchise — all 
resting  on  the  Chandos  Claase^-depe: 
on  occupation.  If,  however,  an  assor 
were  given  that  the  Bill  should  be 
allowed  to  proceed,  he  would  not  allot 
proposal  to  stand  in  the  waj,  and  w 
withdraw  the  clanse. 

Motion,  by  lea? e,  withdrawn. 

Clanse  vnthdraum. 

Amendments  made. 

Bill    to   be  read    the  third  time  \ 
Thursday. 


THE  BANKRUPTCY  ACT  (1861)  AME 

MENT    BILL.— [Bill  146.j 

{Mr.  MoffaU,  Mr,    Crawford,  Mr.  Ayrtcu, 

Charles  For$t^.) 

SECOND   READIXO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  MOFFATT,  iu  moving  that 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
its  object  was  to  amend  the  present 
of  bankruptcy,     It  dealt  exclusively  y 
deeds  of  arrangement. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  i 
be  should  offer  no  opposition  to  the  sec 
reading  of  the  Bill,  some  portions  of  vl 
would  effect  an  improvement  iu  the  prei 
law. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  cosmil 
for  Friday, 


LITNATIC  ASTLITHS   (iRELA^TD)  BIIX* 

On  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Mato,  BUI  to  ■ 
provision  for  the  Audit  of  Accounts  of  Diit 
Lnnatio  Asyloms  in  Ireland,  onUrtd toUhnu 
in  by  Tbo  Earl  of  Mato  and  Mr.  Anosni  Gi 
RAL  for  Ireland. 
Biii  prescnUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  li 

Hoose  adjonmed  ai  1 
after  One  f'cto 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday y  June  23,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  — Public  Bills— /Yr*«  Reading^ 
Boundary  *.(170) ;  Courts  of  Chancery  and  £z- 
ohequer  (Ireland)  Fee  Funds*  (171);  Uni- 
Ibrmity  of  Public  Worship*  (173). 

Second  Reading — Voters  in  Disfranchised  Bo- 
roughs* (153);  Representation  of  the  People 
(Scotland)  (164);  Municipal  Kate  (Edin- 
burgh)* (107);  Thames  Embankment  and 
Metropolis  Improrement  (Loans)  Act  Amend- 
ment (166). 

CommiUee  —  Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland) 
(143-172)  ;  I<ocal  Goyemment  Supplemental 
(No.  2)*  (119). 

Report  -^  Looal  Government  Supplemental 
(No.  2)*  (119). 

Third  Reading^VooT  Relief  (162);  Pier  and 
Harbour  Orders  Confirmation,  Ac*  (120); 
Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation 
(No.  2)*  (139);  Jurors*  Affirmations  (Scot- 
land)* (104),  &nd  passed, 

Witkdraum — Metropolitan  Roads  *  (150). 

ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— (QUESTION. 

Lord  PENRHYN,  seeinnr  on  the  Notice 
Paper  two  Notices  of  Amendment  that  this 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months,  wished   to  ask   the  Lord  Pritj 
Seal,  Whether   he   had  any  objection  to 
;    Btftte  what   were    the  intentions  of   Her 
^    Ifajetty's  Gorcrnment  with  respect  to  the 
;..  Amendment  of  which  the  noble  and  learned 
*    Lord  on  the  Woolsack  had  given  Notice  ? 
r    It  would   be  convenient  for  many  noble 
~    ^ords  to  know  what  course  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  take. 

The  Earl  op  MALMESBURY  :  In 
Answer  to  the  Question  of  my  noble  Friend, 
I  hare  to  state  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  undoubtedly  extremely  anxious 
St  once  to  follow  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Granville)  who  has  given  notice  of  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Sus- 
pensory Bill,  inasmuch  as  it  is  a  question 
of  the  very  highest  magnitude  and  import- 
Aoeo,  and  one  which  should  bo  dealt  with 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  as  soon  os 

Ciible.  According  to  the  forms  of  your 
dahips'  Uouso,  it  would  be — I  will  not 
•ay  the  right,  but  at  all  events,  the  usual 
practice — that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
Aoald  follow  the  Mover  of  the  second 
reading  on  such  a  question  ;  and  under 
that  impression  I  have  done  my  best  to 
obtain  that  position  for  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment.  I  have  written  to  the  noble 
Barl  who  has  given  Notice  of  his  intention 
to  moTO  the  Amendment— I  will  mention 


his  name  as  he  is  not  present,  Earl  Grey 
— stating  my  reasons  for  wishing  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  take  the 
initiative  in  opposition  to  the  Bill ;  but  I 
am  sorry  to  say  with  no  effect.  The 
noble  Earl  still  perseveres  in  his  intention 
of  moving  the  Amendment;  and  that  being 
the  case  I  should  think  it  unseemly  if  we 
were  to  test  in  any  way  the  wishes  of  the 
House  as  to  who  should  take  precedence. 
I  think  it  bettor  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment should  give  way  to  the  noble 
Earl  ;  and  therefore  I  conclude  that  on 
Thursday  night  he  will  proceed  to  move 
the  Amendment  to  the  Motion  for  the 
second  reading. 

POOR  RELIEF  BILL— {No  162.) 

{The  Earl  of  Devon,) 
THIRD   READINO.      BILL  PASSED. 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order). 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  moved  to 
add  clause — 

''  Where  any  Parent  having  resident  with  him 
a  Child  not  earning  Wages,  above  the  Age  ol 
Six  years  and  under  the  Age  of  Twelve  Years, 
applies  for  Relief,  the  Guardians  may  make  it  a 
condition  of  out-door  Relief  that  the  Parent  of 
such  Child  shall  send  him  to  School  at  the  expense 
of  the  Guardians,  provided  there  is  a  School  of  the 
religious  denomination  of  the  parent,  or  to  which 
he  does  not  object  on  religious  grounds,  situate 
within  two  miles  of  his  residence." 

His  ohject  in  proposing  this  clause  was  to 
promote  the  education  of  the  most  ne- 
glected children  in  the  conntry — those  of 
paupers  in  the  receipt  of  out-door  relief. 
He  admitted  that  some  progress  had  been 
made  in  this  direction  by  Mr.  Denison's 
Act,  passed  a  few  years  ago  ;  and  al- 
though what  he  now  proposed  would  he 
no  great  step  in  advance,  yet,  considering 
the  class  of  persons  to  whom  it  applied, 
it  would  he  well  to  do  what  they  could. 
Paupers  receiving  out-door  relief  were 
supplied  with  the  mere  means  of  living— 
they  had  no  menns  of  providing  for  the 
education  of  their  children.  There  would 
be  some  difficulty  in  making  it  compulsory 
upon  the  Guardians  to  impose  this  condition 
upon  giving  out- door  relief ;  for  the  short 
period  during  which  this  relief  was  fre- 
quently given  would  make  such  a  condition 
illusory.  The  clause  would,  therefore, 
leave  it  optional  with  the  Guardians  to 
require  that  applicants  for  out- door  relief 
should  send  their  children  to  school  at  the 
expense  of  the  parish.  There  would  bo 
no  tampering  with  the  religious  faith  of 
the  parents  ;  the  schools  would  be  filled  % 
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tbe  cbildron  woM  bo  kept  out  of  Ibo  :  «o  got  into 
streets  as  loitg  ds  tl>o  relief  was  received  ;  ,  tbo  ead  of. 
null  an  immenao  mlTanlnge  would  be  con-  I  cinute  reco( 
foned  ill  tliia  vrny  on  some  of  ibc  poorest  ]  puleor;  cdu< 
of  tlio  population,  lie  hcliered  tliat  at  '  and  various 
Biriiiingliaiu  Hie  nuiiibor  of  chililren  who  '  to  be  odopl 
would  bo  ECiit  to  Bcbool  b;  a  provision  of  |  clnuae  introt 
Ibis  kind  wns  1,500  or  1,600,  ™ bile  tbe  ;  Poor  Relief 
eipenso  to  tbo  rolCB  would  be  almost  no-  i  mittee  of  H 
ibing.  By  implication  the  clause  repealed  'question  of 
one  in  Mr.  Dcnieon's  Act,  and,  being  op-  { impose  it  a 
tional,  it  could  do  no  barni,  and  might  do  .  witli  the  prii 
niucb  good.  i  was  estnblis 

Tub  Earl  o>-  DEVOX  said,  thnt  fonndedonp 
pi'i'nid  facie  a  strong  jusiificaliou  sbould  ibe  clause  n 
be  made  out  fur  accepting  a  clause  nliicb  i  of  that  Cooi 
adopted  a  principio  which  had  been  dis-  |  Tns  Ddki 
tinctly  negatived  by  the  Legislaluro  a  few  tbe  clause,  ■ 
years  sinue.  He  would  soy  nothing  about '  missire,  and 
tlie  policy  of  Ml'.  Dcnison's  Act;  but  strong  <  Guardians  « 
opinions  were  then  espressed  against  the  .  uiombered  tl 
plan  which  the  noble  Earl  now  recom- |  into  workhc 
mended.  The  whole  history  of  Poor  \  why  should 
Law  legislation,  from  (ho  time  of  Queen  '  applied  for 
Elisabctli  dowiiwnrds.  showed  that  the :  that  re-con 
destitution  of  tlio  applicant  bad  been  the  !  force  of  the 
one  rccognisad  grouud  of  justiGention  for  to  tbe  claue 
giriug  relief.  It  was  true  that  able-bodied  Lord  LY 
paupers  were  required  to  give  certain  I  oppose  tbo 
labour  ;  but  he  could  nowhere  find  in  auy  I  operation,  i 
measure  for  the  administration  of  the  |  effect  en  th 
Poor  Law  tbo  insertion  of  any  other  con- 1  lion,  by  indi 
dition  of  relief  except  destitution.  The  lief  with  th« 
possible  operation  of  the  clause  would  '  educated  at 
furnish  their  Lordships  with  additional!  Thb  Eai 
ground  for  withholding  their  consent  from  j  proposition 
it.  He  was  not  one  who  thought  lightly  I  jee tod  by  ll 
nf  the  discretion  ordinarily  eierciscd  by  I  was,  do  dov 
Boards  of  Guardians  ;  but  ho  would  shrink  { to  those  wh 
from  intrusting  tlicni  witii  iho  power  to  '  tion  of  the  ; 
opply  Ibis  clause,  lie  could  coaceiTO  (bat  j  matter  who 
crotchet;  Guardians  might,  hj  annexing  j  (o  insist  up 
tbe  prescribed  cundition  to  the  relief,  in- j  school.  Thi 
terpose,  however  unintentionally,  various  |  the  relief  0 
dilficultics  in  tbo  way  of  obtaining  neces- l  possible,  ci 
sary  relief  by  the  really  destitute.  Another  ,  object  of  th 
objection  to  the  clause  was,  that  Guardians  |  thing  seem 
might  allow  their  wish  lo  promote  eduea-  ;  tended  (o  ii 
tion  to  determine  whether  they  should  |  of  the  law, 
grant  in-door  or  out-door  relief.  On  these  ;  education 
two  grounds  the  operation  of  tbo  clause  proved  iha 
was  likely  to  be  attended  with  dangerous  I  when  their 
results.  ]f  tbo  condition  was  to  be  in-  >  To  go  so  I 
Iroducpd  as  preliminary  to  the  granting  '  to  persons 
of  out-door  relief,  why  should  not  other -cause  by  i 
conditions  bo  imposed  ?  Tbo  Guardians,  .  children  et 
for  iiistaiiee,  might  insist  on  nn  applicant '  rates  ;  and 
for  relief  attending  church.  If  once  wo  I  crease  (he 
went  beyond  tbo  simple  ground  of  des- ;  to  him  ol 
litution,  well  examined  and  asccrlaiucd,  j  struggled 
2^  -fior/  ofSarrewbg  '• 


1918        SepresentaU'tm  of  the        {Jttne  28,  1868|      People  (Scoilanf)  Bill.      1914 


:- 
f 

W 

i 


p.' 


w 


ft 
K.. 


• 


and  Bend  their  cbildren  to  Bohool  would 
not  like  to  see  worthless  persons  obtaining 
OQt-door  relief  because  they  would  not 
work,  and,  at  the  same  time,  throwing  the 
eoet  of  the  education  of  their  children  on 
the  rates.  He  was  a  strong  advocate  for 
the  education  of  the  poor  ;  but  he  did  not 
wiah  to  promote  it  in  an  indirect  manner. 

The  Babl  of  HARROWBY  said,  his 
own  experience  told  him  that  the  clause 
would  act  satisfactorily;  and,  while  it  would 
give  a  fair  and  proper  amount  of  out-door 
relief,  would  at  the  same  time  afford  edu- 
«alion    to    children    whose    parents    had 

fMiiively   no  means   of  educating  them. 
hough  rery  loth  to  difide  the  House,  he 
aiDSt  press  the  adoption  of  his  clause. 

After  some  observations  from  the  Mar- 
licms  of  Westmeath  who  was  understood 
to  support  the  clause. 

Amendment  negatived:  Amendments 
made;  Bill  passed  and  sent  to  the  Com- 
mons. 

PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM— 

EEPRESENTATION    OF     THE    PEOPLE 

(SCOTLAND)  BILL,     [No.  164.] 

(The  Lord  Privy  Seal). 

SECOND  BEAOINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
iofjread. 

Thb  Earl  of  MALMESBURT:  My 
liords,  in  moving  the  second  reading  of 
tbis  Bill,  I  need  not  descant  on  its  im- 
ipsrtanee.  Your  Lordships  will  see  at  once 
Ihftt  it  is  part  of  a  great  system  of  the 
Sofbnn  of  the  Representation  of  the  People 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  being  the  part  of 
Ihoi  system  which  applies  to  the  represen- 
totioii  of  Scotland.  My  Lords,  I  think  it 
voold  be  for  your  Lordships'  convenience 
if  I  were  not  to  go  at  any  length  into  the 
Bin  this  evening,  because  I  shall  propose 
Ihoi  your  Lordships  take  it  into  considera- 
tion In  Committee  on  Tuesday  next,  and  I 
ytotome  that  is  the  stage  in  which  any  of 
jroor  Lordships  who  may  propose  to  move 
Amendments  will  find  it  most  convenient 
to  do  so.  I  shall,  howerer,  give  your 
Lordships  a  brief  sketch  of  what  is  pro- 
pooed  to  be  done  by  this  Bill.  In  the  bo- 
lomhs  a  tote  will  be  given  to  all  house- 
tioloers  who  stand  in  the  same  position  as 
tto  householders  in  this  country  to  whom  a 
voto  is  given  under  the  English  Bill — that 
'!••  who  have  paid  their  rates.     With  re- 

Srd  to  the  payment  of  rates,  there  is  this 
lerenee  between  the  English  and  the 
Sooteh  Bills,  that  the  assessment  is  not 
node  in  the  same  manner.    At  first  it  was 


the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  make  the  law  in  this  respect 
identical  in  the  two  countries  ;  but  when 
the  Scotch  Members  considered  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Government  they  unanimously 
gave  it  as  their  opinion  that  the  law  of  as- 
sessment in  Scotland  ought  not  to  be 
altered,  and  that  therefore  it  would  be 
better  to  arrive  at  the  object  in  view  by 
retaining  the  mode  of  assessment  hitherto 
in  operation  in  Scotland.  In  Scotland  the 
valuation  is  by  a  system  of  county  assess- 
ment, which  secures  the  advantage  of  a 
more  exact  valuation  than  can  be  had  by 
mollis  of  our  more  local  sjstem.  But  there 
are  100  parishes  in  Scotland  which  pay  no 
poor  rates  at  all.  In  those  parishes  the 
provision  for  the  poor  is  managed  by  a 
voluntary  arrangement.  There  has  been 
no  assessment  in  these  parishes  beyond  the 
assessment  of  the  county  assessor.  But 
under  this  Bill,  while  following  up  the  pre- 
sent system  of  assessment  in  Scotland,  it 
is  provided  that  those  100  parishes  shall 
be  valued  like  others,  and  will  have  to  pay 
poor  rates,  and  that  no  ono  who  is  unable, 
from  poverty,  to  pay  those  rates,  and  who 
is  exempted  on  that  account,  will  enjoy 
the  franchise.  Then,  in  the  counties,  there 
is  the  same  provision  with  regard  to  the* 
payment  of  rates  as  is  made  iu  the  English 
Bill  ;  but  £14  is  the  figure  fixed  on  as  the 
qualification  for  the  franchise,  that  being 
considered  the  equivalent  in  Scotland  for  a 
£12  rating  qualification  in  England.  So 
much  for  the  franchises  under  the  Bill,  and 
the  conditions  under  which  those  franchises 
are  to  be  enjoyed.  With  respect  to  the 
re- distribution  of  seats,  we  propose  a  very 
moderate  scheme.  We  propose  that  the 
Universities — of  which  there  are  four  in 
Scotland — should  return  two  Members — 
that  is  to  say,  that  the  Universities  of 
Edinburgh  and  St.  Andrew's  should  return 
one  Member,  and  that  another  should  bo 
returned  by  the  Universities  of  Glasgow 
and  Aberdeen.  We  propose  that  the 
counties  of  Selkirk  and  Peebles,  which 
are  very  small,  should  be  united,  and  that 
a  new  district  of  burghs,  consisting  of 
Hawick,  Galashiels,  and  Selkirk,  should 
be  crested,  aud' together  return  one  Mem- 
ber. The  town  of  Dundee  and  the  coun- 
ties of  Lanark,  Ajr,  and  Aberdeen  will 
each  return  two  Members  to  serve  in  Par- 
liament in  future;  and  certain  counties 
named  in  the  Schedule  to  the  Bill,  are  to 
be  divided.  I  do  not  know  that  I  need 
say  more  at  present  with  respect  to  the 
framework  of  this  Bill,  but  if  your  Lord- 
ships  have    any   Ameudvcv«tv\A   Vi    ^'^^t^ 
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eillier  of  priDciple  or  (o  any  of  the  details 
of  the  Bill,  I  reBpectfulIj  suggest  that  it 
VDiiIi]  be  better  to  do  so  in  Committee  ; 
and  it  that  proposal  were  esicnted  to,  I 
ahould  propose  that  the  CoDioiittee  bo 
taken  upon  this  day  neek. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  benowread2*." 
—(The  Lord  Ptivy  Seal) 

The  Duke  of  ARQYLL:  My  Lords, 
this  Bill,  dealing  with  one  of  the  subjects 
most  important  to  Scotland  that  could 
come  under  the  consideration  of  this  Houie, 
was  only  printed  and  distributed  to  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  this  aiorning.  In  "  ano- 
ther place  "  tbe  Bill  was  debated  for  wAks, 
and  it  is  ciceedinglj  diffioult  for  anyone 
ifho  has  not  given  the  closest  attention  to 
the  debates  to  follow  all  the  changes,  and 
all  the  consequences  of  the  changes,  nhicb 
were  made  during  that  time.  The  Go- 
rernoient  DOW  mOTO  the  second  reading  of 
the  measure,  Under  ordinary  circumatanes, 
I  should  take  objection  to  the  proposal, 
not  deeming  it  a  fitting  conrse,  either  as 
regards  the  Scotch  Uciubers  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  or  as  regards  the  Ilouao  at 
large,  that  they  should  be  cslled  upon  to 
approach  a  Bill  of  this  magnitude  without 
a  full  opportunity  of  considering  its  details. 
Bnt  I  understand  that  there  are  ciroum- 
itauces  which  nisko  it  not  unimportant 
that  this  Bill  should  go  through  Fsrlia- 
ment  as  quickly  as  possiblo,  inasmuch  as 
some  of  its  profisions  affect  not  only  Scot- 
land but  serersl  seats  in  England,  which 
the  noble  Ear)  forgot  to  mention.  It, 
tlierefora,  mny  bo  convenient  to  diseuss 
any  proposition  which  hereafter  has  to  be 
made,  upon  the  Motion  for  going  into 
Committee,  Instead  of  upon  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading  ;  and  on  that  under- 
standing, I  am  willing  to  assent  to  the 
preposition  of  the  noble  Earl.  In  the 
meantimo  there  will  be  auffioient  interTal 
to  examine  and  form  an  opinion  upon  the 
the  details  of  the  measure. 

On  Question  ?  agre«d  to  : — Bill  read  2' 
accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesdai/  next. ' 

SALMON   FISHERIES   tSCOTLAND)   BILL. 
(The  Puic  of  Skhmoiui.) 
(ho.  H2.)     COiUIITTEE.  I 

House  in  Committee  rscootdine  to  i 
Order). 

The  Duee  op  AROTLL  desired  to  call  ' 
attention  to  ono  unforeseen  result  of  recent 
legislation  affecting  the  herring  fishery  I 
trade.    Various  Bills  bod  been  paued  for 
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wUhdrawn. 

Amendm< 
to  be  reeeii 
July  next ; 
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THAMES  EMBANKMENT  AND  METRO- 
POLIS  IMPROVEMENT  (LOANS)  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

( The  Lord  ClinUm) 
(no.  156.)      SECOND  BEADING. 

LoED  CLINTON,  in  moving  tbat  the 
Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time,  said : 
This  is  a  Bill  to  extend  the  provisions  of 
the  Thames  Embankment  and  Metropolis 
Improvement  (Loans)  Act  of  the  year 
1864,  and  to  authorize  the  application  of 
the  London  Coal  and  Wine  duties  to  the 
Metropolis  Improvement  Fund.  It  also 
enables  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
to  borrow  an  additional  sum  for  the  com- 
pletion of  its  Embankment  works  on  the 
north  and  south  side  of  the  Thames,  and 
the  new  approach  to  the  Monsion  House 
from  Blackfriars.  By  several  Acts  of 
Perliament  since  the  year  1861  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  have  been  empowered  to 
raise  sums  amounting  in  the  whole  to 
^,480,000  for  carrying  out  their  works 
on  the  banks  of  the  Thames  ;  but,  for 
▼erioas  reasons,  with  which  perhaps  it 
would  not  now  be  necessary  to  trouble  their 
Lordships,  this  sum  has  been  insufficient 
for  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  intended. 
The  Board  is  therefore  authorized  to  raise 
n  further  loan  of  £1,850,000,  and  the 
Bill  enables  the  Treasury  to  guarantee 
Ihia  additional  sum.  As  oollateral  security 
to  the  Qovernment,  the  Board  charge 
these  loans  upon  the  metropolitan  rates 
mad  also  upon  the  lands  purchased  for 
these  improvements.  It  has  been  agreed 
with  the  present  mortgagees  that  £185,000 
•  year  will  pay  off  the  principal  and  inte- 
rest of  the  existing  debt  by  the  year  1882, 
nnd  as  the  amount  of  the  Coal  dues,  which 
by  an  Act  of  the  present  Session  have 
been  extended  to  1888,  produce  upwards 
of  £210,000  a  year,  the  security  to  the 
Treasury  appears  adequate,  and  it  is  uot 
likely  that  any  charge  will  fall  upon  the 
mtee  of  the  metropolis.  I  beg  to  move 
the  seeond  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  cwamitied  to  a  Committee  of 
ihe  Whole  House  on  Friday  next. 

ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  IN  IRELAND. 

PETITION. 

LoBD  LT/TTELTON  preeenied  a  Peti- 
tion of  Clergymen  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
lend  in  favour  of  the  Disestablishment  of 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland.  He 
did  not  propose  to  go  into  the  merits  of 


the  question  to  which  the  Petition  related  ; 
but  still  he  thought  it  of  sufficient  import- 
ance to  call  their  Lordships'  attention  to 
it.  The  prayer  of  tho  Petition  was  for  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Church  of  Ireland, 
and  it  was  certainly  a  subject  worthy  of 
attention  that  this  Petition  should  bo 
signed  by  such  a  number  of  beneficed 
clergymen,  who  were  all  residing  and  bo- 
neficed  in  England,  with  one  exception. 
There  was,  indeed,  one  distinguished  man 
who  had  otherwise  taken  an  active  part  in 
this  controversy — Dr.  Mazicre  Brady,  wjio 
was  a  beneBced  clergyman  in  Ireland  :  but 
except  him,  all  the  subscribers  to  this  Pe- 
tition were  resident  and  beneficed  in  Eng- 
land. It  was  obvious  that  it  must  have 
been  a  very  painful  and  invidious  task  for 
them  to  put  forward  their  opinions  in  fa- 
vour of  the  disestablishment  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland.  The  signataries  said  that  they 
felt  that  they  placed  themselves  in  an  in- 
vidious position  by  petitioning  to  the  effect 
they  had,  but  they  also  felt  that  no  other 
course  was  open  to  them  if  they  wished 
for  justice  to  Ireland.  The  number  of 
signatures  did  not  adequately  represent 
the  clergymen  who  held  tho  opinions  em- 
bodied in  the  Petition,  which  he  might  re- 
mark had  not  been  made  in  any  way  the 
subject  of  a  canvass.  The  Petition  was 
signed  by  261  clergymen  ^vho  desired  to 
show  that  they  did  not  in  any  way  agree 
with  the  sentiments  expressed  at  the 
meeting  held  some  little  time  since  at  St. 
James's  Hall.  Having  looked  through  the 
list  of  naniesi  he  was  unable  to  say  how 
many  of  those  who  had  signed  the  Petition 
belonged  to  the  « High  Church,"  the 
"Low  Church,"  or  the  "Broad  Church." 
Some,  however,  he  was  able  to  recognize 
as  belonging  to  the  High  Church  party, 
but  his  belief  was  that  the  majority  might 
be  regarded  as  Broad.  Among  others  who 
had  appended  their  signatures  to  the  Peti- 
tion were  Professors  KingBley,Mourice,and 
Jowett ;  the  Head  masters  of  Winchester, 
Harrow,  Rugby,  Haileybury,  and  the  City 
of  London  School ;  while  there  were  also 
the  names  of  many  Rural  Deans,  and  Fel- 
lows and  Tutors  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge. 
The  Earl  OP  LONGFORD  said,  he  would 
remind  the  House  that  a  great  many  Peti- 
tions had  been  presented  lately  by  noble 
Lords  against  the  proposed  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church;  and  though  tho 
names  appended  to  those  Petitions  did  not 
perhaps  stand  so  high  as  those  whose  sig- 
natures were  presented  by  the  noble  Lord, 
they  were  yet  much  belter  able  to  iud^;^ 
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of  what  was  good  for  Ireland  tlian  A07  of 
thoie  Hip;h,  Low,  or  Broad  Petitioners. 

Lord  REDESDALE:  Mt  Lords,  it  is 
impossible  not  to  remember  thnt  the  service 
to  which  the  property  of  tlie  Irish  Church 
is  devoted  is  a  high  and  holj  ooe,  and  not 
to  regret  that  a  Petition,  asking  that  what 
has  been  devoted  to  God's  service  shonld 
be  mken  away  and  applied  to  other  pur- 
poses, should  have  proceeded  from  the 
present  Petitioners. 

Loan  LYTTELTON  said,  that  they 
petitioned  for  no  sucli  thing. 

Lord  REDESDALE  :  It  means  that, 
or  it  means  nothing  ;  for  it  is  ioipossible 
to  •eparate  the  Petition  from  the  Bill 
which  will  occupy  year  Lordships'  attention 
on  Thunday.  Then  I  am  justified  in 
saying  that  it  is  simply  a  proposition  to 
otiennto  what  is  devoted  to  Qod's  service 
and  apply  it  otherwise.  [Lord  Ltttbltos  : 
No,  no  !]  Then  what  is  to  be  done  with  it? 
Is  it  desired  that  it  should  be  applied  to 
the  support  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
whose  doctrines,  in  the  opinions  of  those 
who  signed  this  Petition,  most  be  consi- 
dered erroneous?  Tlie  noble  Lord  has 
said  that  the  signatures  were  nearly  all 
those  of  beneficed  clergymen  in  England. 
I  mast  say  that  I  think  it  ungenerous  in 
them  thus  to  come  forward,  and  without 
regard  to  the  feelings  of  their  brethren 
connected  with  the  Irish  Church  to  say, 
that  to  maintain  the  Irish  Church  is  an 
injustice  legitimately  offensive  to  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Irish  people.  How  long  has 
it  been  so  ?  Forty  years  ago,  when  the 
Emancipation  Act  was  passed,  wo  were 
told  that  it  was  no  offence  to  the  Irish 
people,  nnd  thnt  they  did  not  desire  its 
removnl,  and  upon  the  strength  of  that 
assurance  theEniancipalion  Act  was  passed. 
But  now  it  appears  ihnt,  for  recent  pur- 
poses, the  Church  has  Just  been  discovered 
to  be  a  legitinmto  offence;  but  on  the 
same  ground,  many  other  things  may  be 
described  in  the  same  manner — anything, 
in  short,  that  is  offensive  to  the  religious 
opinions  of  the  Roman  Catholic  hiernrchy. 
My  Lords,  this  is  a  question  with  respect 
to  which  a  great  number  of  people  feel 
very  deeply,  I  say  for  myself — ond  I  sny 
it  with  all  possible  earnestness  and  sincerity 
— that  to  deal  with  tho  property  of  the 
Church  in  tho  manner  proposed  "elsewhere" 
would  bo,  in  my  opinion,  an  act'  of  saeri- 
lego.  I  should  consider  it  to  be  not  only 
impolitic,  but  sinful.  Tour  Lordships  must 
also  consider  that  there  are  many  persons 
who  hold  this  opinion.  I  say  that  this  ii  a 
TAt£iirlo/Zonffford 
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the  argument  of  the  Doble  Lord.  He 
woold  contODt  himself  with  pointing  out 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  most  amply 
justified  what  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Ljttelton)  had  stated — that  the  persons 
who  had  signed  the  Petition  had  exposed 
themselres  to  muoh  obloquy,  because  they 
had  the  courage  to  protest  against  what 
they  believed  to  be  an  injastiee.  He  could 
not  sit  down,  howerer,  without  entering 
his  protest  against  the  charge  of  sacrilege 
which  the  noble  Lord,  by  inference,  had 
brought  against  the  Petitioners  and  those 
who  supported  the  Bill. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  desired  to 
make  one  remark  with  respect  to  the  Pe- 
tition. He  had  only  had  time  to  go  through 
111  names  out  of  the  261  signed  to  the 
Petition,  and  of  tho  111  he  could  say  that 
eighty-seven  were  not  incumbents  at  all. 

The  Duke  of  ARQYLL  said,  he  had 
anderstood  his  noble  Friend  who  had  pre- 
sented the  Petition  to  read  the  names  not 
only  of  incumbents,  but  of  persons  who 
are  not  incumbents — for  example,  Pro- 
lessors,  and  the  heads  of  some  of  the 
greatest  educational  establishments  in  the 
eonntry. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  wished  to 
■sy  that  he  had  given  to  deans  and  others 
the  benefit  of  being  beneficed  clergy  ;  but 
there  were  some  who  could  merely  be  re- 
Iptfded  as  clergymen  unattached. 
.  LOBD  LYTTELTON  said,  that  the 
Petitioners  had  not  described  themselves 
as  incumbents  at  all.  All  that  the  Peti- 
tioners stated  was  that  it  was  the  Petition 
of  *'  the  undersigned  Clergy  of  the  Church 
of  England." 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


mrxroBviTr  of  publiowobship  bill,  [h.l.] 

A  Bill  for  better  enforcing  Uniformity  in  the 
PeHbrmazice  of  Pablio  Worship  in  the  United 
Chnroh  of  England  and  Ireland— Was  presented 
hj  The  Earlof  Sbaftssbtjbt  ;  read  1*  (No.  173). 

HoQse  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o'olook,  to  Thursday  next, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


VOL.  CXCII.    [thibd  sshiss.] 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  June  23,  1868. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  Clock. 

MINUTES.]  — PuBuo  Bills —  Ortfom?— New 
Zealand  (LegielatiTe  Council)  *. 

Fint  Reading — New  Zealand  (Legislatire  Conn« 
oil)*  [185];  Poor  Relief*  [186], 

Second  Reading — Adulteration  of  Food  or  Drink 
Act  Amendment*  [161];  Military  at  Elec< 
tions  (Ireland)  [96],  fttrther  adjotirned; 
Railways  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment*  [123]. 

Select  Committee  —  Registration  *  [167]  «omt- 
nated ;  Petit  Juries  (Ireland)  *  [70]  nomina^ 
ted  ;  Married  Women's  Property  •  [89]  nomi" 
noted;    Electric  Telegraphs  [82]  nominated. 

Committee  —  Public   Schools  (rC'Comm,)  [136]— 

B.P. 

Third Readifig — Local  Government  Supplemental 

(No.  6)  *  [I76li  and  passed. 
Withdrawn  —  Ecclesiasiical  Titles  [37]. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  ESTABLISHMENT  OF 
JAMAICA.-QUESTION. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
now  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  If  he  can  inform 
the  House  whether  Sir  J.  P.  Grant,  the 
Goyemor  of  Jamaica,  has  acted  in  accord- 
ance with  his  Despatch  to  the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon  of  the  24th  l^ovember  1866 
(Parliamentary  Paper,  AflBairs  of  Jamaica, 
July,  1867),  in  which  he  states  that  he 
has  proposed  to  the  Bishop  of  Kingston 
to  fill  up  no  vacancies  occurring  in  the 
Ecclesiastical  Establishment  of  Jamaica 
between  the  date  of  such  Despatch  and 
the  close  of  the  year  1869,  when  the  Co- 
lonial Statutes  affecting  such  Establish- 
ment expire;  and,  whether  there  has 
been  any  Correspondence  between  the  Co- 
lonial Office  and  the  Governor  of  Jamaica 
respecting  the  course  to  be  taken  upon  the 
expiration  of  the  Jamaica  Clergy  Acts; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay  such  Cor- 
respondence upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  ADDEKLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
Sir  J.  P.  Grant  had  acted  in  accordance 
with  tho  views  of  the  Home  Government, 
that  the  Ecclesiastical  Establishment  of 
Jamaica  should  be  reduced  on  account  of 
its  being  considered  excessive  ;  and  that 
consequently  no  vacancies  would  be  filled 
up  at  present.  Several  vacancies  had  oc- 
curred since  the  Despatch  alluded  to  had 
been  received,  but  arrangements  had  been 
made  to  have  the  duties  of  these  clergy- 
men temporarily  discharged  in  view  of  the 
revision  of  the  whole  system,  which  would 
take  place  in  December  1869,  when  the 
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prewnt  Jamaica  Clergy  Act  expires.  With'ment  of  wb 
regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Question .  sabaoripUon 

of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  ho  had  tfl  Bay  that ,  ferera. 

the    Governor  of  Jamaica  hod  expressed  1 

his  belief  that  it  ivos  prcmnture  to  advise  |     PUBUC  i 

ut  present  what  eoiirse  should  be  taken    , 

upon  Lho  expiration  uf  the  Jamaica  Clergy 

Acts,  and  the  Colonial  Office  would  wait 

for  further  communications  bcforo  tokiog 

any  step  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  W.  E.  rOUSTEK  said,  he  wished 
to  know,  If  the  total  aholition  of  the  Ec- 
clesiaetical  Establishments  of  Jamaica  will 
be  proposed  if  it  should  be  thought  expe- 

Me.  ADDERLEY  said,  the  total  aboli- 
tion of  the  Church  Establishment  in 
maica  was  by  no  tneaiis  contemplated 
either  by  the  Governor  of  that  Island  or 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  but  that 
nothing  which  had  been  done  would  pre- 
clude such  a  propoeitioQ  as  that  being  made 
if  such  a  thing  could  ever  be  thought  de- 
sirable by  those  concerned. 


METROPOLIS— CLE RKENWELL  EXPLO- 
SION.— QUESTION. 
Ur.  NEATE  said,  ho  would  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther he  has  received  a  statement  of  the 
Btnonnt  of  the  sum  raised  by  private  sub- 
scription for  the  relief  of  the  sufferers  by 
tho  Clcrkenwell  Explosion,  and  of  the  past 
and  proposed  future  application  of  such 
sum  ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  such  state- 
ment upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCRE- 
QTJER  said,  in  reply,  that  the  Papers  to 
which  his  hon.  Friend  referred  had  only 
just  coms  into  his  hands,  and  bo  must 
have  time  to  coosidei  whether  they  were 
of  such  a  nature  that  he  could  lay  them 
on  the  table  as  publio  documents.  He 
thought  Ihey  were  exceedingly  indebted  to 
the  gentlemen  who  had  undertaken  the 
duties  of  the  Kelief  Committee,  and  who 
had  shown  tho  greatest  and  most  philan- 
thropic assiduity  and  kindness  in  dealing 
with  the  cases  of  distress  which  had  come 
under  their  notice;  and  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  sufferings  of  those  who  had 
been  the  victinis  of  tho  explosion  bad  been 
very  much  alleriatcd  by  the  oxcitions  of 
the  Committee.  It  would  be  neeesnry  to 
propose  to  the  House  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session  an  Estimate  of  the  damage 
done  to  the  owners  of  property  through 
the  explosion,  and  he  hoped  that  on  thot 
occasion  he  would  be  able  to  make  a  state- 
J/r.  Adderliy 
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Kewdegate)  asked  very  littlo  in  demaDding 
that  the  present  governing  bodies  should 
discharge  their  duties  for  another  year. 

Mr.  KEATE  said,  that  the  mistake 
which  was  made  throughout  the  Bill  was 
in  confounding  the  govemiog  body  of  these 
schools,  who  knew  little  or  nothing  about 
them,  with  the  Master  and  Fellows  of  the 
Colleges  of  the  University,  who  really  were 
the  governing  bodies  of  the  Colleges.  The 
recommendation fl  of  the  Select  Commit- 
tee were  unanimously  made,  and  he  hoped 
the  Committee  would  reject  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Me.  NEWDEGATE  protested  against 
the  hon.  Member's  assertion  that  the  go- 
Teming  body  of  Rugby,  of  which  he  was 
a  member,  knew  little  about  the  School. 
The  evidence  taken  before  the  House  of 
Lords  would  show  that  this  was  a  total, 
entire,  and  gross  mistake.  The  govern- 
ing bodies  resided  within  a  limited  dis* 
tanoe  of  the  School,  and  met  four  or  five 
times  to  consult  about  its  affairs.  But 
the  object  clearly  was  to  get  rid  of  their 
interference  altogether. 

Mb.  NEATE  complained  of  the  words 
''gross  mis-statement'  'as  un-Parliamentary. 
The  evidence  in  regard  to  Eugby  was  that 
the  regulations  of  the  School  were  in  prac- 
tice delegated  to  the  Head  master;  that  the 
interposition  of  the  governing  body  was 
nnnsnal,  and  the  present  Head  master  said 
be  could  call  to  mind  no  instance  of  such 
interposition  within  his  experience. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  word  he 
need  was  ''mistake."  He  could  assure 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  the 
ffanctions  of  the  governing  body  of  Kugby 
were  no  sinecure. 

Mn.LIDDELLsaid,  that  the  "governing 
liody  "  of  Eton  had  been  the  Provost,  and 
lie,  in  his  desire  to  extend  and  improve 
the  School,  had  obtained  large  dispensing 
powers  ft'om  the  visitor  in  regard  to  the 
interpretation  of  the  statutes.  The  bursar 
was  strongly  in  favour  of  running  out  the 
leases,  and  he  therefore  claimed  for  the 
goreming  body  of  Eton  the  desire  of  im- 
fn'oving  and  extending  the  benefits  of  that 
School.  He  had  much  greater  confidence 
in  the  present  governing  body  than  in  the 
body  of  Commissioners  proposed  by  the 
Bill.  He  would  certainly  support  his  hon. 
Priend's  (Mr.  Newdegate's)  most  reason- 
able and  sensible  proposition  to  give  at 
least  a  little  time  to  those  governing  bodies 
to  look  round  them,  undisturbed  bv  those 
external  influences  which  had  been  referred 
to,  before  that  alteration  of  the  statutes 


which  appeared  to  be  so  much  desired  by 
the  House. 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  described  the 
legislation  which  had  taken  place  in  re- 
spect to  our  Universities  and  schools  as 
hap-hazard.  He  thought  that  there  was 
really  only  a  nominal  distinction  between 
the  present  governing  bodies  and  those 
which  it  was  proposed  to  substitute  for 
them.  Another  anomaly  in  regard  to  that 
Bill  was  that  it  was  treated  as  a  Govern- 
ment Bill,  although,  if  any  Government 
was  really  responsible  for  it,  it  was  not 
the  present,  but  the  late  Government.  It 
was  a  mistake  to  deal  in  that  way  with  a 
measure  of  that  kind,  which  ought  to  bo 
left  to  the  free  judgment  of  the  House. 

Question  put,  •'  That  the  word  *  sixty- 
nine  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided:^ Ayes  109; 
Noes  25  :  Majority  84. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Governing  Body  to  make 
Statutes,  under  Restrictions). 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  moved  the  omis- 
sion  of  the  word  "new"  in  line  10;  bis 
object  being,  he  said,  to  leave  the  existing 
governing  bodies  as  unfettered  in  the  right 
of  making  suggestions  to  the  Commis- 
sioners as  the  bodies  by  whom  they  were 
to  be  succeeded  would  be. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
10,  to  leave  out  the  word  "new." — {Mr. 
Newdegate.) 

Mb.  WALPOLE  said,  that  alteration 
was,  in  point  of  fact,  an  attempt  to  renew 
the  discussion  which  had  already  taken 
place  on  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
on  another  clause  ;  and,  if  successful, 
would  leave  everything  in  a  state  of 
uncertainty. 

Question  put,  '* That  the  word  'new* 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  133  > 
Noes  9  :  Majority  124. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  moved  to  leave  out 
in  page  3,  line  28,  the  words  of  the  3rd 
section — 

'*  With  respect  to  the  priyileges  and  number 
of  boys  who,  under  any  Statute  or  Bene&ctioD, 
may  be  entitled  to  any  rights  to  education  or 
maintenance." 

The  object  of  those  words  was  to  enable 
the  choristers  of  "Westminster  Abbey  to 
be  introduced  into  Westminster  School ; 
and  the  authorities  engaged  in  education 
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at  Westminster  School  were  of  opinion 
that  such  an  arrangement  would  not  work, 
for  the  hours  at  which  the  ohorieters  were 
required  to  attend  in  the  Abbey  would 
preclude  them  from  fullowing  the  course 
of  education  in  the  School.  If  it  were 
BUf;gested  that  the  choniitciB  h 
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under  atatute  to  he  provided  with  educa-  School,  o 
tion,  lie  could  only  say  that  such  a  clatni  The  ediicatii 
was  not  supported  by  the  Royal  Commia-  tiatera  was 
aion.  They  had  no  more  right  than  the  school,  to  w 
Chapter  tenants,  to  send  the 

Me.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  thought  means  equal 
that  many  Members  who  voted  in  the  last  others  maini 
division  were  not  aware  of  the  effect  of  The  provisio 
the  votes  they  gave,  and  therefore  he  permissire. 
wished  to  know  whether,  under  the  words  the  governin 
Introduced  into  the  5th  clause,  power  ristere  into 
would  he  preserved  to  the  existing  govern-  j  did  not  see  f 
ing  body  to  make  recommendations  with  I  power,  if  th 
respect  to  boys  on  the  foundation,  for  the  !  boys  under 
let  section  of  the  present  clause  appeared  j  masters,  Tl 
to  give  that  power  only  to  the  now  govern-  |  in  aesumiog 
ing  body  ?  i  ster  wore  op- 

Ma.  WALPOLE  expUined  that  the  [  condition  of 
Giisting  governing  bodies  were  empowered  '  was  most  ii 
to  make  statutes  for  the  constitution  of  greatly  impi 
the  new  governing  bodies,  pnd  the  power  carried  into 
was  conferred  on  the  new  governing  bodies,  Amendment. 
and  on  them  alone,  to  make  the  statutes  Mn.  J.  ST 
for  tho  future  regulation  of  the  schools.  that  the  Con 
Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  ho  was  most )  Amendment 
anxious  to  have  the  matter  proporiy  cleared  '  for  York, 
up  ;  bccnuso  he  was  at  a  loss  to  under-  abuses  conn 
stand  what  the  governing  bodiea  of  Bugby  was  that  the 
and  Harrow  had  done  that  an  Act  should  education  oi 
be  passed  incapacitating  them  even  to  could  not  affi 
recommend  statutes  with  respect  to  the  had  been  in 
future  constitution  of  the  schools.  of  those  wh( 

Mb.  ACLAND  said,  he  confessed  he  did  Whether  thi 
not  exactly  understand  this  very  compK-  did  not  knc 
Gated  Bill.  He  wished  to  know  whetlier  i  choristers  ai 
the  statutes  referred  to  in  Clause  6  were  the  Dean  am 
to  be  permanent  or  distinguishable  from  virtue  of  the 
the  other  statutes  and  regulations  to  bo  did  not  defir 
passed  at  the  end  of  next  year.  ther  auch  ri 

Ma.  WALPOLE  said,  the  clause  em-  the  govemiD; 
bodied  that  clsss  of  statutes  which  were  whether  bqcI 
likely  to  be  permanent  for  the  regulstion  measures  w: 
of  the  schools.  subject   had 

Mr.  BENTINCK,  being  responsible  for  the  working 
the  proposal  made  hefore  tho  Committee  own  knowle 
with  reference  to  the  education  of  the  in  the  Nortb 
choristers,  was  bound  to  say,  in  reply  to  the  working 
tho  observations  of  his  hou.  Friend  (Mr.  of  theirright 
J.  Lowtbcr),  that  the  Committee  had  been  minster  Sch 
nnonitnous  on  the  subject,  which  his  hon.  dowed  ichoc 
Friend  would  find  by  referring  to  the  Re-  were  taken  t 
portsof  their  proceedings.  His  hon.  Friend  measure  of 
md  not  seem  to  have  informed  himself  as  amongst  the 
Mr.  J.  Loicthtr 
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xnnob  Btronger,  and  the  House  might  ex- 
pect to  hear  a  great  deal  more  of  it.  It 
was  not  merely  that  there  were  rights,  hut 
the  rights  were  known  by  the  persons  for 
whose  benefit  they  were  created.  The 
Hoose  would  do  well  to  give  to  the  au- 
thorities who  were  to  make  the  now 
statutes  the  power  of  considering  this 
matter  amongst  others. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTIICOTE  op- 
posed the  Amendment.  The  clause  was 
merely  permissive,  and  put  it  in  the  power 
of  the  governing  authorities  to  make  the 
best  provision  they  could  for  these  boys. 
"When  the  matter  was  brought  before  the 
Public  Schools  Commission  they  were  of 
opinion  that  it  was  not  desirable  to  at- 
tempt to  force  these  boys  into  the  School 
but  that  some  other  provision  should  be 
made  for  them,  by  apprenticing  them,  or 
otherwise  providing  for  them  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  funds  of  the  School.  He 
hoped  that  the  clause  would  be  retained 
in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  hoped  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther)  would  not  persist  in  pressing 
his  Amendment. 

Hk.  marsh  observed  that  the  foun- 
dations at  Westminster  had  always  been 
open  to  competitive  examination,  and 
therefore  could  not  be  regarded  as  the  ex- 
elnflive  right  of  any  particular  class. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER,  in  reply  to  the  ob- 
•enration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  that  the  clause 
WAS  permissive,  stated  that  it  was  for  that 
veaaon  that  he  objected  to  it.  The  words 
of  the  clause  were  vague  and  unmeaning, 
flUDid  might  contain  a  great  deal  more  than 
appeared  on  the  face  of  them.  The  pro- 
position, if  carried,  would  re  open  a  con- 
trorersy  that  had  lasted  for  many  years, 
and  would  leave  to  the  new  governing 
body  a  damnosa  hoereditas.  An  hon. 
Member  had  complained  that  he  had  not 
bioaght  down  the  Latin  statutes  of  that 
House ;  but  the  fact  was  that  ho  had  quoted 
from  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission. 

Mb.  ACL  and  concurred  in  the  pro- 
posal for  separating  the  seven  schools  men- 
tioned in  the  Bill  from  the  question  of  the 
general  grammar  schools  of  the  country ; 
bnty  at  the  same  time,  he  entreated  the 
Committee  not  to  place  the  inhabitants  of 
Westminster,  Eton,  and  Winchester  in  a 
worse  position  for  the  sake  of  the  higher 
education  which  it  was  desirable  should 
be  maintained  in  these  schools.  The  House 
woald  not  be  acting  justly  towards  the 


artizans  and  small  farmers  if  some  portions 
of  the  rich  foundations  of  these  schools 
were  not  made  available  for  the  education 
of  their  children. 

Ma.  LOCKE  begged  to  read  the  fol- 
lowing  extract  from  one  of  the  statutes : — 

"The  choristers  shall  go  to  our  school  that 
they  may  gain  a  profloionoy  in  grammar,  and  re- 
main there  for  at  least  two  hours  and  be  taught 
by  the  master." 

That  clearly  showed  that  these  boys  should, 
to  all  intents  and  purposes,  be  placed  in 
the  same  position  as  the  scholars  of  the 
Westminster  School.  He  did  not  see  why 
these  scholars  should  be  entirely  of  the 
riclier  class.  They  were  established  for 
all  classes— rich  and  poor.  It  would  be 
unfair  and  unjust,  and  at  variance  with 
the  foundations  themselves,  to  appropriate 
these  schools  only  to  the  rich.  He  should 
give  his  support,  therefore,  to  that  portion 
of  the  clause  as  it  stood  ;  but  whether  it 
was  sufficiently  definite  he  could  not  say. 

Amendment  negatived, 
I 

'  Mr.  ACLAND  repeated  his  suggestion 
with  regard  to  the  propriety  of  making 
provision  for  the  establishment  of  third- 
rate  schools 

Mb.  WALPOLE  said,  he  thought  it 
was  rather  inconvenient  in  the  middle  of 
the  discussion  on  this  clause  to  raise  such 
a  question.  If  any  proposition  of  the 
kind  were  made  he  was  sure  the  Com- 
mittee would  consider  it. 

Mr.  KAHSLAKE  suggested  that  by 
referring  to  part  of  Clause  7,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  get  an  answer  to  his 
question. 

Mr.  NEATE  moved  in  page  3,  sub-sec- 
tion 7,  at  end,  to  add— 

"  And  in  the  case  of  Eton  and  Winchester  Col- 
leges, with  respect  to  future  income  and  all  other 
emoluments  of  the  future  provost  and  fellows  and 
the  future  warden  and  fellows,  and  with  respect 
to  the  number,  emoluments,  and  advantages  to  be 
hereafter  enjoyed  by  all  the  members  of  each 
foundation,  or  by  those  now  entitled  to  any  pay- 
ment thereout,  and  subject  thereto,  for  the  estab- 
lishment or  foundation  of  some  other  College  or 
!  School  in  connection  with  Eton  and  Winchester 
I  Colleges  respectively,  and  subject  to  the  same 
governing  body  as  the  College  in  each  case." 

Mr.  WALPOLE  explained  that  he  had 
himself  prepared  an  Amendment  in  re- 
ference to  the  same  point ;  but  confessed, 
if  it  were  at  all  necessary  —  which  he 
doubted — that  he  would  prefer  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend's  provision  to  the  one 
he  had  prepared  himself.  The  matter 
was  complicated,  and  he  should   like  to 
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confer  with  tho  draftsman  before  he  finally 
adopted  it.  He  therefore  proposod  to 
postpone  it  on  the  understandiug  that  it 
should  be  again  brought  before  them  on 
the  Report. 

Mb,  WHITBEEAD  protested  that  no- 
thing bad  been  said  wilb  reference  to  the 
poor  foundations.  Ho  was  Bure  that  when 
these  schools  wcro  placed  under  the  now 
goreming  bodies,  large  bodies  of  boarden 
and  foundationers  could  not  exist  together, 
but  the  rich  boarders  vould  gradually  eat 
up  the  foundationers.  He  hoped  care 
would  be  taken  to  prevent  such  an  eril. 

Kr.  NEATE  said,  he  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Ub.  AYRTON  was  about  to  ad^r^aa  the 
Committee,  when 

Tee  CHAIEHAN  reminded  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  that  the  Amendment 
had  been  withdrawn. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  that  to  put  himself 
in  Order  he  would  re-moTS  the  clause, 
for  the  reason  that  he  doubted  whether 
the  clause  that  bed  been  put  on  the  Paper 
b^  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Uoiver' 
81^  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Walpole)  would 
cover  the  whole  ground  covered  by  the 
clause  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Ncate).  The 
clause  contemplated  the  continuance  of 
the  objectionable  governing  bodies  of  Eton 
and  Winchester,  whereas  the  proper  man- 
ner of  dealing  with  the  subject  would 
have  been  to  consider  how  they  could 
have  been  abolished.  They  were  Colleges 
only  in  the  sense  of  gathering  together 
balf-a-dozen  idle,  useless  people,  who  are 
maintained  at  the  public  expense.  In 
conclusion  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
re-moved  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford. 

Me.  WALPOLE  said,  ho  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  pressed,  ou  the 
ground  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  deal 
with  Eton  and  Winchester  in  the  manner 
proposed  in  the  same  Bill  that  had  re- 
ference to  schools  differing  from  those 
named  in  the  proposed  c^use.  If  the 
Question  was  postponed  Xa  the  time  when 
the  Report  was  brought  np  they  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  having  the  clause 
better  considered. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Me.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  wished 
to  impress  npon  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Walpole),  who  had  charge  of  the  Rill,  the 
importance  of  the  suggestion  that  had 
3fr.  WalpoU 
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Mb.  inSWDEOATE  said,  the  clause  |  to  law  that  the  revenues  which  had  hecu 
would  give  the  new  governing  body  and  \  appropriated  by  John  Lyon  for  the  foun- 
the  Commissioners  the  power  to  consoli-  '  dation  of  a  grammar  school  should  be 
date  and  amend  statutes  enforced,  whether  |  diverted  to  a  totally  distinct  purpose;  and 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  charter,  or  other  i  he  entirely  concurred  with  those  who 
iastrument ;  and  he  wished  to  point  out  '  thought  it  desirable  that  those  great  foun- 


that,  taken  in  conjunction  with  Clause  20, 
a  very  novel  precedent  would  thereby  bo 
set,  by  which  an  unknown  number  of 
Acts  of  Parliament  might  be  repealed  by 


dations  should  be  made  as  far  as  possible 
available  for  middle-class  education  ;  but 
then  the  combined  effect  of  the  6th  and 
1 0th  clauses  would,  in  his  opinion,  do  all 


Order  in  Council,  merely  on  condition  that  I  that  was  necessary  in  that  respect.     Let 


the  scheme  for  doing  so  was  laid  before 
Parliament  for  a  certain  time,  without  the 
attention  of  Parliament  being  necessarily 
called  to  it.  Ho  also  wished  to  remind 
the  Committee  that  the  Bill  provided  no  | 
compensation  for  the  rights  of  which  the 
lower,  middle,  and  labouring  classes  were 
about  to  be  deprived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  8  to  II  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  (General  Power  to  make  Ee- 
ffulations). 

Sm  HARRY  VERNE Y  moved,  in 
page  7,  line  11,  after  **  given,"  to  insert 
<*and  whether  it  is  desirable  that  the  Head 
master  should  keep  a  boarding  house." 

Ma.  NEATE  said,  he  entirely  agreed 
with  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  opposed  the  Amend- 


everjthing  bo  done  to  ameliorate  those 
foundations  and  to  extend  their  objects ; 
but  it  wos  not  right  to  take  a  school  such 
as  John  Lyon  founded  and  cut  it  into  two, 
thereby  departing  from  the  intention  of 
the  founder.  In  making  these  observa- 
tions, he  believed  that  ho  expressed  the 
opinions  of  tho  inhabitants  of  the  locality. 
He  had  here  a  letter  of  the  Yicar  of  Har- 
row, who  coincided  in  the  views  of  those 
who  wished  to  see  Harrow  School  modified 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  time, 
having  a  lower  form,  with  power  to  the 
pupils  of  that  form  to  rise  to  the  higher 
ranks  of  the  School,  but  who  did  not  desire 
to  SCO  a  lower  school  established  separate 
from  the  present  School.  If  once  tho 
House  adopted  the  principle  that  they 
might  entirely  upset  the  intentions  of  the 
founders  it  would   be  impossible  to  say 


meat  as  being  incongruous  with  the  Ian-  j  where  they  could  stop.   He  entreated  hon. 
guage  and  general  structure  of  the  clause.  !  Members  to  bo  merciful  to  Harrow  School, 


Mb.    ACL  and,  having   been   in  the 
Head  master* s  house  at  Harrow,  bore  tcs 


which  certainly  had  a  fair  claim  to  the 
sympathy  of  both  sides    of    the  House, 


I  concluded  by  moving  in  page  8,  line  18, 
to  leave  out  from  commencement  to  lino 


timony  to  the  advantage  arising  from  Heud  |  having  educated  a  great  number  of  Mem- 

maaters  keeping  boarding  houses.  i  bers,  and  among  them  two  Prime  Minis- 

8ia  HARRY  VERNEY  said,  he  would  i  ters.     The  hon.  and  learned   Gentleman 

"Withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

^,  io  /A  •  »  t  <?  Ti-  ^  -«\  41,  relating  to  Harrow  School,  and  make 
Clauae  13  {Appointment  of  Masters),  i  ^^  formal  alterations  consequent  on  leav- 
CoMSEL  SYKES  complmned  that  the  , .  ^^^         ^^  j^    J^ 

physical  sciences  are  not  more  extensively      \^   QOSCHEN  said,  he  believed  the 
taught  m  our  public  schools.  ^^^  ^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^^  H^^^^  ^^ 

Clause  agreed  to,  tradesman  or  farmer  there  had  sent  hb 

Clause  14  (Scheme  for  Harrow  and  i  son  to  that  School  for  thirty  years.  The 
Bagby).  object  of  the  clause  was  not  to  take  away 

Mb.  EARSLAKE  rose  to  move  the  the  educational  privileges  of  the  lower 
omission  of  the  words  relating  to  Harrow,  j  classes,  of  which  they  at  present  did  not 
in  accordance  with  which  the  governing  |  take  advantage,  but  to  give  them  a  school 
body  of  that  School  would  be  empowered  ^  better  suited  to  their  station  in  life,  and 
to  submit  to  the  Commissioners  a  scheme  ,'  which  would  be  better  adapted  to  their 
for  appropriating  a  suitable  part  of  the   educational    wants.     Under    the  present 


revenues  of  the  foundation  to  the  promo- 
tion of  education  within  the  parish  of 
Harrow,  in  the  shape,  if  deemed  expe- 
dient, of  providing  for  the  maintenance  of 
a  separate  school.  Tho  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  contended  that  it  was  contrary 


law,  the  privileges  of  Harrow  were  consi- 
derably abused.  Parents  who  were  not 
connected  with  the  locality  went  to  H^r* 
row  and  located  themselves  there  solely 
with  the  view  of  getting  a  cheap  high- 
class  education   for  their  sons,  although 
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they  wore  perfectly  ftble  to  pay  in  full  for  I 
that  eduoabon.  The  clatiee  wbb  designed 
to  mitigate  that  evil,  and  by  way  of  com- 
pensation to  the  lower  olaBsea  it  was  pro- 
posed to  establish  anotlior  school  for  them. 
There  was  great  difficulty  in  combiniDg 
a  day  school  with  boarding,  and  the  aystem 
was  not  found  to  be  in  accordance  with 
the  best  interoata  of  the  school.  The  ob- 
jection raised  to  the  alteration  propoaed 
by  the  tradespeople  of  Harrow  and  Bughy 
was  contained  in  the  last  words  of  the 
memorial  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member — it  would  tend  to  the 
depreciation  of  their  property  ;  in  other 
words,  they  were  afraid  thfir  houses  would 
not  let  BO  woll  if  there  was  not  this  migra- 
tion from  London  to  obtain  a  gratuitons 
education. 

SIr.  BEEESFORD  hope  aaid,  he  had 
poBsessed  the  advantage  of  having  been 
what  John  Lyon  had  termed  a  "  foreigner  " 
Bt  Harrow,  and  he  was  inclined  to  think 
that  the  views  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Colchester  and  those 
of  hie  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
London  were  not  so  incompatible, 
the  one  side  was  the  undoubted  fact  that 
John  Lyon  had  intended  his  foundation 
primarily  for  the  inhabitants  of  Harrow 
itself;  and,  on  the  other,  the  fact  that 
those  educational  advantages  were  abused 
by  reason  of  the  cause  just  mentioned, 
Harrow  haTiug,  in  consequence  of  im- 
proved communication  —  and  specially, 
thanks  to  the  London  and  North  Western 
Bailway  —  for  some  time  past  laboured 
under  what  was  the  misfortune  in  one 
point  of  view  and  the  advantage  in 
other  of  having  virtually  become  a  suburb 
of  London.  Building  operations  had  gone 
on  extensively  at  Harrow ;  part  of  the 
advantage  being  tho  cheaper  education 
which  John  Lyon's  foundation  afforded  tc 
residents.  To  call  that  a  gratuitous  edu- 
cation was  an  exaggeration  ;  for,  although 
the  Head  master's  fee  was  excused,  the 
payment  to  the  tutor  continued ;  but  it 
was  certainly  cheaper,  and  it  was  taken 
advantage  of  by  many  who  ought  to  blush 
for  shame.  Still  there  were  poor  gentle- 
folk— widows  and  others  of  very  limited 
means— who  in  the  eieroiae  of  the  highest 
common  sense,  amounting  almost  to  a 
Christian  virtue,  went  to  Harrow  in  order 
to  send  their  children  to  the  School. 
was  difficult  to  draw  the  line ;  ond  each 
case  must  be  dealt  with  for  itself.  Again, 
there  was  the  case  of  the  tradespeople, 
irho  looked  to  Lyon's  fooudatiou  as  a 
J/r.  Qotehtn 
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same  timei  quite  silence  the  sentimeDtal  j  retired  officers  and  others,  who  sent  their 
grievance  which,  hacked  as  it  was  hy  a  I  sons  to  the  School  and  watched  over  its 
clause  for  substantial  advantages,  might  j  social  welfare,  and  it  enabled  poor  boys  of 
otherwise  become  troublesome.  Moreover,  talent  to  rise  to  a  higher  position.  He 
the  claim  as  it  stood  had  the  disadvantage  j  hoped,  therefore,  that  llugby  would  be 
of  making  the  master  of  the  proposed  now  i  included  in  the  Amendment,  as  the  case 
school  independent  of  the  Head  master  of  was  stronger  even  than  that  of  Harrow. 
the  old  one.  It  required  but  little  know-  '  Mb.  POLLARD-URQUHART  said,  he 
ledge  of  human  nature  to  see  how  likely  believed  the  inhabitants  of  these  towns 
this  would  be  to  create  jealousy  and  dis-  ,  greatly  prized  the  privileges  they  at  pre- 
putation.  On  the  whole,  then,  he  would  sent  possessed,  and  thought  the  Committee 
advise  the  promoters  to  withdraw  the  should  hesitate  to  curtail  them. 
clause,  and  see  if  some  arrangement  could  :  Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  re- 
not  be  reached.  The  question  could  be  |  marked,  that  if  the  clause  were  omitted 
brought  up  again  on  the  Report.  i  the  Commissioners,  or  the  new  governing 

M  a.  A  YRTON  said,  that  the  real  question  '  body,   would  have  ample  powers,  under 
"was,  whether  the  endowments  should  be  \  previous  clauses,  to  proceed  in  tJie  way 


allowed  to  be  kept  for  the  wealthier  classes 
of  society,  or  not,  and  whether  children 
of  the  poor  should  bo  deprived  of  the  edu- 
cation intended  by  the  founder?  Then 
come  the  question,  how  the  clause  affected 


directed  by  it.  The  only  object  of  the 
clause  was  to  give  them  precise  directions, 
instead  of  leaving  the  matter  to  their  dis- 
cretion. The  Public  School  Commissioners 
recommended  that,  in  consideration  of  the 


large  class  of  persons  who  did  not  wish  change  of  circumstances,  the  exclusive  pri- 
their  sons  to  have  a  high  classical  educa-  vileges  enjoyed  by  the  residents  of  Harrow 
tion ;  but  who  were  nevertheless  reluctant  and  Rugby  should  be  curtailed,  and  that, 
to  give  up  any  privileges  they  had  at  pre-  as  some  compensation,  provision  should  be 
sent  ?  He  could  not  understand  why  the  '  made  for  their  benefit.  Now,  their  recom- 
operation  of  the  clause  should  be  confined  |  mendations  had  been  embodied  in  the  Bill 
to  Harrow  and  Rugby.  If  they  were  to  i  with  the  intention  of  benefiting  this  class  ; 
finally  dispose  of  the  funds  of  the  founders  but  as  it  appeared  that  they  not  only  were 
they  ought  to  have  regard  to  the  rights  of  i  not  grateful  for  it,  but  were  inclined  to 
the  boys  in  the  district.  It  appeared  to  ;  oppose  it,  he  thought  the  wisest  course 
him  that  the  clause  was  intended  to  re-  ,  would  be  to  abstain,  on  this  as  on  other 
strict  the  advantages  of  the  schools  to  the  >  points,  from  giving  precise  directions,  and 
wealthier  classes.  The  proper  mode  of  <  to  intrust  the  Commissioners  and  new  go- 
treating  the  clause  was  to  make  it  not  i  verning  bodies  with  wide  powers.  It 
special,  but  general,  so  that  some  part,  at  \  would  then  be  open  to  them  to  consult  the 
least,  of  the  endowments  might  be  made  i  inhabitants  of  these  places,  and  ascertain 
available  for  the  benefit  of  all  classes  of '  what  was  the  best  and  most  acceptable 
society  living  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  j  scheme.  A  noble  Lord  opposite  (Viscount 
schools.  j  Enfield)  had  suggested  a  lower,  instead  of 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  was  anx-  \  a  separate  school,  and  this  raised  a  very 
ions  that  Rugby  should  be  included  in  the  important  question ;  but  he  doubted  whe- 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem-  J  ther  it  could  be  so  well  considered  by  Par- 
bor  for  Colchester  (Mr.  Karslake).  Tho  ;  liament  as  by  the  Commissioners.  He 
founder  of  Rugby,  Lawrence  Sheriff,  in-  \  would  suggest,  therefore,  that  the  early 
tended  that  all  classes  of  persons  in  and  j  part  of  the  clause  should  be  withdrawn  or 
around  Rugby  should  participate  in  the  \  negatived,  retaining  the  proviso  at  the  end 
benefits  of  the  School,  and  by  his  will  ex-  {  for  the  preservation  of  the  rights  of  per- 
pressly  provided  against  tho  separation  of  i  sons  now  living. 

classes.  The  sons  of  the  poor  of  Rugby ;  Mr.  LABOUCHERE,  as  a  represcnta- 
had  frequently  risen  to  eminence  in  conse- '  tive  of  the  county  in  which  Harrow  was 
quence  of  the  education  they  had  received  situate,  thought  the  suggestion  just  made 
at  the  School;  and  the  inhabitants  of  that  \  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  eminently 
town  joined  in  the  prayers  of  the  people  satisfactory.  The  clause  was  introduced 
of  Harrow  that  their  children  might  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  tradesmen  of  Harrow, 
be  deprived  of  the  advantages  to  be  oh-  but  they  did  not  like  it,  and  said  they  did 
tained  at  that  School.    The  present  system  !  not  want  it. 

-avoided  the  separation  of  classes;  it  en-;  Mu.  Sebjeant  GASELEE  said,  he  was 
coaraged  the  settlement  in  the  town  of  opposed  to  all  restrictions. 
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ViscOttUT  ENFIELD  said,  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon-  Gentleman  {Sir 
Stafford  Noithcote)  would  bo  eminently 
Batiafactory  to  the  iahabitants  of  Harrow. 

SIR  KAB3LAKE  eaid,  that  there  was 
a  decided  objection  on  the  part  of  th( 
habitantH  of  Harrow  to  tho  establishment 
of  a  new  school.  Ho  had  no  objection  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment  in  favour  of  the 
proposal  of  tho  right  boo.  Oentleman. 

Clause,  aa  amended,  added  to  tho  Bill 

Clauee  15  (Sariug  of  Eights). 

Mb.  ACLAND  Baid,  ho  would  be  glad 
to  hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
(Ur.  Walpolc)  that  the  CommiBsioners 
would  hare  power  to  establish  aubordinatc 
schools. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  said,  he  coald  not 
then  give  an  off-hand  opinion  in  anawer  to 
the  quBBtion. 

Clause  add(d  to  the  Sill. 

Clause  16    (Appointment  of  Commis- 

Mb.  Skbjeint  GASELEB  moved  that 
tho  olauso  be  postponed.  There  were  cer- 
tain Qentlcmcn  who  were  upon  crory 
Commission,  and  a  little  change  was 
THinted. 

Mb.  ATETON  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Oentloman  was  pre- 
pared to  insert  any  other  names  ? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE  taid, 
it  might  happen  that  one  of  the  Gentlemen 
nominated  might  not  like  to  scrro  ;  but  it 
was  not  thought  desirable  at  present  to 
propose  any  additional  names. 

Ma.  LABOUCHKEE  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe) 
represented  tho  views  of  a  great  number 
of  persons  on  education,  and  it  was  de- 
sirablo  to  have  tho  right  Imn.  Gentleman 
on  the  Commission. 

Mb.  LOWE  said,  ho  was  much  ohliged 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  compliment, 
hut  he  would  much  rather  b«  excused. 

Mr.  SiajDiNT  GASELEE  suggested 
that  perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  like  the  Gentlemen  with  whom  he 
would  be  associated.  Perhaps  if  the  Com- 
mittee put  in  tho  names  of  some  of  the 
same  kidney  he  might  occept. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  who  moTed  the  post- 
ponement  of  tho  clause  (Mr.  Serjeant 
Goselee)  would  not  press  his  Motion,  be- 
cause the  Committee  would  not  thereby 
get  an  inch  nearer.  If  it  were  thought 
necessary  to  add  other  names  it  would  be 
Mr.  Serjeant  Gatehe 
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cbaraoter  of  the  schools,  which  no  doubt 
he  would  do  with  all  the  zeal  and  dignity 
that  belonged  to  his  character  and  his  sa- 
cred calling.  Then,  the  second  name  was 
that  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  a  party 
man  of  such  strong  Conservatism  that  he 
would  not  associate  with  the  present  Go- 
vernment on  account  of  its  Liberal  ten- 
dencies. If,  however,  the  Government 
acted  fairly  they  would  have  also  added 
the  name  of  some  eminent  Member  of  the 
other  House  who  was  known  and  admired 
for  his  Liberal  views.  The  nomination  of 
one  Gentleman  from  each  side  of  the  House 
of  Commons  was  a  fair  selection  as  far  as 
that  House  was  concerned;  but  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
to  re-consider  that  matter,  and  to  propose 
a  name  or  names. 

Mb.  ACL  and  thought  that  no  sub- 
stantial objection  had  been  urged  against 
the  composition  of  the  Commission,  and 
hoped  the  Committee  would  support  the 
Government  in  the  proposal  which  they 
made. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  expressed  his  con- 
ciirrence  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton) 
in  the  opinion  that  it  was  not  desirable  an 
individual  Member  of  the  House  should 
take  upon  himself  the  responsibility  of 
naming  a  Gentleman  to  be  placed  upon 
the  Commission;  because  what  they  had  to 
look  at  was  not  merely  the  qualities  and 
characteristics  of  an  individual  considered 
alone  but  the  manner  in  which  he  entered 
into  the  composition  of  the  Bill  as  a  whole. 
It  was  only  the  framers  of  the  Bill  who 
could,  he  thought,  take  the  initiative  in 
that  respect  with  advantage.  Ho  therefore 
was  opposed  to  any  vague  postponement  of 
the  clause,  which  could  lead  to  no  practi- 
cal good,  and  which  might  have  the  effect, 
at  this  period  of  the  Session,  of  preventing 
the  passing  of  a  measure  which,  it  must 
be  admitted,  would  on  tho  whole  accom- 
plish a  very  great  and  important  change. 
The  Commission  was  not,  so  far  as  he 
could  see,  in  any  way  open  to  tho  charge 
of  having  been  constituted  with  anything 
like  palpable  unfairness  ;  and  ho  should, 
under  these  circumstances,  give  his  sup- 
port to  the  proposal  of  the  Government. 
The  political  element  seemed  to  be  fairly 
balanced. 

Mr.  Bebjeant  GASELEE  argued  in 
favour  of  the  postponement  of  the  clause 
in  order  that  the  composition  of  the  Com- 
mifldon  might  be  more  fully  discussed. 
He  should  like  to  know  how  many  of 


those  Gentlemen  whoso  names  were  pro- 
posed as  members  of  it  were  remarkable 
for  their  Eitualistic  tendencies.  Ho  did 
not  see  that  the  Noblemen  and  Gentlemen 
named  in  the  Bill  were  more  fit  to  perform 
the  office  of  Commissioners  than  many 
others  who  could  bo  named. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  Clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  140  ; 
Noes  2  :  Majority  138. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 

AR3IY  RESERVE. 
HOTION  FOB  A  COMMISSION. 

Lord  ELCHO  rose  to  move  the  follow- 
ing Kesolution — 

**  That  an  bamble  Address  beprosented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  bo  gracionsly 
pleased  to  appoint  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  and  report  upon  our  Military  Organization, 
in  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  establishment  of  a 
sofScient  and  economical  Army  of  Reserve,  and 
tho  means  it  offers  of  speedy  and  cfiBoient  expan- 
sion to  meet  the  requirements  of  war,  more  espe- 
cially for  home  defence." 

The  noble  Lord  said  that  he  offered  no 
apology  for  bringing  the  subject  before  the 
House,  because  he  considered  it  to  be  one 
of  very  great  importance ;  but  he  hoped 
that  the  imperfect  manner  in  which  it 
would  be  brought  forward  would  not  pre- 
vent it  from  receiving  from  the  House  and 
the  country  that  attention  which  it  me- 
rited. At  present  all  Europe  was  engaged 
in  re-organizing  its  military  power  in  the 
most  efficient  and  economical  manner. 
Prussia  set  the  example ;  Austria  was  not 
slow  to  follow  in  the  footsteps  of  her  suc- 
cessful rival,  examining  the  cause  of  the 
Prussian  successes,  and  placing  her  army 
on  a  sounder  footing  :  France,  the  jealous 
neighbour  and  rival  of  Prussia,  had  like- 
wise endeavoured  to  trace  this  cause,  and 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  winter  had  been, 
employed  by  the  French  Chamber  in  dis- 
cussing the  amendment  of  the  military 
law.  Whether  those  nations  were  thus 
engaged  for  defensive  or  for  aggressive 
purposes  he  did  not  pretend  to  say.  Un- 
questionably, if  they  looked  at  the  lan- 
guage used  in  the  French  Chamber  as  to 
tho  necessity  that  France  should  maintain 
her  legitimate  influence  in  £urope,  and 
should  therefore  have  a  large  standing 
army,  the  impression  left  on  one's  mind 
was  that  the  French  people  intended,  aa 
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the  phrase  was,  that  no  gun  ehould  be '  the  system  i 
fired  in  Europe  witliont  tho  consent  of  the  |  the   ago   of 


liable  to  i 
portion  of 
taken.  Tbi 
annoaily  in 
population 
ber  taken  ii 
annual  conti 
ment — a  con 
varied  ftom 
UO.OOO  dm 
had  given  a 
men,  and  a  t 


but  out  of  tl 
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Tuileries.    One  oonlJ  not  help  feeling  that    '. 

the  re-organization  of  tho   i'rench  array 

might  lead  to  aggresHivc  tendencieB  on  the 

part  of  that  people.     But  England,  too, 

htid  of  late  years  been  rc-organizing  her    i 

military   forces.     Ko   one   could    pretend    1 

that  in  so  doing  wc  were  actuated  by  any    i 

aggressive  intentions.     We  were  satisfied 

with  our  legitimate  iofluonco  in  Iilnro[ 

we  had  no  fronticra  to  rectify  ;  and  o 

rc-organizQlion  was  solely  in  the  interests   I 

of  peace  nod  for  national  dcfeuco. 

complaint  then  could  bo  made  by  any  other  !  600,000  mci 

Power  of  out'  attempts  at  re -organization,  i  Probably  the 

and  hebelicTcd  thatsuch  aie'Organization 

was  much  needed.    Remembering  that  our 

Estimates  wero  £\  5,000,000,  and  remem-    ' 

bering  on  Ihe  other  hand  what  we  had  to    : 

show  for  that  expenditure,  he  was  inclined 

to  think  that  ourmilitary  machin 

as  efficient  as  it  might  bo  or  as  economieal 

as  it  ought  to  be.     In  this  belief  he  asked    Mobile,  moki 

for  a  Royal  Commission,  becanso  he  main*  \  Now.whatw 

tained  that  whatever  raightbe  the  iudustrj- {  M.  Tules  Si 

and  ability  of  the  right  hon.  Qentlemen  or  '  soldiera  in 

noble  Lords  who  had  held,  or  might  inreqaaltofH 

future  hold,  Office  as  Secretary  of  State  I  showed  men 

for  War,  it  was  not  possible  that  they,    world  ihe  p 

with  their  multifarious  Parliamentary  and  j  succeisful    i 

departmental  duties,  could  take  this  ma-  {  upon    a    nai 

chino  to  pieces,  oil  it,  change  some  of  its    system  calle< 

Snrts,  and  put  it  properly  together  again,  serve,  unlesi 
[e  did  not  believe  that  we  required  any  cause,  and  t 
new  laws,  but  simply  proper,  judicious,  merous.  Tl 
courageous  changes  in  existing  laws  and  that  thongb, 
our  existing  system.  These  changes,  hoir-  down  by  thi 
ever,  were  such  that  possibly  no  Minister  more  than  i 
might  have  the  courage  to  propose,  and  out  in  1813 
no  Purliament  the  courage  to  adopt  them,  au  army  of 
unless  fortified  by  the  opinion  of  a  Royal  while  after  I 
Commission  of  independent  and  able  men,  350,000  mei 
and  it  was  on  this  ground  that  he  proposed  i  with  a  popv 
the  appointment  of  such  a  body.  Having  ,  1866,  with 
premised  thus  much,  he  would  now  state  within  three 
in  detail  the  grounds  on  which  he  made  I  war,  Pmssit 
this  Motion,  taking  the  standard  of  foreign  :  400,000  met 
armies  as  that  by  which  to  judge  our  own  \  guns,  with 
military  organization.  The  main  ground  \  the  first  li 
lay  in  the  amount  of  our  Estimates,  and  ]  717,000  mei 
the  small  number  of  men  we  had  to  show  ;  tion  of  Fm 
for  the  money.  In  the  debate  in  the  Germany,  a 
French  Chumbcr    it  was    stated    that  at  |  forces 


present  day  Russia  was  capable  of 
bringing  into  the  fiidd  1,600,000  men  ; 
Austria,  1,200,000;  and  Italy,  900,000. 
Passing  by  these  Powers,  however,  ho 
,  would  toko  the  standard  of  other  Powers 
nearer  homo.  In  France,  as  all  know. 
Lord  EkhQ  I 
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voted  this  year  by  Parliament  \ra8 
203,157,  and  the  reserreB  numbered 
829,000,  making  a  total  of  532,157.  De- 
ducting from  a  total  of  £15,455,400,  the 
cost  of  the  army  serving  in  India,  and 
the  cost  of  the  Indian  depot  in  England, 
and  taking  the  cost  of  transport  for  the 
army  from  the  Navy  Estimates,  and  of 
stores  for  the  Navy  from  the  Army  Esti- 
mates, and  deducting  also,  from  the  total 
named  £1,250,000  for  pensions,  so  as  to 
give  a  fair  standard  of  comparison  with 
foreign  armies,  he  arrived  at  the  conolu- 
aion  that  the  128,000  men  in  our  regular 
army  cost  £11,310,400,  while  in  France 
the  estimated  cost  of  400,000  men  was 
£14,000,000;  and  in  Prussia,  according 
to  Colonel  Eeilly,  217,000  men  cost 
£6,545,944.  The  House  would  readily 
peroeive  the  great  difference  there  was 
between  the  English  and  the  foreign  Esti- 
mates. It  appeared  that,  man  for  man, 
our  soldiers  cost— a  Regular  £90,  a  Mi- 
litiaman £11  10«.,  a  Yeomanry  soldier  £6 
or  £7,  and  a  Volunteer  £3  10*.  This 
ealculation  was  based  on  the  Estimate  of 
£15,455,400  for  the  whole  army;  and, 
making  the  deductions  and  allowances  he 
had  enumerated,  he  arrived  at  £1 1,310,400 
as  the  cost  of  our  128,000  Kegulars. 
Coming  to  organization,  every  one  knew 
that  in  France  that  was  complete.  The 
army  was  composed  of  great  divisions, 
each  complete  in  itself.  The  Invalides 
was  being  converted  into  an  arsenal  in 
the  centre  of  Paris,  with  equipment  for 
300,000  men ;  and  such  was  the  power  of 
oontraction  and  expansion  that  100,000 
men  could  be  summoned  to  the  ranks  and 
aeot  back  again  in  a  fortnight.  There  were, 
therefore,  complete  efficiency,  and  com- 
flete  power  of  expansion  ;  but  the  power 
of  expansion  and  contraction  was  greater 
in  Prussia  than  in  any  other  country. 
,  mthin  three  weeks  of  the  breaking  out 
of  the  war  in  1866  Prussia  put  on  the 
field  400,000  men  and  900  guns,  ready 
in  every  respect ;  and  these  men  as  we 
knew,  marched  from  Berlin  to  the  gates 
of  Yienna.  That  efficiency  in  time  of 
war  was,  after  all,  the  result  of  steady 
preparation  and  organization  in  time  of 
peaee.  But  the  Prussians  in  time  of  peace 
practised  war,  for  being  at  Cologne  with 
Lord  Clyde  in  1803,  he  found  the  opera- 
tions of  war  going  on.  They  saw  about 
60,000  or  60,000  men  under  arms,  and  di- 
tided  into  two  bodies,  each  body  being  in 
itself  complete  with  the  general  and  staff 
ready  for  a  campaign.    The  manoeuvres  of 


the  troops  extended  over  a  fortnight,  and 
they  did  not  know  on  the  one  day  where 
they  were  to  meet  the  next  morning.  On 
one  occasion  he  was  near  a  regiment  when 
the  bugle  sounded  to  stop  work  for  the 
day,  and  he  inquired,  **  Where  are  you 
going  to  sleep?''  from  an  officer,  who 
pointed  to  the  ground,  and  said,  **  There." 
In  war  material,  transport,  commissariat, 
medical  department,  and  stores  of  every 
description,  each  division  was  complete, 
and  each  had  the  same  officers  and  staff  in 
time  of  peace  that  it  would  command  in 
time  of  war.  He  remembered  reading 
accounts  of  the  campain  in  1866,  in  which 
occurred  the  names  of  the  officers  he  had 
seen  at  Cologne  in  1863.  Colonel  Heilly, 
from  whose  book  he  had  drawn  much  in- 
formation, described  Prussian  organization 
in  these  terms — 

"  The  Prussian  army  rests  upon  a  system  where 
the  whole  nation  is  accustomed  to  arms,  and 
moderately  disciplined,  and  where,  in  time  of 
peace,  all  means  are  taken  to  instruct  the  staff, 
and  keep  up  the  departments  forming  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  army  complete  in  all  details  ;  and 
opportunities  are  given  to  all  of  gaining  such 
knowledge  of  their  professioual  duties  that  when 
war  comes  the  army  and  its  departments  can  be 
expanded  with  confidence  in  their  efficiency." 

Was  our  state  of  preparation,  as  regards 
military  organization,  at  all  comparable 
with  that  of  Prussia  or  France  ?  Was  our 
organization  such  that  when  war  came, 
''the  army  and  its  departments  can  be 
expanded  with  confidence  in  their  effici- 
ency ?"  Unquestionably,  in  England  there 
had  been  very  great  improvement  in  the 
state  of  our  military  organization.  Before 
the  Crimean  War  we  had  a  small  available 
army,  but  we  bad  no  Militia  and  no  Volun- 
teers, and  but  twelve  guns  equipped.  It 
was  really  astonishing  that  the  nation 
should  have  been  allowed  to  fall  asleep  as 
it  were,  and  to  remain  in  the  defenceless 
condition  it  was.  Now,  we  were  armed, 
but  were  we  sufficiently  organized  ?  He 
did  not  pretend  to  say  that  much  had  not 
been  done,  and  that  we  were  not  in  an 
improved  position ;  but  would  anyone  say 
that  our  military  organization  was  satis-' 
factory,  that  our  departmental  and  staff 
arrangements  were  all  that  could  be  de- 
sired ;  and  that  our  transport,  commis- 
sariat, medical  stores,  and  camp  equipage 
were  sufficient  for  the  army,  including  the 
Eeserves  ?  Much  had  been  said  lately  as 
to  the  organization  of  our  Volunteers, 
which  was  described  by  a  high  military 
authority  as  a  sham  ;  but  he  contended 
that  it  was  not  more  a  sham  than  the 


/ 
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oi^^aniastioii  of  our  Militia  or  Tmmanry,  <  of  people.  ' 
because  the  oigauiiation  of  the  arnij  was  |  ing  was  in  : 
anpposcd  to  be  Hofficient,  aa  regarded  staff  ,  of  State  for  ^ 
aod  departmental  arrange meatB,  for  tbo  i  to  tho  Hont 
Militia  and  tho  Yeomanry  as  well  as  the  ;  called  a  "  Fi 
Volunteers.  To  give  the  Houeo  an  idea  j  with  our  28 
how  utterly  inadequate  the  staff  alone  was,  '.  markably  oi^ 
although  it  was  larger  in  proportion  than  j  that  wo  had 
that  of  any  other  army  for  the  parpoae  it  |  countries  an 
pretended  to  serve,  he  might  mention  that  ;  Parliament 
the  staff  requisite  for  tho  Volunteers  alone  ,  such  a  tbie 
would  number  TOO.  This  was  the  calcu-  :  country.  'V 
lation  made  by  Colonel  Erskine  before  he  '  Bill  ?  Two 
left  the  War  Office  ;  and  would  any  man  ,  One,  the  II 
pretend  to  say  that  the  staff  of  the  army  i  Qcrmon,  m 
was  sufficient  for  all  that  was  required  if  We  were  at 
we  were  suddenly  called  upon  to  put  our- 1  Militia  regiJr 
selves  in  a  state  of  defence  ?  Would  any  AUtlitiarcg 
one  say  that  the  commissariat,  transport,  jrigbtbon.ai 
camp  equipage,  and  other  departments,  |  ber  for  Nort 
which  wore  quite  as  essential  as  men  to  :  Patten) — di 
the  army,  were  capable  of  immediate  and  !  More  than  t 
ready  expansion  within  three  weeks  or  a  of  the  serri 
mouth?  Whenever  war  camo  it  would  |  the  colonies 
come  suddenly,  and  the  advantage  would  ;  mostunwilli 
be  with  nations  that  wore  so  prepared. 
Would  anyone  say  that  within  a  month 
our  staff  and  departmental  arrangements 
could  be  put  in  all  respects  upon  such  a 
footing  as  it  would  bo  necessary  to  guaran* 
tee  in  case  of  war?  It  wos  on  Ibose 
grounds  he  asked  for — 


who  had  sol 
he  brought  ■ 
let  the  Hoi 
of  our  armj 
War,  uotw] 
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numbers  st 
serving,  18( 
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"A   Rojal   Conimiiaioa  to  inquini   i 
r«pOrt  Dpon  oar  MiliCnr;  Orginiulion,  in  ». 
as  it  reliit«s  to  tho  MlabliilimPDt  of  a  iufficicDt  i  organizatlOI 
■Dil  economical  Armj  of  Reserve,  sad  the  mesoi  I  abroad  he  b 
it  ofien  of  a   tpeeif  sad  sflleient  eipsniion  to    broucht  mo 
meet  tho  requireniiMili  ofirsr,  mora  e»p«oL»llj  for  '       ,  ^     i 
home  defunoe."  ■        ., .         , 

OTUiting  the 
He  wanted  to  know  whether  it  was  the  {  most  possib 
opinion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  that  our  :  could  nave 
present  system  offered  the  means  of  such  Compare  th 
an  expaniion.  lie  (Lord  Elcho)  did  not  the  time  ol 
believe  any  answer  on  this  subject  could  with  a  popu 
be  satisfactory  which  was  not  preceded  by  than  177,OC 
a  searching  inquiry,  But  to  return  to  the  the  field,  a 
question  of  the  men.  He  confessed  him-  with  so  com 
self  he  did  not  trust  our  system  of  recruit-  ried  even  t 
ing  which  was  at  present  in  force  ;  still  naila.  Our  i 
less  did  he  trust  to  our  Reserve  system,  failed  in  wa 
Ho  asked  whether  this  latter  sj'stem  cause  the  & 
worked  as  well  as  the  House  would  wish  this  subject 
— as  they  would  all  wish  ?  Ho  was  in-  i  recomendali 
clined  to  think  that  a  good  deal  more  was  I  scheme  of  h 
required.    Now,  be  distrusted  our  system  '  theMember 


of  recruiting,  because  he  did  not  think  it 
would  bear  tho  strain  of  tho  requirements 
which  war  would  bring.  What  had  oc- 
curred when  tho  Crimean  War  broke  out? 
We  were  then  27,000,000  or  28,000,000 
Xorrf  £lch 


by  which  an 
to  both  the 
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Hear !]  His  right  hon.  Friend  cheered  '  that  in  bringing  this  Motion  before  the 
him ;  but  he  did  not  think  he  could  be  House  he  wished  to  set  aside  the  Militia 
prepared  to  assert  that  the  whole  of  that  and  to  bring  the  Volunteers  more  promio  en  t- 
good  result  was  due  to  the  Government,  j  ly  forward.  He  presumed,  therefore,  that 
Unquestionably  the  increase  of  pay  had  had  l  such  an  impression  existed  somewhere, 
its  effect ;  but  concurrently  with  the  in-  but  he  must  say  for  himself  that  he  re- 
crease  in  recruiting  there  had  been  a  period  {  garded  the  Militia  as  the  backbone  of  our 
of  distress  and  stagnation  of  trade.  The  I  military  system.  He  thought  that  every 
class  from  which  recruits  came  was  affected  ^  effort  ought  to  be  made  to  strengthen  the 
by  that  state  of  circumstances,  and,  there-  j  Militia  and  bind  it  up  with  the  army  and 
fore,  one  could  not  say  how  much  of  the  ;  the  Volunteers.  But,  unquestionably  there 
increase  in  the  recruiting  was  due  to  the  |  did  exist  on  the  part  of  the  Militia  a  feel- 
increase  of  2d,  in  the  pay,  and  how  much   ing  that  of  late  years  the  public  laid  less 


to  the  stagnation  in  trade.     His  right  hon. 


stress  on  the  value  of  their  assistance,  and 


and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Hunt-  that  they  received  less  consideration  than 
ingdon  before  he  left  Office  proposed  what  I  they  deserved.  As  one  of  the  public  he  must 
he  called  a  scheme  of  Army  Reserve,  and  say  he  did  not  believe  that  to  be  the  case, 
that  proposal  was  being  carried  out  by  his  I  The  difference  of  feeling  arose  from  this, 
Boocessor  in  Office,  the  present  Secretary  of  i  that  the  Militia  were  drilled  at  Aldershot 
State  for  War.  He  observed  that  the  !  or  in  the  country  away  from  London  and 
right  hon.  and  gallant  General  (General  |  other  large  towns,  and  did  not  therefore 
Peel)  shook  his  head ;  and  no  doubt  he  !  appear  so  prominently  before  the  public, 
would  be  able  to  sliow  in  what  respects  his  and  that  consequently  they  could  not  draw 
aoheme  was  not  being  carried  out.  The  a  comparison  of  the  nature  of  their  ser- 
impression  entertained  by  himself  and  :  vices  as  they  could  if  they  were  brought 
others  was,  however,  that  the  present  Se-    together  in  large  bodies  like  the  Volun- 


exetory  for  War  was  endeavouring  to  give 
effect  to  the  plan  of  his  right  hon.  and 


teers,  who  were  collected  in  large  towns, 
and   who   came    prominently  before   the 


gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Hunting-  public.  So  far,  therefore,  as  the  Militia 
don.  He  was  not  going  to  enter  into  de-  were  concerned  they  were  under  a  false 
talb  on  this  subject ;  but  he  believed  he  '  impression  with  reference  to  the  opinion 
was  correct  in  stating  that  the  intention  of  I  of  the  public.     He  spoke  not  as  a  Volun- 


hiB  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was  to 
have  in  reserve  50,000  men,  who,  in  case 
of  emergency,  should  be  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Commander-in-Chief.  His  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  did  not,  perhaps,  think 
that  a  sufficient  Army  of  Reserve;  but  when 
he  entered  Office  he  found  none  at  all,  be* 
cause  the  system  of  Reserve  attempted  by 
Lord  Herbert  had  proved  a  signal  failure. 
The  Army  of  Reserve  under  that  system  had 


teer,  but  as  one  of  the  public,  when  he 
said  that  the  Militia  were  the  backbone 
of  our  military  system.  [•*  Hear  !"]  The 
cheers  of  hon.  Members  indicated  that 
such  was  the  feeling  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  Militia  officer  to  whom 
he  had  just  alluded,  and  who  had  been 
introduced  to  him  as  a  gentleman  who 
had  given  great  attention  to  the  question, 
assured  him  as  the  result  of  communica- 


become  a  standing  joke.  But  how,  at  the  I  tions  with  his  brother  officers  that  the 
present  moment,  stood  our  Army  of  Reserve,  ,  Militia  Reserve  system  was  not  looked  upon 
which  was  to  have  amounted  to  50,000  ?  i  favourably  by  Militia  officers.  It  appeared 
It  consisted  of  two  branches— of  men  who  '  that  out  of  three  regiments  of  Militia 
had  retired  from  the  army  without  having  |  which  had  just  completed  their  drill — 
completed  their  full  term  of  service  and  of  |  the  1st  Surrey,  the  Oxfordshire,  and  the 
men  who  had  served  in  the  Militia.  At  i  Hampshire — only  eight  men  offered  them- 
the  present  moment  we  had  of  the  former  i  selves  for  the  Army  of  Reserve.  These 
21,900  and  of  the  latter  2,006,  giving  a  \  belonged  to  the  Ist  Surrey,  and  only  three 
total  of  4,906  for  our  whole  Army  of  Re-  >  of  them  were  attested.  The  Oxfordehire 
aerve.  He  thought  it  very  questionable  '  regiment  did  not  produce  a  single  re- 
whether  this  system  of  a  Militia  Army  of  |  cruit,  neither  did  the  Hampshire  ;  and 
Reaerve  would  work  as  well  as  they  all  |  the  reason  assigned  for  this  remarkable 
wished  it  might  work.  The  Militia  Army  I  circumstance  was  that  the  men  did  not 
of  Beserve  depended  entirely  on  the  feeling  i  like  to  servo  without  their  officers  ;  the 
with  regard  to  it  existing  in  the  Militia.  '  men  asked  were  their  officers  going  too. 
He  had  been  told  on  the  previous  day  by  a  {  and  when  they  found  such  was  not  the 
Uilitia  officer  the  impression  abroad  was  i  case,  they  determined  to  stop  where  they 
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"were.  In  the  course  of  converBation  the 
other  day  respecting  the  preaftit  Motion, 
Lord  Norreys,  who  commanded  a  Berkshire 
hattalion,  expressed  an  opinion  that  this 
Act  would  not  work,  and,  haying  heen 
requested  to  do  so,  put  his  views  upon 
paper  in  the  following  shape  : — 

'<  I  do  not  think  the  Militia  has  prestige  enongh 
to  attract  desirable  men  as  officers.  I  also  think 
that  the  Army  Reserye  Act  will  increase  the 
difficulty  of  getting  subalterns  ;  as  it  is  most  un* 
popular  among  the  officers,  who  feel  slighted  at 
being  required  to  command  men  liable  for  actiye  ; 
service  themselves,  and  not  being  allowed  to  ac- 
company them.  I  consider  that  it  has  increased 
the  feeling  among  them  that  thpy  are  but  drill 
sergeants  for  the  army.  To  improve  the  efficiency 
of  the  force  I  think  it  will  be  necessary  to  give 
it  prestige  ;  and,  believing  as  I  do  that  but  few 
men  will  be  induced  to  join  the  Army  Reserve  in- 
dividually— though  if  asked  by  regiments  to  volun- 
teer on  the  same  terms  to  serve  with  their  officers 
they  would  do  so — I  would  suggest  that  instead  of 
asking  a  percentage  of  men  of  each  regiment  to 
Tolunteer  on  these  terms,  the  same  percentage  of 
regiments  selected  from  those  most  efficient  should 
be  asked  to  volunteer  on  the  same  terms,  to  serve 
under  their  officers  with  the  regular  army  in  case 
of  war  ;  that  these  regiments  should  bo  very 
strictly  inspected  every  year ;  that  all  members 
of  the  permanent  staff  not  thoroughly  efficient  be 
draughted  ;  that  all  officers  be  required  to  satisfy 
the  inspecting  officer  of  their  thorough  knowledge 
of  their  duties ;  and  that  their  annual  period  of 
training  be  extended  to  fifiy-six  days,  it  being 
clearly  understood  that  no  Militia  officer  serving 
in  the  field  has  any  claim  to  any  army  appoint- 
ment when  his  regiment  returns  to  a  disembodied 
state.  An  espnt  de  corps  would  in  my  opinion 
be  thus  established  that  would  attract  desirable 
men  as  officers  to  the  Militia,  and  give  the  force 
a  prestige  it  has  not  got.  I  fear  that  if  many 
men  were  to  join  the  Army  Reserve  on  the  terms 
now  offered  many  of  the  best  officers  and  those 
taking  the  greatest  pains  with  and  interest  in 
their  companies  will  leave  the  Militia,  and  I  am 
sure  that  it  will  be  impossible,  by  increasing  the 
pay  of  Militia  officers,  to  replace  the  gentlemen 
of  the  respective  counties,  who  are  invariably  the 
best  officers,  and  who  work  very  hard  not  for  the 
pay,  but  for  the  interest  of  their  regiments.  Little 
is  known  to  those  who  have  not  experienced  it  of 
the  drudgery  that  company  officers  of  Militia  re- 
giments go  through,  and  of  the  personal  attention 
they  give  to  every  detail  affecting  their  men,  and 
there  is  no  denying  that  they  have  not  sufficient 
encouragement." 

A  gentleman,  with  means  of  knowledge, 
to  whom  he  read  this  letter  yesterday  said 
that,  as  far  as  he  knew,  it  expressed  the 
opinions  of  the  Militia  officers.  The  sys- 
tem here  proposed,  if  adopted,  would  not 
only  make  the  Militia  feeders,  but  actually 
second  hattalions  of  the  regular  army.  Ho 
asked  this  same  gentleman  whether  there 
was  any  other  plan  which  suggested  itself 
to  his  mind  for  giving  prestige  and  effi- 
ciency to  the  Militia ;  and  he  replied  that 
Lord  JSlcho 


what  was  wanted  was  some  sufficient 
ducement  to  the  officers  to  work  hard 
learn  their  duty.  There  was  no  re 
for  instance,  why  honorary  army 
should  not  be  given  to  all  Militia  of 
who  would  undertake  to  attach  theme 
to  a  regiment  of  the  Line  for  three  mo 
and  obtain  a  certificate  of  compel 
which  rank  they  should  bo  allowed 
tain  on  retiring  after  ten  years'  sei 
This  honorary  rank,  while  it  woulc 
derogate  in  any  way  from  the  stat 
the  Regulars,  would  materially  cnham 
position  of  Militia  officers  in  their 
estimation.  Upon  tlic  whole,  then 
looking  at  the  question  as  it  affecte< 
army,  at  the  present  number  of  depai 
and  re  enlistments,  and  at  the  poor 
of  the  existing  Hcserve  there  was  abni 
ground,  he  contended,  for  the  issue 
Commission.  But,  again,  there  was  an 
branch  of  the  service  —  the  Voluni 
Upon  the  Volunteer  Vote  it  had  bee 
duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Seer 
of  State  for  War  to  the  fact  that 
mittees  of  officers  representing  the 
from  all  parts  of  the  kingdom  had 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  Parliamei 
Capitation  Grant  was  insufficient  to 
up  the  force  at  its  present  strength, 
right  hon.  Friend,  in  reply,  said  he 
consulted  other  officers,  who  seemed 
of  a  different  opinion,  and  the  hon.  ] 
her  for  Devonshire  expressed  his  op 
that  he  thought  it  sufficient.  But  si 
where  so  strong  an  opinion  was  e 
tained  and  expressed  upon  one  side 
on  the  other,  it  would  not  be  prndei 
risk  the  falling  away  of  so  valuable  a 
merely  for  want  of  inquiring  which 
nion  was  right  and  which  was  wi 
The  precedent  of  an  inquiry  was  » 
1863,  and  there  had  been  something 
a  pledge  that  the  matter  should  be 
ther  investigated.  Last  year  he  had 
before  the  House  his  view  that  the 
sure  foundation  for  the  Militia  was  to 
it  upon  the  ancient  usage  of  the  con 
— namely,  liability  to  service  for  I 
defence,  and,  if  such  a  Commission  s 
recommended  were  appointed,  that  q 
tion,  he  hoped,  would  not  fail  to  rec 
attention.  But  he  did  not  ask  the  H 
to  go  into  that  matter  now.  He  bac 
fact,  to  offer  his  apologies  for  the  lei 
to  which  his  remarks  had  extended.  ] 
believing  that  our  military  oiganizi 
was  not  in  a  satisfactory  state,  eithe 
regarded  its  present  condition  or  its  po 
of  expansion  in  case  of  need,  he  felt  o 
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seUod  to  bring  tlie  enbjeot  before  the 
Honae.  He  n&ed  for  inquiry,  because 
inqoity  ought  to  precede  and  vould  be 
necessoiT  to  jostiiy  the  action  which  even- 
toally  might  have  to  be  taken  upon  this 
head.  In  the  opinion  of  many  who  had 
studied  the  subject  such  inquiry  was 
wuited,  and,  if  granted,  would  meet  wilh 
the  aanction  and  approval  of  the  oountry. 
There  was  a  very  strong  and  a  growiog 
feeling  that]  for  the  eaormoui  expenditure 
of  £16,000,000  annually,  we  had  notour 
money's  worth.  Could  it  be  alleged  that 
inquiries  such  as  he  proposed  were  un- 
common in  this  country  r  Why,  in  the 
debate  in  the  Trench  Chambers,  M.  Thiers, 
speakiog  upon  the  Army  Bill,  said — 

"  Wbj  dc  j<m  bring  in  the  Bill  at  ddos  1  Whj 
4o  TOO  Dot,  preparatorr  to  Ugialsting;  on  thii 
qnMtloD,  iiiBtitLite  one  of  thoae  grand  Inqniriea 
whioh  th«7  iuuB  in  Englnnd  nndpr  aimilar  cir- 

He  hoped  the  Secretary  of  State  would 
reoommend  Her  Majesty  to  issue  one  of 
tfaeae  "  grand  inquiries ;"  and,  in  any 
•Tent,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  pledge  the  Gorercment  against 
•  farther  consideration  of  the  matter,  but 
wonld  keep  in  Ms  own  hands,  at  least 
while  he  retained  Office,  tho  power  of  is- 
raing  such  a  Commission.  The  time  for 
inqniry  was  singularly  favourable.  The 
OoVemment  could  not  take  action  praoti- 
-iBilly  in  the  matter,  for  they  could  not 
•Uborate  any  scheme  with  the  certainty 
of  being  able  to  lay  it  themselves  before 
the  next  Parliament ;  and  if  a  change  of 
GoTMTinient  followed  the  dissolution  time 
Biut  be  lost  before  the  new  Minister  for 
"Wtr  ooald  settle  into  his  place.  His  ob- 
ject therefore  in  the  present  Motion  was 
that  the  interval  preceding  tho  assembling 
tat  bouness  purposes  of  the  new  Parlia- 
ment should  be  oocnpied  in  an  inquiry 
Mttdnoted  by  able  and  independent  men, 
eo  that  time  which  would  otherwise  be 
lect  might  be  turned  to  account,  nnd  volu- 
eUe  infbnnation  collected  and  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  whoever  might  be  the  Se- 
ontary  for  War.  Time  pressed ;  while 
Sngland  considered  what  was  to  be  done 
other  eoaotriet  were  at  work.  He  thcre- 
ibn  hoped  bis  right  hon.  Friend  would 
reoommend  Her  Majesty  to  appoint  the 
Comminion  he  aaked  for,  on  the  prin- 
eiple  that  the  machine  of  war  was  made 
efltetive  only  by  careful  preparation  in 
time  of  peace.  It  was  not  by  resting 
eetiafled  with  a  system  of  recruiting  which 
Ute  Commission  described  as  "  a  band  to 
yOL.  CXCII.    [rsao  emise.] 


mouth  policy"  that  Fnuma  pared  the 
way  to  Sadowa,  or  that  France  was  pre- 
paring for  a  second  Jena. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  an  liumbis  Addreis  be  prtwnted  to  Her 
MaJMtj,  prajing  that  She  irill  be  graoiouilj 
pleaaad  to  appoint  a  Ro^al  Ootnmiiiion  to  inqnira 
into  and  report  apon  oor  Military  OrgaDiiation, 
!□  lo  Tar  as  it  relatei  to  the  eatabliihrneot  of  a 
■nffloient  and  eoODOmioal  Arm;  of  Reisrvo,  and 
the  meaDB  it  offers  of  ipeedj  and  effloisot  eipan- 
iloQ  to  meet  the  reqeiremeata  of  war,  more  ei- 
peoiallf  ibr  home  delanoe." — (Lard  Eicho,) 

Okhzbu,  feel  said,  no  more  important 
question  could  be  introduced  to  the  House 
than  that  brought  forward  in  the  very  able 
speech  of  his  noble  Friend.  He  quite 
agreed  that  no  time  could  be  more  appro- 
priate than  the  present  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  matter ;  because  we  were  not 
suffering  from  one  of  those  hot  or  cold 
fits  which  generally  regulated  our  milita^ 
operations  —  now  through  panic,  drivio'g 
the  country  into  extravagances,  and  then, 
from  a  false  feeling  of  security,  leading 
to  the  neglect  of  the  commonest  messures 
of  defence.  Now  was  the  time  to  consider 
the  whole  question  dispassionately,  heoanse 
the  present  policy  of  the  Foreign  Office^ 
which  he  hoped  would  be  the  policy  of  the 
future — to  a  great  extent  secured  us  immn- 
ntty  from  foreign  quarrels.  Sut  when 
Continental  Powers  were  arming  them- 
selves to  the  teeth  the  security  arising 
from  non-intervention  was  not  to  be  tmsted 
in  alone.  The  question  of  an  Army  Reserve 
was  referred  to  the  Royal  Commission  of 
two  years  ago,  which  sat  under  circum- 
stances much  resembling  those  of  to-day, 
for  no  immediate  oause  for  action  hod  then 
arisen.  The  Commissioners,  reporting  on 
that  subject,  said — 

"  We  find  that  it  opeoa  op  »  rsrj  large  ques- 
tion, the  decliion  of  which  reUi  rather  with 
■tatelmen  and  Cabinets  thaa  with  a  Commiuloa 
■nob  as  that  of  whioh  we  are  membera." 

That  was  his  opinion  also.  He  strongly 
deprecated  the  growing  tendency  to  trans- 
fer responsibility  from  Ministers  to  Royal 
Commissions.     Tho  Report  went  on — 

"  The  niilitsr;^  hiatorf  of  this  countr;,  even  np 
to  the  date  of  tha  laat  great  wot  in  whioh  we 
were  engaged,  abowi  that  it  has  been  our  praotioe 
during  periods  oF  peaoe  to  reduoe  all  our  militarj 
ascabUabmenta  to  tha  loweiC  poaiibia  point  whioli 
tha  relief  of  onr  troop*  aerving  in  the  oolonlea 
would  admit.  Our  ananala  were  diamantled,and 
nothing  but  tha  mo>t  ordinarr  work  performed  In 
them.  In  &at,  it  ma;  ba  said  that  we  nere  odd- 
tout  to  eiiat  from  hand  to  Doath  with  no  foraoast 
of  the  future.    No  preparatloas  for  a  slat*  of 
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war  w*N  Ihosght  of,  and  tha  ._ 
bren  that  when  war  Mcurred  everjlhing  had 
ba  done  in  a  hurry  at  tha  moat  lariih  cipanie. 
MeD  wcrs  enrolli^l  and  lent  half-tnlned  into  tha 
field,  matiriel  iiinnufnctured,  lraii»port  providad, 
and  aocomniodalion  for  tha  liek  and  wounded  dc- 
▼iicd  and  arganiiad.  Hitherto  we  hars  had  time, 
owing  to  tlie  procraalinnled  character  of  war,  to 
Bitricate  ounolTca  froia  the  ccnMquenaea  of  our 
remitaneai,  am)  by  much  sipunditnre  and  incredi- 
ble exertion  we  hnTe  cicapediti  lamentable  eScct  a. 
Recent  OTcnta  however  hate  taugbt  ui  that  we 
muit  not  rely  in  future  on  having  time  for  pre- 
paration. Wara  will  ha  luddeu  in  their  commeDoe- 
menl  and  thort  in  cheir  duration,  snd  woe  to  that 


I  unprepared  to  defend  ittelf 
Qgainat  any  conCingODoy  that  may  ariia  or  oomhi- 
nation  that  mny  be  formed  againit  it." 
Hemarking  that  nt  present  Uie  army  was 
barclj  BufGciunt  for  the  protection  of  "  our 
Indian  t«rritoric9  nn<]  oar  extended  colo- 
nial poasesBians,"  tlie  CoiumiMionera  pro- 
ceeded lo  say — 

"  Under  the <o  ciroumiUnees  wo  must  look  more 
to  oitr  army.  We  think  ita  preaent  atrengtb 
barely  aufflolent  for  a  period  of  peaoa,  and  tha 
queation  ii  how  we  can  moat  readily  and  apeedily 
IncreaBc  it  llirough  the  nieana  of  a  Iteaerve  force, 
ooniiating  of  men  who  hare  already  receired  their 
training  in  ita  ranka.  but  may  hare  fallen  back 
into   the  ordinary  dutiei  and  catlinga  of  ciril 

ufer 

He  was  Secretary  of  State  for  War  at  the 
time  that  Report  was  presented,  ~ 
previously  bis  attention  and  that 
Royal  Htghiieaa  the  Commander-in-Chiof 
had  been  called  to  the  necessity  of  a  Re- 
■erve,  to  raise  the  army  from  a  atata  of 
peace  to  a  state  of  war.  They  not  only 
agreed  to  place  their  own  views  on  paper, 
in  order  to  be  enabled  to  compare  them, 
but  they  asked  dtHtiDguished  officers  to 
aendin  their  views  of  tho  Army  ofReserTe; 
and  they  found  that  the  belief  was  general 
of  the  necessity  of  having  a  Reserre  which 
would  eoablc  them  to  raise  the  army  in 
time  of  peace  to  what  wos  required  of  it 
in  time  of  war.  He  could  not  place  the 
CBM  of  onr  necessitieB  better  before  the 
House  than  by  reading  an  extraot  from  a 
very  admirable  letter  addressed  to  him  by 
bis  Royal  Kighneas  on  the  subjeot,  ss 
follows  :— 

"  During  peace  it  ihould  be  our  object  to  keep 
up  our  cadrca  of  regimeola,  battaliona,  and  hat- 
teriea,  though  the  aotual  rank  and  file  may  b«  of 
diminlahed  itrength,  provided  «■  hare  the  oer- 
lainly  that  ourorgaDiution  ia  atieh  that  it  ia  capa- 
ble of  eaay  nod  certain  eipanaion.  At  pr«iant 
we  hare  no  auoh  ocrtainty ;  and,  indeed,  we  nuiy 
Uirlj  aay  that  our  eipanaion  meana  are  lit.  Row, 
then,  is  tbia  force  to  be  created  f  I  am  aniione 
that  we  should  hare  tbe  means  of  bringlDg;  up 
every  regiment,  battalion,  and  battery  lo  a  war 
fboting,  hy  the  formation  of  soma  Reaerr*  force  of 
40,000  men.  This  would,  ai  far  as  my  estimate 
Gmtral  Ful  ' 
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offioen  and  4,022  men;  on  the  20th  of 
May,  they  had  110  officers  and  4,165  men; 
on  the  18th,  the  seven  regiments  of  the 
Line  had  159  offioers  and  2,771  men ;  and 
on  the  20th,  154  officers  and  2,690  men. 
The  ayerage  nnmher  of  men  to  each  Militia 
regiment  would  he  600,  and  they  would 
haye  16  officers,  including  the  staff,  while 
the  raiments  of  the  Line  would,  on  the 
average,  each  consist  of  400  men  and  24 
officers.  What,  therefore,  they  should  en- 
deavour to  do  was  to  obtain  a  transfer  of 
men  from  the  Militia  to  the  Line.  In  the 
lane  there  was  one  officer  to  17  men; 
whereas  in  the  Militia,  where  neither  officers 
nor  men  were  in  the  state  of  efficiency  of 
the  men  of  the  Line,  there  was  one  officer 
only  to  87  men.  Now,  the  plan  which  he 
proposed  was,  he  must  say,  different  in 
many  respects  from  that  which  was  now 
to  be  carried  out.  What  he  proposed 
was,  that  the  first  Army  of  Reserve  should 
be  attached  to  the  Militia,  whereas  the 
■econd  Army  of  Beserve  should  be  attached 
to  the  Pensioners.  He  did  not  know  whe 
tber  his  plan  was  the  better  of  the  two, 
bot  it  certainly  was  simpler.  He  had  im- 
plored the  officers  of  the  Militia  to  encou- 
rage the  formation  of  this  Army  of  Eeserve. 
In  taking  men  from  the  Militia  to  form 
ibis  Army  of  Reserve  ho  had  contemplated 
filling  their  places,  but  men  had  been  en- 
listed before  the  transfer  to  the  Army  of 
Seserve  had  been  effected.  He  did  not 
wiflh  by  his  plan  to  interfere  with  the  men 
aa  long  as  they  were  with  the  Militia. 
What  he  wanted  was  to  know  they  were 
there,  and  to  be  able  to  lay  his  hand  on 
them  whenever  they  might  be  required. 
Bat  the  new  regulation  was,  that  the  men 
ahould  be  drilled  fifty-six  days  in  the  year 
with  regiments  of  tne  Line.  The  officers 
did  not  like  that,  and  the  men  thought  it 
waa  an  inducement  for  them  to  enlist  in 
fbe  army  in  time  of  peace.  His  object 
and  intention  had  been  to  attach  the  first 
Beserve  entirely  to  the  Militia,  and  in  the 
body  so  created  he  believed  wo  should 
have  found  a  very  valuable  auxiliary  force. 
fie  objected  to  the  present  plan  on  several 
grounds.  Suppose  a  man  had  served  in 
the  first  class  Reserve  during  his  first  period 
of  service,  he  had  then  a  right  to  go  into 
the  second  class  of  Reserve ;  but  to  be  en- 
titled to  a  pension  he  would  be  obliged  to 
enlist  during  the  second  period  for  a  term 
of  twenty-two  years.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  Militia  had  been  treated 
Tery  unfairly  in  this  matter.  In  the  first 
place  he  objected  to  this  Reserve  being 


called  a  Militia  Reserve.  It  was  a  Militia 
Army  Reserve;  and  the  men  who  withdrew 
from  the  Militia  and  entered  the  Reserve 
were  entitled  to  the  same  advantages  as 
those  who  entered  the  Reserve  from  the 
line,  inasmuch  as  both  were  subjected  to 
the  same  liabilities.  But  this  was  not  the 
case,  especially  with  regard  to  pension;  and 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  with  the 
one  class  as  with  the  other  two  years 
should  be  permitted  to  count  as  one.  Those 
who  entered  from  the  Militia  should,  as 
well  as  those  who  entered  from  the  Line, 
be  exempted  from  service  on  juries,  and 
the  performance  of  duties  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter. He  did  not  attribute  the  slightest 
blame  to  his  right  hon.  Friend;  but  it 
certainly  was  unfortunate  that  these  in- 
structions should  have  been  issued  at  a 
time  when  some  of  the  Militia  regiments 
had  completed  their  training,  and  when 
the  expiration  of  the  training  in  other 
cases  was  close  at  hand.  Rut  the  great 
question  they  h&d  to  consider  was  how  to 
provide  the  Militia  with  officers.  This 
could  not  be  done  unless  some  greater  in- 
ducements than  now  existed  were  offered. 
He  had  before  warned  the  House,  and  he 
now  warned  them  again,  not  to  allow  the 
Army  of  Reserve  to  be  attached  to  the 
Pensioners.  If  they  did  they  would  soon 
have  applications  made  for  an  increase  in 
the  number  of  staff  officers,  and  it  would 
be  better  that  the  money  required  for  that 
purpose  should  be  expended  in  encourag- 
ing officers  to  join  the  Militia.  If  that 
were  done  it  would  not  be  difficult  to  in- 
duce them  to  join  the  Army  of  Reserve. 

General  DUNNE  contended  that  it 
was  fallacious  to  institute  a  comparison,  as 
was  often  done,  between  the  army  of  this 
country  and  those  on  the  Continent.  In 
France  and  in  Prussia,  for  instance,  every 
man  was  liable  to  serve ;  but  the  system  in 
practice  there  could  not  be  carried  out 
here,  because  it  was  not  popular.  Recruits 
were  now  enlisted  by  the  Pensioners,  and 
at  the  head-quarters  of  the  regiments,  but 
a  good  deal  of  jealousy  existed  between 
the  two,  the  Pensioners  believing,  and  with 
some  reason,  that  recruiting  through  them 
was  not  received  with  so  much  favour  as 
recruiting  at  head- quarters.  He  believed 
that  a  much  larger  number  of  men  would 
enlist  from  the  Militia  into  the  Army  of 
Reserve  if  they  knew  that  they  were  not 
liable  to  removal  from  the  country  except 
in  time  of  war.  During  the  last  war  they 
had  recruiting  for  the  Line  and  for  the 
Militia  going  on  at  the  same  time ;  and 
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now,  while  moving  a  large  body  from  the  I 
Militia  into  tbo  Line,  they  would  have  all] 
the  taen  who  remained  in  the  Militia : 
letideB.  He  thorpfore  thought  the  plan  i 
would  be  largely  BUccesBful.  There  ought 
to  bo  Bome  stronger  inducement  held  out 
to  officers  to  enter  the  Militia.  Coramis- 
aions  might  ndvantagcnuslj  be  given  to 
Bubaltern  ofGcern  in  the  Militia,  aa  v/aa 
done  during  the  war.  Snch  men  would 
be  worth  a  dozen  of  those  who  passed 
through  Bome  foolish  competitive  examina- 
tion. There  was,  he  believed,  no  difficulty 
as  to  captains  and  field  officcni.  Compared 
with  the  etaff  at  the  end  of  the  last  war, 
the  present  ataff  of  the  Tiritish  Army  was 
larger  and  was  much  greater  than  was 
necesaaTy.  The  Militia  force  in  Ireland 
might  be  aaid  not  to  exist.  It  had  been 
the  policy  of  the  Government  not  to  call 
it  out  for  the  last  threo  years.  The  Irish 
Militia  was  on  paper,  and  there  was  a 
Vote  every  year  for  the  staff  and  the 
training;  but  at  the  end  of  every  Session 
they  were  obliged  to  provide  for  the  appli- 
cation  of  tho  sum  so  voted  to  some  other 
purpose.  They  neither  drilled  the  Irish 
Miliiia  nor  allowed  them  to  recroit ;  hot 
he  believed  many  of  them  would  be  ready 
to  accept  the  offer  made  by  the  gallant 
General  (General  Peel)  when  he  waa  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War.  Some  means 
ought,  therefore,  to  be  talien  to  recruit  the 
Militia  in  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord  said 
they  ought  to  transfer  regiments  from  the 
Militia  to  tho  Line ;  but  that  was  utterly 
impoBsible  —  it  was  absurd.  They  mast 
proceed  in  another  way  —  by  offering  in- 
ducements to  tho  Militia.  The  noble  Lord 
proposed  a  Commission  ;  that,  however, 
was  not  necessary  on  the  score  of  informa- 
tion. Every  military  man  knew  perfectly 
well  the  state  of  the  recruiting  service, 
and  that  the  Militia  was  not  as  efficient  as 
it  ought  to  be.  The  Volunteer  foroe  was 
a  most  useful  one,  and  tended  to  keep  up 
the  military  spirit  in  the  oountry.  But  to 
pnt  them  on  an  equality  with  the  Line 
was  quite  out  of  the  question.  He  hoped 
the  Volunteer  movement  would  sucoeed; 
but  to  suppose  that  tbey  would  supply 
the  army  with  recruits  was  chimerical. 

Sm  HAERY  VERNET  said,  he  was 
glad  to  observe  the  attention  which  the 
Bouse  was  paying  to  this  snbjeot.  He 
had  listened  with  great  pleasure  to  tho 
Bpeech  of  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (General  Peel),  from  which  they 
had  gained  so  much  information.  The 
question  was  how  they  would  stand  if 
General  Dunne 
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ndered  bj  Parliament  itself  rather  than  1  serve  forces  of  the  kingdom  ?  Until  they 
by  a  Military  Commission.  It  was  im-  gave  the  officer  in  command  the  fall  autho- 
possible  that  we  could  go  on  providing  rity  to  which  he  was  entitled  it  was  idle 
50,000  men  for  our  colonies  besides  our  In-  to  talk  of  having  appointed  a  general 
dian  force.  He  was  glad  to  hear  that  the  last  1  officer  to  take  charge  of  the  Reserve.  The 
regiment  was  about  to  be  withdrawn  from  I 


New  Zealand,  and  that  Sir  Henry  Storks 
had  expressed  an  opinion  that  the  troops 
might  be  withdrawn  from  the  Cape.  The 
amoant  of  men  we  kept  in  Canada  was 
■imply  an  object  of  attack  for  the  United 
States.  In  the  event  of  a  change  in  our 
eolonial  military  system  being  adopted  the 
question  of  the  Army  of  Reserve  would  be 
placed  upon  an  entirely  new  footing,  be- 
cause the  men  for  the  regular  army  might 
then  be  enlisted  for  five  years  only,  and 
migM  then  pass  into  the  Army  of  Reserve. 
He  was  thankful  to  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  General  (General  Feel)  for  his  ex- 
pressions of  opinion ;  and  the  House  and 
&e  country  would  be  obligedto  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Elcho)  for  introducing  the 
sabject. 

Mb.  BATHURST  said,  he  objected  to 
fhe  period  of  the  annual  service  of  the 
Militia  being  extended  from  one  month 
to  two  months.  It  >vas  difficult  to  find 
men  of  position  and  means  who  would 
sacrifice  even  one  month  to  hard  work, 
and  it  would  be  impossible  to  induce  them 
to  sacrifice  two  months  for  that  purpose. 

Major  JERVIS  said,  that  the  whole 
of  the  Reserved  force  had  been  placed 
under  the  command  of  one  general  officer ; 
bat  unfortunately  that  officer  found  him- 
self in  this  position  J  that  the  troops  he  had 
to  command  were  also  under  the  command 
of  every  Lord  Lieutenant  of  every  county 
in  the  country.  It  was  impossible  that 
one  man  should  bo  able  to  command  the 
Militia,  the  Yeomanry,  the  Yolunteers, 
and  what  was  more  especially  called  the 
Army  of  Reserve,  while  he  found  himself 
so  hampered  in  his  command.  Let  them 
take,  as  an  illustration,  what  had  occurred 
at  Windsor  the  other  day.     Some  25,000 


Reserve  forces  might  be  divided  into  two 
bodies — the  one  whose  duty  it  would  be 
to  fill  up  the  gaps  in  the  service  in  the 
time  of  foreign  war,  the  other  to  act  in 
case  of  invasion.     The  two  things  were 
totally  distinct.     For  the  first  duty  they 
must  have  men  ready  to  go  to  any  part  of 
the  globe  ;  but  until  they  paid  them  as 
much  as  they  would    earn  in  any  other 
calling  it  was  idle  to  talk  of  having  such 
men  at  all.     It  was  a  mere  question  of 
wages.     Then,  with  regard   to  the  other 
portion  of  the  reserves,  there  must  be  a 
proper  organization   of   the  Militia,    the 
Yeomanry,  and  the  Volunteers.     When  a 
regiment  had    a   first-rate   colonel    they 
would  follow  him  anywhere ;  but  when  the 
men  did  not  like  their  officers  they  would 
not  follow.     Consequently,  if  a  war  broke 
out  there  would  be  a  force  which,  when 
wanted,  they  would  not  have  at  command. 
Now,  he  wished  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
look  the  matter  full  in  the  face,  and  to 
consider  how  he  could   get   the  Militia, 
Yeomanry,    and    Volunteers — which,    if 
officered  properly,  would  be  one   of  the 
finest  armies  in  the  world — properly  or- 
ganized, for  last  Saturday  had  proved  that 
at  present  the  Volunteers  were  little  better 
than  an  undisciplined  rabble.     Until  they 
put  the  officer  iu  command  of  the  Reserve 
forces  in  the  position  which  he  ought  to 
hold,  they  were  only  misleading  the  coun- 
try by  saying  that  they  had  a  Reserve  upon 
which  they  could  rely. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  those  Gentlemen  who  had. 
recognized  the  great  importance  of  the 
subject  which  his  noble  Friend  had 
brought  before  the  House,  and  he  ad- 
mitted that  his  noble  Friend,  entertaining 
the  views  which  he  did,  was  entitled  to 


Yolunteers  had  to  be  brought  to  Windsor,   great  credit  for  the  steps  he  had  taken 
and  they  were  supposed  to  be  under  the   and  the  able  statement  he  had  laid  before 


joontrol  of  the  officer  who  had  the  com- 
mand of  the  Reserve  forces.  But  that 
officer  had  no  more  to  do  with  them  than 
lie  (Major  Jervis)  had.  When  general  of 
fioers  went  down  to  take  the  command  of 
brigades  and  divisions  they  did  not  know 
what  to  do,  and  25,000  men  had  been 
brought  together  without  the  slightest 
attention  being  paid  to  the  commissariat 
for  the  time  being.  Did  they  call  that 
placing  an  officer  in  command  of  the  re- 


the  House.  But,  though  the  Notice  of 
his  noble  Friend  referred  entirely  to  the 
formation  of  an  Army  of  Reserve,  he  had 
entered  into  statements  with  regard  to 
the  cost  of  the  British  Army  which  it  was 
impossible  to  pass  over  without  notice.  It 
was  much  to  be  lamented  that — inadvert- 
ently he  was  sure,  on  the  part  of  his  noble 
Friend,  but  constantly  on  the  part  of 
speakers  in  that  House  and  writers  in  the 
public  Press — the  cost  of  the  British  Army 


r\ 


1968      Armjf  Eeierv&^Motion       (COMMONS)  for  a  Cfommimom. 


\l 


■  I 


was  stated  to  be  upwards  of  £15,000,000. 
Now,  that  was  not  true  ;  and  it  was  most 
undesirable  that    exaggerated  statements 
of  that  kind  should  become  current  in  the 
country.    His  noble  Friend  had  begun  his 
speech   with  the    broad   statement   that 
£15,000,000  was  the  cost  of  the  British 
Army,  and  had  concluded  with  the  same 
statement.     It  was  true  that  in  the  inter- 
vening portions   of   his  speech  his  noble 
Friend,  in  deference  to  some  disclaimers 
on  his  part,  had  alluded  to  certain  deduc- 
tions from  that  expenditure  ;  but  it  was 
so  important  that  no  delusion  should  pre- 
vail on  that  subject   that  he  hoped  the 
House  would  allow  him  to  state  what  the 
figures  really  were.     No  doubt,  the  gross 
amount  in  the  first  column  of  the  Esti- 
mates was  £15,400,000,   but  from  that 
they  must  deduct,  not  merely  £500,000 
for  re-payments  into  the  Exchequer,  but 
£1,568,000  hard  cash  which  went  to  de- 
fray the  expenses   of  the  army.     Then 
came  upwards  of  £2,087,000  for  the  cost 
of  the  non-Effective  force.     Then  there 
were  large  deductions  on  account  of  what 
the  War  Office  did  for  the  navy  in  various 
ways,  the  result  being  that  from  the  total 
of  £15,400,000  they  must  begin  by  de- 
ducting   upwards  of    £4,000,000.      His 
noble  Friend  very  properly  deducted  the 
cost  of  the  Army  Reserves,  which  was 
another  £1,500,000  ;  so  that,  in  point  of 
fact,  the  actual  cost  of  the  effective  stand- 
ing  army  to   the  British   taxpayer,    in- 
stead  of  being   £15.400,000,   was   only 
£9,900,000.     He  had  endeavoured,  when 
moving  the  Estimates,  to  do  away  with 
any  misapprehension  which  might  have 
existed ;  but  after  what  had  passed  that 
night  he  had  thought  proper  to  revert  to 
ihe  subject.    He  now  came  to  the  remain- 
ing part  of  the  speech  of  his  noble  Friend, 
and  he  wanted  to  know  what  his  noble 
Friend's  real  motive  was  ?    The  House 
must   have    observed    that    the   Motion 
brought  forward  by  his  noble  Friend  that 
night  was    entirely   different    from    the 
Notice  which  he  had  given  some  months 
ago.     His  noble  Friend  then  gave  Notice 
that  he  would  move  for  a  Eoyal  Commia- 
fiion  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  our  Re- 
serve Forces.     That  Notice  had  stood  for 
a  considerable  time  on   the  Paper ;    but 
after  the  Easter  holidays  he  renewed  his 
Motion  in  an  altered   form.      His  noble 
Friend's  first  Notice  was  the  same  as  that 
which  ho  had  brought  forward  that  night, 
bat  with  this  very  important  and  signifi- 
cant addition — 

Sir  John  PahingUm  ^ 


"And  to  eonsfder,  keeping  iheta  o\ 
▼lew,  whether  it  may  be  necessary  er 
to  enforce  the  ballet  for  the  Militia ;  an< 
what  way  this  may  be  done  so  as  to  e£Gee 
tired  end,  and  at  the  same  time  press  mo 
on  the  country." 

Now,  he  could  not  help  thinking 

though  his  noble  Friend  had  su] 

that  part  of  his  original  Notice, 

object  he  had  in  view  was  conscri 

some  shape  or  other.     He  could  n 

the  conviction  that  his  noble  Fn 

lieved  that  our  voluntary  syatem 

sufficient  for  the  defence  of  the  i 

and  that  something  like  a  compuls 

tern  was  required.     Now,  he  wo 

his  noble  Friend  and  the  House  ' 

the  present  state  of  the  defences 

country  was  such  as  to  make  it  d 

to  hold  out  to   the   public    for  i 

moment,  that  the  Government  or  tb 

of   Commons  wero    of  opinion  tl 

voluntary  system  had  so  far  broke 

that  the  defence  of  the  country  co 

be  maintained  without  having  ree 

conscription  ?     He  believed  such  a 

to  be  wholly  unnecessary  and  uncai 

and  that  the  history  of  the  coun 

the  spirit  of  the  people  had  provi 

be  so.    If  ever  there  was  a  momei 

it  was  eminently  unnecessary,  en 

uncalled  for,  eminently  impolitic  I 

the  public  mind  entertain  such,  an 

was  the  present,  when  it  was  im; 

to  deny  the   fact,  whatever   the 

might  be,  that  the  voluntary  systi 

more  successful  than  it  had  ever  b 

fore.     He  doubted  whether  our 

forces  and  Reserves  had  ever  beei 

efficient  or  the   ranks  better  fillc 

they  now  were  under  the  volunta] 

tem.     His  noble  Friend  had  dwe 

upon  the  Prussian  system,  and  sake 

ther  we  were  in  as    good   a  posi 

Prussia  was.     Did  he  think  it  d< 

that  we  should  adopt  the  Prussian  i; 

For  military  purposes  that  system 

doubt   most  efifective;    and    no  ai 

Europe  was  more  perfect    than  t 

Prussia.     But   every  citizen  ther 

bound  to  devote  a  portion  of  his 

service  as  a  soldier.     The  Prussian 

were    accustomed   to    that  system 

what  would  be  said  of  any  Govenin 

Parliament  in  this  country  which  t 

introduce  it  ?    Then  look  at  the  p< 

of  Prussia,  surrounded  b^  three  ( 

greatest  military  Powers  in  the  w< 

France,  Austria,  and  Russia,  whil 

herself  was  a    great   nation*  anxif 

maintain  her  position  and  oonaeioiii 


.^ 
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Ae  oould  do  so  only  by  means  of  a  power- 
fal  anny.  Was  Prussia  an  example  to 
England  in  this  particular  ?  In  his  opi- 
nion, there  was  nothing  which  rendered 
it  desirable  to  assimilate  our  system  to 
that  of  Prussia.  He  quite  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(General  Peel)  that  the  state  of  Europe  at 
thia  moment,  and  for  some  few  years  past, 
had  been  such  as  to  make  it  desirable  that 
the  English  Government  should  take  all 
reasonable  precautions  to  insure  this  coun- 
try against  the  possible  contingencies  of 
war.  On  the  other  hand,  England  had 
no  aggressive  policy  ;  her  sole  object  was 
to  preserve  her  independence.  Our  posi- 
tion with  regard  to  Reserve  forces  was  this 
—  First,  we  had  that  noble  Volunteer 
ibroe,  in  the  formation  of  which  no  one 
had  taken  a  more  distinguished  part  than 
his  noble  Friend.  lie  had  heard  with 
regard  to  the  Yolunteers  the  remarks,  not 
eomplimentary,  but  frank  and  straight- 
Ibrward,  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Major  Jervis).  From  all  he  had  heard, 
with  all  his  admiration  for  the  Volunteer 
Ibroe,  he  believed  that  the  occurrences  of 
Batorday  showed  that  that  force  had  not 
toflched  perfection  in  its  discipline.  Far 
bo  it  from  him  to  disparage  the  Volun- 
teers ;  but  it  was  clear  that  if  they  were 
to  be  again  reviewed  by  Her  Majesty,  or 
bronght  together  from  any  circumstances 
in  bodies  of  more  than  20,000,  they  should 
be  so  trained  as  to  act  with  honour  to 
themselves,  and  their  conduct  should  be 
OS  oreditable  after  the  review  as  before. 
He  understood  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
to  say  that  they  were  left  on  Saturday 
without  any  commander.  [Major  Jebvis  : 
I  eaid  without  any  commissariat.]  As  to 
eommissariat,  he  believed  the  Volunteers 
took  pretty  good  care  of  their  own  ;  and 
as  to  the  commander,  the  ofiScer  who  was  at 
tiie  head  of  the  Reserve  forces  considered 
himself  responsible  for  bringing  them  on 
the  ground,  and  there  they  were  under  the 
oommand  of  a  general  officer  of  great  ez- 
perienoe.  At  all  events,  before  they  were 
ooUeoted  in  such  large  bodies  again,  it 
woold  be  desirable  that  some  new  arrange- 
ments should  be  made.  However,  it  was 
m  noble  foroe  ;  and  when  his  noble  Friend 
«dd  in  his  Resolution  that  he  wished  to 
hftTo  an  Army  of  Reserve,  "and  the 
means  it  offers  of  speedy  and  efficient  ex- 
ptnsion  to  meet  the  requirements  of  war, 
mors  especially  for  home  defence,"  he 
iroold  appeal  to  him,  above  all  men,  to  say 
irhether  tiie  whole  history  of  this  Volunteer 


force  did  not  prove  its  power  of  expansion 
and  the  military  character  of  the  English 
people  ?  That  great  force  was  called  into 
existence  almost  by  magic.  At  the  com- 
mencement of  this  century  we  had  a  Vo- 
lunteer army  of  500,000  men  ;  and  so  now, 
if  we  were  threatened  by  invasion,  the 
Volunteer  force,  which  was  now  something 
under  200,000,  would  soon  increase  to 
500,000.  We  had  got  the  nucleus,  we 
had  got  regiments,  we  had  got  officers, 
and  the  force  might  be  expanded  to  almost 
any  extent  which  the  necessities  of  the 
country  required.  "With  regard  to  the 
ballot,  we  did  not  want  new  laws  on  that 
subject.  True,  the  ballot  was  suspended 
on  account  of  the  facility  with  which  our 
ranks  were  filled.  But  if  necessary  Her 
Majesty  had  any  day  the  power,  by  Order 
in  Council,  of  putting  the  ballot  in  force 
again.  It  was  therefore  unnecessary  to 
have  a  Royal  Commission  or  to  institute 
any  inquiry  under  the  idea  that  compul- 
sory service  had  become  necessary  in  this 
country.  The  next  item  in  our  Reserve 
was  that  fine  old  constitutional  force,  the 
Militia,  which,  he  could  not  help  thinking, 
did  not  always  command  the  respect  and 
good  feeling  to  which  it  was  entitled.  In 
his  opinion  this  House  could  do  nothing 
wiser  and  more  prudent,  with  a  view  to 
increase  its  means  of  defence,  than  give 
every  possible  support  and  encouragement 
to  the  Militia.  The  paucity  of  officers 
was,  indeed,  a  subject  of  regret.  Setting 
aside  the  Irish  Militia,  there  should  be  in 
England  3,053  Militia  officers,  and  in  Scot- 
land 432.  In  1867  there  were  present — 
in  England,  1,625  officers,  in  Scotland 
234 ;  altogether  1,859 ;  and  there  were 
absent  263.  Thus  there  were  shown  to 
be  1,363  vacancies  in  the  officers  of  the 
Militia  force.  These  vacancies  seriously 
impaired  the  efficiency  of  the  force ;  and 
he  was  most  anxious  to  take  any  course 
which  could  be  suggested  with  a  view  to 
increase  the  number  of  officers.  No  doubt 
the  majority  of  these  vacancies  were  in 
the  lower  ranks  ;  but  still  the  efficiency  of 
this  fine  force  suffered  materially.  The 
Militia  in  training  last  year  numbered 
64,219  compared  with  70,913  this  year. 
The  quota  having  been  reduced,  it  had 
been  necessary  to  make  up  the  reduced 
quota  before  attempting  to  make  up  the 
full  quota;  only  20,000  men  were  wanted 
to  make  up  the  full  quota  of  the  English 
and  Scotch  Militia ;  recruiting  proceeded 
satisfactorily,  7,000  men  having  been  en- 
listed last  year;  and  so  ready  were  the 
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peaaants  of  the  country  to  ealUt  tli4t  he  i  the  Dece«u 
bad  erery  hope  that  whhin  a  comparatively  I  tion,  bat  tl 
ehort  BpacQ  of  lino  the  full  Btreogth  of'  the  ranks  < 
the  Militia  would  be  arrired  at.  Taking  I  army  were 
the  number  at  70,000  for  England  and  I  tary  eysten 
Scotland,  or  20,000  below  what  it  ought  rendered  e 
to  be,  and  at  20,000  for  Ireland,  or  10,000  ,  recently  ac 
below  what  it  ought  to  be,  reckoning  reasonable 
14.000  PensionerB  and  16,185  Yeomanry  I  army  woul 
and  Cavalry,  and  putting  down  Mr.  |  the  Militia' 
Sidney  Herbert's  Army  of  Reserveat  3,000,  j  for  further 
oni  actual  BeserTe  force  amounted  to  !  and  if  the 
311,000,  without  any  of  those  additions  '  he  should  1 
that  would  result  from  the  plan  of  the  |  Colonel 
right  hon,  and  gallant  Member  (General  I  thought  tli 
reel).  It  would  not  answer  any  prac- j  with  refere 
tical  purpose  to  enter  into  a  controversy  last  presse 
respecting  the  regulations,  for  if  there  was  :  teer  force. 
any  difference  between  those  of  tho  right  [  lion  move 
hon.  and  gallant  General  and  those  he  had  ;  would  hat 
issued,  it  was  rather  the  result  of  misun- 1  force,  altbc 
derstanding  than  of  intentional  divergence;  at  two  or 
and  it  was  quite  premature  on  the  part  off  and  hadbo< 
his  noble  Friend  to  suggest  that  the  plan  \  in  a  bumh 
had  failed,  for,  as  far  as  he  was  able  to  '  be  found  th 
judge,  it  was  successful.  He  admitted  by  small  c 
that  the  regulations  were  promulgated  battalions, 
later  than  he  could  have  desired,  the  delay  \  mand.  He 
being  occasioned  by  the  fortunate  transfer  ;  to  bring  to] 
of  the  oommaDd  of  the  Reserve  force  to  j  either  in  tl 
General  Lindsay,  whose  opinion  he  wished  .  officers  wh< 
to  have ;  and  it  was  owing  to  this  oircum-  j  he  was  sn 
stance  that  the  regulations  were  not  issued  |  more  praa 
until,  in  some  cases,  tho  period  of  training  General  Li 
was  drawing  to  a  close.  The  number  en-  by  the  desi 
rolled  as  yet  might  be  small;  but  he  was  ;  you  could  i 
confident  that  in  the  future  they  might  must  say  it 
expect  to  enrol  the  proportion  of  one-fourth  Saturday  t 
contemplated  by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  ^  talion  after 
General.  In  speaking  of  the  first  class  of  Mk.  AC 
the  Army  Keserve  ho  imagined  his  noble  '  firm  what 
Friend  meant  those  who  had  the  option  of .  and  gallant 
g  their  service  on  joining  the  Re-  |  had  heard  t 
The  regulations  were  being  pro-  in  referenc 
mulgated,  and  he  should  be  glad  if  that '  last  by  Voli 
portion  of  the  plan  contributed  any  large  '  requested  t 
number  to  the  Reserved  force,  but  he  was  most  eamei 
not  sanguine  it  would  do  so.  With  re- ,  be  seriouslj 
gard  to  the  second  class,  those  who  joined  haps,  turn  i 
the  Reserve  under  certain  conditions  after  only  a  repi 
the  first  period  of  their  service — he  had  disaster — ft 
heard  of  a  conaiderable  number  doing  so  i  — waa  whc 
already,  and  he  was  sanguine  that  from  some  of  thi 
that  aource  the  Reserve  force  would  receive  main  with  t 
great  accessions  of  strength.  Under  these  their  way  t 
circumstances,  and  after  these  explana-  bad  more  t 
tions,  he  had  to  ask  the  House  whether  his  or  3,000  ^ 
noble  Friend  had  made  out  a  case  for  a  discipline  i 
Boyal  Commission  ?  The  ulterior  object '  trial,  when 
■Mmed  to  be  to  persuade  the  conatry  of'  post ;  and 
Sir  John  Pakingion  ' 
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habits  of  the  great  majority  of  the  men 
were  such  that,  if  properly  commanded, 
they  would  endure  great  privationB  rather 
than  disgrace  themselves  and  their  uni- 
form. He  hoped  the  matter  would  be 
investigated  and  the  facts  ascertained.  As 
a  Volunteer,  he  was  anxious  that  the  truth 
Bhould  be  stated  with  reference  to  the  Vo- 
lunteers ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  was 
necessary  to  call  them  ''an  undisciplined 
rabble/'  unless  it  was  clear  that  they  de- 
served such  an  appellation.  The  Volun- 
teers were  perfectly  willing  to  be  taught 
by  military  men ;  but  there  was  not  the 
slightest  use  in  having  them  lectured  by 
the  men  whose  service  had  consisted  in 
marching  round  barrack  yards  and  seeing 
rations  served  out  three  times  a  day.  Vo- 
lonteers  were  merely  civilians,  and  they 
knew  it ;  but  if  the  military  authorities 
wished  to  make  them  efficient  as  Volun- 
teers, that  was  not  to  be  done  by  putting 
fhem  through  the  goose  step  and  things 
of  that  sort.  Neither  Volunteers  nor  Mi- 
litiamen could  be  expected  to  do  what  was 
accomplished  by  men  who  were  at  drill 
865  days  in  the  year.  Again,  there  was 
no  use  in  having  the  Volunteers  disciplined 
by  worn-out  soldiers.  Young  military  offi- 
cers, with  a  career  before  them,  ought  to 
be  sent  to  instruct  the  Volunteers.  As 
for  the  review  of  Saturday,  he  did  not  see 
why  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Elcho)  and  the 
men  whom  he  commanded  should  have 
been  kept  in  a  meadow  for  three  hours. 
"Who  had  organized  that  review  ?  The 
Yolunteers  had  gone  down  to  do  honour 
to  their  Queen ;  and  it  was  not  very  sur- 
prising that  after  nearly  twenty- four  hours 
of  hunger  and  thirst  some  of  them  should 
have  run  after  a  little  water.  With  re- 
gard to  another  branch  of  the  Question 
before  the  House,  he  thought  the  heads  of 
the  army  ought  to  consider  whether  it 
might  not  be  well  to  adopt  the  Continental 
system  of  gentlemen  cadets  in  the  case  of 
young  gentlemen  who  could  not  go  on  at 
Chelsea. 

Colonel  WILLIAMS  was  understood 
to  ask  whether  the  Militia  was  up  to  the 
number  stated  in  the  reduced  Vote } 

Sm  JOHN  PAKINGTON  replied  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Great 
ICarlow  (Colonel  Williams)  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

Mb.  LIDDELL,  as  a  member  of  a  coun- 
try oorps  of  Volunteers,  wished  to  express 
aa  opinion  that  a  lesson  might  be  learnt 
ftom  the  occurrence  of  Saturday.  That 
ocenrrence  was  attributable  to  the  fault  of 


the  officers.  It  also  proved  that  the  men 
attended  to  their  officers  in  matters  of  dis- 
cipline, and  were  prepared  to  do  what 
their  officers  told  them.  This  country  had 
got  a  magnificent  force  of  Volunteers,  for 
which  we  were  grateful ;  but  there  was 
still  a  great  defect  in  the  Volunteer  organi- 
zation. He  believed  that  would  not  be 
remedied  till  in  that  House  or  elsewhere 
persons  spoke  out  distinctly  on  the  subject. 
The  Volunteer  force  was  not  sufficiently 
officered.  Any  number  of  men  were  got 
to  come  forward  and  serve  in  the  ranks; 
but  there  was  not  a  sufficient  number  of 
men  of  education  found  to  come  forward 
and  officer  the  corps.  That  was  the  diffi- 
culty under  which  the  Volunteers  laboured. 
He  extremely  regretted  the  disaster — he 
would  add  national  disgrace — ['*  No,  no !"] 
—of  what  occurred  last  Saturday.  It  was 
to  a  certain  extent  a  disgrace.  He  repeated 
that  it  was  all  owing  to  the  want  of  officers 
who  had  the  respect  of  their  corps,  and  he 
hoped  that  what  had  happened  would  in- 
duce the  gentlemen  of  England  to  come 
forward  and  take  the  command  of  this 
noble  body  of  men. 

Colonel  FANE  fully  concurred  in  what 
had  been  said  as  to  the  necessity  of  hold- 
ing out  additional  inducements  to  the  offi« 
cers  of  the  Militia  and  Volunteers.  He 
had  the  honour  to  command  a  regiment  of 
Militia,  and  it  went  through  its  period  of 
training  not  less  creditably  than  other 
corps;  but  he  had  not  one  single  officer 
whom  he  could  rely  upon  to  perform 
such  a  needful  operation  as  paying  a  com- 
pany. Unless  something  were  done  in  the 
direction  indicated  by  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  day  would  come  when  the 
commanding  officer,  the  major,  and  the 
adjutant  would  be  the  only  persons  left  to 
represent  a  regiment  of  Militia. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  he  would  avail 
himself  of  the  privilege  of  a  reply  which 
the  courtesy  of  the  House  conferred  to  re- 
fer to  one  or  two  points  alluded  to  in  the 
debate.  It  was  with  a  good  deal  of  pain 
and  surprise  that  he  heard  what  occurred 
on  Saturday  night  described  by  the  hon. 
Member,  who  defended  the  Volunteers,  as 
a  "  great  disaster,'^  and  by  another  hon. 
Member  as  a '' national  disgrace.' '  Now, 
it  only  showed,  when  a  hare  was  once 
started,  how  apt  men  were  to  run  riot 
after  it.  He  absolutely  and  entirely  de- 
nied that  what  occurred  on  Saturday  night 
could  be,  or  ought  to  be,  so  characterized. 
He  would  assume  that  what  bad  been  said 
about  an  "  undisciplined  rabble  '*  applied 
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to  the  whole  of  the  foroe   >t  Windsor.  |  selT  took  tw 

That  conusted  of  26,000  men.    The  total  to   come    ti 

Tolanteer  force  nmouDted  to  oTer  150,000.  Western.    T 

Were  they  going  to  tar  thorn  all  with  the  do  with  the 

same  bnuh    for   the  misdeeda  of  only  a  either  to  ^ 

portion  ?     But  wes  the  miscoDduot  gene-  entirely,    he 

ral  ?     Since  the  debate  began  he  asked  a  War    Office 

gallant  Colonel   of  Volunteers,  the  hon,  ["No!"]    '^ 

Uember  for  Abingdon  (Colonel  Lindsay),  who  comma 

'■  What  station  did  yon  go  by?"    "  Wind,  tho  War  OfS 

ior,"  was  bis  reply.     "  Did  you  see  any-  Department 

thing  wrong  —  any  aigns  of  insubordina-  Horae  Qnard 

tion  i"     "  No,"  said  the  hon.  and  gallant  they  commai 

Qentlemsn,  "every  man  was  out  of  the  the  Sold,  bi 

station   by  eleven    o'clock."     It   was  his  soon  as  the 

misfortune  to  travel  —  not  by  the  Qreat  trains  oame  i 

Western  —  to  leave  London  last  and  to  the  Volontec 

come  back  lost.     He  wont  to  Datchet  sta-  the  train  oa 

tioQ,  and  the  South- Western  exaetly  took  take  up  men 

two  hours  and  twenty  minutes  to  convey  pool,   for  D( 

him  there  from  Waterloo.     After  the  re-  corps  there- 

Tiew  was  over,  they  were  inspected,  and  regiments, 

left  tho   ground  about  nine  o'clock,  ar-  statement  by 

riving  within  a  certain   distance  of  the  the  bridge, 

bridge  at  ten.     There  he  found  a  scene  of  metropolitan 

the  greatest  confusion,  and  there  the  re-  corps  was  ao 

giment  which  he   commanded  was   kept  it  sometjmes 

from  ten  till  two  o'clock,  when  it  was  at  cnrred — that 

length  embarked  in  the  railway,  and  ar-  a  metmpolit 

lived  in  London  at,  he  thought,  a  quarter-  this  additioni 

past  four.  He  could  only  epoak  as  to  what  in,  that  stra 

ne  saw.     Ho  eaw  more  than  one  regiment  who  had  lef 

standing  there  in  perfect  formation,  and  which  he  ha< 

behaving  with  perfect  order  and  discipline  who  were  fi 

— very  far,  indeed,  from  being  an  "  nndis-  for  hire  upo 

oiplinedrabble."  Injustice  tobisown  men  trains  and   '. 

he  ought  to  state  that  not  a  single  man  then  the  del 

left  the  ranks    on    that  occasion  ;    they  which   led  t 

stayed  there  patiently  from  ten  o'clock  tiU  upon  the  bai 

two  in  the  morning.     Undoubtedly  there  be  had  alreai 

were  a  certain  number  of  men  who  had  said,  do  not 

left  their  ranks— stragglers  from  different  run  away  w 

corps.     But  what  was  the  cause  of  that  ?  Volunteer  fc 

He  did  not  attribute  it  to  tho  men,  but  to  behaved  as  a 

the   fact  that   a  certain  number  of  the  misconduct 

officers   were    not  with   their    regiments,  affected  only 

That  was  the  point.     But  though  there  tion  of  the 

was  a  failure  here,  the  other  station,  as  upon  Satard 

he   had   shown,  was  cleared  at  an  early  the   services 

hour ;  and  of  those  at  Datohet  a  very  large  meetings  of  : 

portion  maintained  their  ranks  unbroken,  who  had  beei 

and  kept  perfect  discipline.    Therefore,  be  Dover,  to  Dri 

repudiated  on  the  part  of  the  Volunteer  together  at  J 

force,   and  ho  hoped  tho  oountry  would  tbered  again 

accept  that  repudiation  as  the  tmth,  the  month— he  < 

idea  that  what  occurred  at  Datchet  pen-  to  show  that 

toon  bridge  showed  that  they  were  an  "  un-  undisciplined 

disciplined  rabble,"  and  not  to  be  tmstod.  Gentlemen  a 

Bat  what  wss  it  caused  this  jamb  at  the  vice,  if  office 

bridge  ?    He  had  told  them  that  ha  him-  be  at  thcar 
£erd£leho 
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would  they  maintain  in  the  different  regi- 
ments the  perfect  diecipline  which  they 
now  saw  ezhihited  ?    The  feeling  of  the 
Volunteer  force  was  very  strong  upon  the 
question,  and  it  was  their  earoest  desire 
and  intention  to  hring  home  to  those  offi- 
cers who  neglected  their  duty  upon  that 
occasion  the  consequences  of  that  neglect. 
The  noble  Lord  expressed  his  perfect  satis- 
faction with  the  tone  of  the  debate,  which 
had  convinced  him  still  more  strongly  of 
the  absolute  necessity,  sooner  or  later,  of 
an  inquiry  such  as  his  Motion  advocated. 
The  late  and  the  present  Secretary  for 
War  both  objected  to  the  proposed  Com- 
mission; but^  their  grounds  for  doing  so 
formed  in  reality  the  strongest  reasons  in 
favour  of  that  proposal.  He  did  not  shrink 
from  the  question  of  personal  liability  to 
aenrice  for  home  defence,  and  had  freely 
expressed  his  opinion  upon  it,  but  it  formed 
no  part  of  his  present  proposals ;  it  was 
not,  however,  as  suggested,  a  Prussian  or 
Prench   theory,   but  one  based  upon  our 
history  in  all  former  times,  and  expressly 
referred  to  in  the  Preamble  of  an  Act 
passed  in  the  reign  of  Oeorge  III.    Great 
stress  had  been  laid  upon  the  numerical 
strength  of  the  different  services  at  pre- 
sent.   He  admitted  that  they  were  well 
up  to  the  mark.     But  army  organization 
meant  something  more  than  the  mere  en- 
rolment  of  a   number  of  men,  however 
large ;  it  meant  the  same  number  of  men 
worked  up  and  banded  together  by  proper 
and   efficient   military  departments,  and 
this  it  had  been  the  object  of  his  Motion 
to  insure.  His  conviction  was  that  a  satis- 
Ikctory  state  of  things  could  be  brought 
about  by  instituting  a  searching  inquiry 
such  as  he  had  suggested ;  but,   as  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  and  his  pre- 
decessor had  both  objected  to  the  course 
he  proposed^  he  would  not  press  for  a 
division. 

Uotion,  by  leave,  toUhdraum, 

KNIGHTS   OF   WINDSOR. 

MOTION  rOB  AN  AnDBESS. 

Mb.  BENTINCK  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  (Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlon),  whose  Notice  of  Motion  stood 
next  on  the  Paper,  would  not  proceed 
with  it,  as  the  House  was  anxious  to  go 
on  with  the  more  important  Business  of 
the  evening. 

8iB  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
was  in  the  hands  of  tiie  House,  but  he 
would  undertake  to  be  yery  short  in  what 


he  had  to  say.    The  Motion  had  been  for 
some  time  on  the  Paper,  and  he  regretted 
that  the  matter  had  not  been  settled  by 
the  Government  after  the  correspondence 
that  took  place  with  regard  to  it  last  year, 
and  the  promise  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Admiralty  that  it  should  be  seen  to.     He 
desired  that  an  end  should  be  put  to  the 
system  under  which  Knights  of  Windsor 
not  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
were  required  to  attend  Divine  service  in 
St  George's  Cathedral  twice  every  day. 
It  was  very  hard  that  a  religious  question 
should  be  mixed  up  with  rewards  to  indi- 
gent officers  who  had  seen  distinguished 
service,  and  that  men  should  be  required 
to  attend  religious  services  to  which  they 
conscientiously  objected,  and  especially  as 
under  the  regulations  of  the  Queen's  ser- 
vice no  soldier  was  required  to  do  so  when 
military  duty   did    not  interfere.      The 
Knights  of  Windsor  were  originally  estab- 
lished by  Edward  III.  with  a  view  to 
assist  valiant  but  poor  soldiers,  and  the 
duties  imposed  on  them  were  to  attend  the 
service  of  God,  to  pray  for  the  prosperity 
of  the  Sovereign,  and  to  attend  high  mass ; 
but  fifty    years    afterwards   the   canons 
of  Windsor  appropriated  the  money  for 
their  support  to  other  purposes,  and  the 
Knights  obtained  no  sort  of  redress  until 
Henry  VIII.   ordered  by  his  will  that 
£600  a  year  be  set  apart  for  them  ;  but» 
although  he  made  the  order,  and  required 
that  masses  should  be  said  until  the  end 
of  the  world.  His  Majesty  did  not  provide 
for  the  payment  of  the  £600   a  year. 
The  plan,  however,  was  carried  out  by 
Edward  YI.  and  Queen  Elizabeth.     Her 
Majesty    made    provision    for    thirteen 
Knights,   and   ordered  that  they  should 
lose  their  place  if  they  married.     She  also 
required  them  to  attend  daily  service  in 
St.  George's  ;   and  generally  her  regula- 
tions remain  in  force  to  this  day.     The 
Naval  Knights,  provided  for  by  the  will  of 
Samuel  Travers,  were  subject  to  the  same 
rules;    they    were    required    to    remain 
single,  and  to  lead  a  virtuous,  studious, 
devout  life,  and  to  be  removed  if  they 
gave  occasion  for  scandal.     It  happened 
that  at  present  the  Knights  included  one 
Roman  Catholic,  besides  other  Dissenters. 
The  Boman  Catholic  Knight,  however,  was 
not  particularly  anxious  to  be  relieved 
from  attending  the  Church  service,  so  it 
was  not  on  his  account  that  he  introduced 
the  matter ;    he  asked    for  relief  of  all 
Dissenters  on  the  general  principle  that 
considerations  of  religion  should  not  enter 
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into  the  granting  of  reward  for  diatin- 
guisbed  aeivicea.  Believing  as  tie  did  that 
it  was  a  hardship  that  Knights  differing 
in  their  religioua  opinions  from  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Eatabliahed  Church  should 
be  called  upon  to  perform  tlieBo  duties,  he 
moved  that  an  Address  should  be  presented 
to  Her  Uajcsty  praying  that  she  would  he 
graciously  pleased  to  cdt«T  the  regulations 
in  this  respect. 
Ur.  EYEYN  seconded  the  UoUod. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  na  bumbla  Addrau  be  prewotcd  to  Bar 
M&jesi;,  humblf  ropreuating  that,  ia  ths  opiolon 
of  Cbii  Houic,  it  ibould  not  be  obUgatorj  oa  \ny 
IIiLval  or  Military  Knight  of  Windsor,  not  beieg  ■ 
member  of  the  United  Cburcb  of  Engliad  nnd 
Ireland,  to  attend  Dlvins  Servioa  in  Saint  George'i 
Chapel,  Windaor,  dailjr  or  at  all,  and  pnjing  that 
Her  Majfatf  maj  be  gracioualj  pleand  to  direst 
■noh  Bltorationt  to  be  made  in  the  Statulsa  regu- 
lating the  Naval  and  Military  Knightior  Wlndior 
ai  shall  exempt  from  attending  Divine  SerTioe  In 
Saint  George's  Chapel,  Windsor,  all  Naral  and 
Militarjr  Knighta  of  Windsor  (rbo  shall  not  be 
memben  of  the  United  Church  oF  England  and 
IreUnd."— (SirCo(Hiaii  0' Loghlen.') 

Mk.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  objected 
not  only  to  Catholics  but  to  Pwlestauts 
being  obliged  to  attend  Divine  service. 
These  poor  old  geatJemea  were  many  of 
them  above  seventy  years  of  age,  and  they 
received  some  £40  and  others£100ayear, 
and  a  small  house  in  Windsor.  They  were 
obliged  to  attend  Divine  service  twice 
every  Sunday,  and  every  third  month  to 
attend  every  day,  unless  thoy  could  obtain 
leave  of  absence.  He  could  not  think 
that  thero  was  any  necessity  for  this. 
He  should,  of  course,  regret  their  not 
attending ;  but  their  attendance  ought  in 
no  case  to  be  compulsory.  The  Knights 
ought  to  be  allowed,  if  they  pleased,  to 
attend  the  parish  church  or  any  other  place 
of  worship,  an  indulgence  which  was  ex- 
tended to  Her  Majesty's  subjects  at  Wind- 
sor, though  denied  to  these  old  and  meri- 
torious officers.  He  moved  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  leave  out  the  words  "  not  being  a 
member  of  the  Tlnited  Church  of  England 
snd  Ireland." 

ColovelFBEXCH  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment, and  in  doing  so  declared  that  he 
looked  upon  it,  not  as  a  religious,  but  as 
a  physical  question.  It  was  really  a  very 
serious  matter,  and  one  that  was  very 
painful  to  many  Knights  who  had  received 
wounds  in  the  service  of  their  country, 
that  they  should  be  compelled  to  attend 
iu  a  largo  halt,  theoretically  for  the  benefit 
of  their  souls,  but  in  reality  only  to  have 
Sir  Celnum  O'Loghhn 
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The  Boman  Catholic  Enight  who  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Morpeth  (Sir  George  Grey)  acquiesced  in 
the  conditions,  and  entertained  no  objec- 
tion to  them ;  and  the  same  was  the  case 
with  a  Knight  who  was  a  Presbyterian. 
Moreover,  the  Knights  resided  within  the 
precincts  of  the  Palace  ;  and  St.  George's 
was  not  a  public,  but  a  Royal  chapel.  The 
Grown  had  a  dispensing  power  with  regard 
to  these  statutes,  and  ho  thought  the  House 
would  feel  that  the  adoption  of  this  Motion 
would  be  to  interfere  unduly  with  the  ex- 
ercise of  the  rights  of  the  Crown,  especially 
as  no  grievance  had  been  established. 
Hon.  Members  all  knew  how  anxious  the 
Queen  was  that  no  undue  stress  should  be 
laid  on  any  person's  conscience;  and  if 
any  necessity  for  an  alteration  of  the  sta- 
tutes existed,  the  matter  might  safely  be 
left  to  Her  Majesty.  As  a  proof  of  the 
connection  of  this  body  with  the  ecclesias- 
tical establishment  of  St.  George's  Chapel, 
lie  might  mention  that  one  of  the  sus- 
pended canonries  bad  been  applied  to  in- 
creasing the  pay  of  the  Knights  ;  and  that 
in  1861,  on  account  of  the  canons  having 
an  undue  share  of  the  property,  part  of  it 
was  transferred  to  the  Knights,  owing,  he 
believed,  to  the  exertions  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Colonel  North).  He  trusted 
that  under  these  circumstances  the  House 
would  leave  the  question  in  the  hands  of 
the  Grown. 

Sra  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  declined 
to  withdraw  the  Motion.  He  accepted  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex (Mr.  Labouchere)  and  disclaimed 
any  intention  of  infringing  the  Queen's 
Prerogative,  his  Motion  being  simply  for  a 
humble  Address  to  Her  Majesty. 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
pat,  and  negatived. 

Another  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave 
oQt  the  words  **  who  shidl  not  be  members 
of  the  United  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland." — {Mr,  Labouchere.) 

Question,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put*  and  negatived. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  39  ;  Noes 
83  :  Majority  44. 


ELECTRIC   TELEGRAPHS  BILL. 

{}fr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Cave,  Mr,  Sdater-Bocth.) 

[bill  82.]      SELECT  COHHITTEE  KOHINATED. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE* 
QUER  moved  to  nominate  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Electric  Telegraphs 
BiU. 

Mb.  AYRTON"  said,  he  regretted  the 
absence  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  York  (Mr.  Leeman).  There  appeared 
to  be  no  Member  connected  with  the  tele- 
graph companies  on  the  Committee,  nor 
any  one  to  watch  over  the  public  interest 
in  regard  to  a  free  system  of  telegraphy. 
He  should  move  some  additional  names 
to-morrow. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  rose  to  move  the  Instruc- 
tions of  which  he  bad  given  Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Select  Com* 
mittee  on  tlio  Electric  Telegraphs  Bill  to  in- 
quire,— 

"  1.  Whether  it  is  desirable  that  the  transmis- 
sion of  messages  for  the  public  should  become  a 
legal  monopoly  in  the  Post  Office  : 

"  2.  Whether  it  should  be  left  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Postmaster  General  to  make  special  agree- 
ments for  the  transmission  of  messages  or  news 
at  reduced  rates : 

"3.  What  securities  should  be  taken  for  in- 
suring the  secrecy  of  messages  transmitted 
through  the  Post  Office : 

'*  4.  What  arrangements  should  be  made  for 
the  working  of  submarine  cables  to  foreign  coun- 
tries; and, 

"5.  To  hear  such  Telegraph  and  Railway 
Companies  and  Proprietors  as  shall  by  petition, 
on  or  before  the  26th  instant,  have  prayed  to  be 
heard  by  themseWes,  their  counsel  or  agents 
against  such  of  the  matters  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee as  affect  their  particular  interests?" — {Mr, 
Chaneelhr  of  the  Exchequer.) 

Mb.  BOUYERIE  said,  it  was  desirable 
that  the  functions  of  the  Committee  should 
not  be  so  much  narrowed ;  but  that  they 
should  investigate  whether  the  interests  of 
the  public  would  be  subserved  by  the 
transfer  of  these  telegraphs  entirely  to  the 
public.  That  was  a  great  question,  and  it 
was  not  one  between  the  telegraph  com- 
panies on  the  one  hand,  who  did  not  wish 
to  sell,  and  the  Government  on  the  other, 
who  desired  to  acquire  the  telegraphs.  A 
much  larger  question  than  that  recognized 
by  the  Instructions  had  to  be  considered^ 
whether  it  was  expedient  that  this  mono- 
poly should  be  given  to  the  Executive  Go« 
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Tenimeiit.  It  admitted  of  much  b^ng 
■Rid  on  botb  ridea ;  and  although  it  was 
awamed  by  the  Qoverament  that  but  one 
answer  eould  be  given,  there  were  differ- 
ent opinioni,  both  in  that  House  and  out 
of  it,  and  a  wish  for  farther  iufermatioii. 
4be  presumption  in  thii  country  was  in 
favour  of  private  enterprizo,  and  was  not 
in  favour  of  any  undertakings  in  the  nature 
of  a  Oovomment  monopoly.  The  omiw 
probondi,  oa  in  other  analogous  cases,  was 
upon  those  who  maintained  that  the  Oo- 
yemment  ought  to  have  poBseeaiou  of  this 
great  Bfetcm  ;  and  he  doubted  whether 
the  Instructions  were  auch  as  to  enable 
the  truth  to  be  brought  oat  in  tbo  Mleet 
manner  before  the  Committee.  There  was 
a  great  difficulty  in  getting  out  the  truth 
before  a  Committee,  uulees  thefe  were 
hostile  interests  at  work  in  the  Committee, 
whose  hnsinesB  it  was  to  exert  them- 
selTes  to  bring  out  the  truth  by  conflict. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Committee  were 
to  he  left  to  fish  out  the  truth  for  them- 
selves, they  would  be  unable  to  get  it. 
["  Divide."]  He  did  not  propose  to  divide 
the  House,  but  the  matter  was  most  im- 
portant, and  one  in  whioh  the  public  inte- 
rests were  deeply  ooncemed.  He  should 
move,  instead  of  limiting  the  powen  of  the 
Committee,  as  was  done  by  the  last  clause, 
to  leave  out  the  words  "  such  of  the  mat- 
ters referred  to  the  Committee  as  affeot 
their  particular  interests,"  and  insert  the 
words  "  the  Preamble  and  Clauses  of  the 
Bill."  The  effect  would  be  that  the  parlies 
interested  in  opposing  the  transfer  would 
have  liberty  to  state  their  objections  at 
large  to  the  transfer,  and  to  bring  up  all 
the  objections  that  might  be  entertained 
on  the  part  of  the  public,  at  well  as  of 
those  partioalar  interests. 
Amendment  proposed,  in  last  paragraph, 
To  lests  oat  the  wordi  "  laah  of  (he  oistteri 
rehrred  to  the  Oonmittee  u  iBeet  their  pwtiou- 
]u  iateraiti,"  ta  order  t«  Insert  (he  words  "  the 
PfMmble  uid  Clsaiei  of  the  BUI,"  — -  (ifr. 
Mouvtrie,} 
—instead  thereof. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  hoped  the  House  wonld 
not  assent  to  this  Amendment.  The  first 
four  paragraphs  provided  for  information 
on  the  part  of  the  public  into  those  mat- 
ters which  it  was  thought  should  be  in- 
quired into.  He  consented  on  the  second 
reading  to  move  the  6th  Instruction,  whioh 
was  less  restrictive  than  it  origiaally  stood. 
The  words  of  this  Instruction  were  in  the 
hands  of  the  opponents  of  the  BiU  the 
itr.  BowBtri* 
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was,  to  laare  out  the  word  ''  now,"  and  at 
the  end  of  the  Qaestion  to  add  the  words 
«  upon  this  day  six  months." — {ITte  JSarl 
of  Ma^o.) 

Qaestion  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  ruwned. 

CoLoirsL  STUABT  XNOX  said,  as  that 
was  a  Bill  for  the  promotion  of  anarohy 
and  bloodshed  in  Ireland,  he  begged  to 
move  that  that  debate  be  adjourned  till 
the  10th  of  August. 

Thb  Eabl  of  IIATO  suggested  that  an 
arrangement  should  be  made  as  to  the 
time  which  should  be  fixed  for  discussing 
the  measure  if  it  was  to  be  proceeded 
irith. 

Hi*  SYNAN,  eoneurring  with  the  re- 
mark of  the  noble  Lord,  moved  that  the 
debate  should  be  adjourned  till  that  day 
week. 

Mb.  CHIGHESTEB  FORTESCUE  said, 
he  was  quite  of  an  opposite  opinion  to 
that  of  the  hon.  and  gsdlant  Member  who 
said  that  was  a  Bill  for  the  promotion 
of  anarchy  and  bloodshed  in  Ireland.  He 
thought  tiiat  a  change  in  the  law  on  that 
eabjeot  was  necessary,  particularly  as  a 
General  Election  was  approaching,  and  it 
waa  very  desirable  that  they  should  have 
flome  convenient  time  fixed  for  the  discus- 
fliim  of  that  measure.  In  his  opinion  the 
military  bad  been  too  lightly  used  at  elec- 
tiena  in  Ireland. 

ICr.  SsBJBAirr  BAEKY  said,  this  Bill 
on  the  Paper  but  twice  before ;  and 

one  occasion,  upon  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  Lord,  it  was  postponed.  On  the 
last  occasion  it  came  on  at  one  o'clock;  and 
if,  the  debate  having  been  adjourned,  it 
eeme  on  so  late  as  this,  it  was  not  his 
ISiiilt. 

GoionL  STUAET  KNOX  said,  he 
waa  surprised  at  the  remark  of  the  right 
hon*  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Chichester 
Vortescue)  that  troops  were  never  required 
at  Irish  elections;  because,  while  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  in  Office  the  Govern- 
ment of  which  he  had  been  a  Member 
sent  troops  to  every  election  in  Ireland, 
eren  whether  they  were  required  or  not. 

Mb.  CHICHESTEB  FORTESCUE  ex- 
plained  that  he  had  not  said  that  troops 
were  never  required,  but  that  they  ought 
not  be  be  lighUy  used. 

Thi  Eabl  of  MAYO  said,  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chichester 
Ibrtescue)  would  speoify  any  occasion  on 
^hioh  the  troops  had  been  lightly  used, 


( 


because  that  had  certainly  not  been  done 
since  he  (the  Earl  of  Mayo)  had  the  hold- 
ing the  Office  of  Chief  Secretary.  The 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  night  astonished  him  excessively,  be- 
cause the  course  taken  with  regard  to  the 
military  at  the  last  General  Election  was 
this — On  one  day  there  were  about  10,000 
men — ^policemen  and  military — employed 
in  keeping  the  peace  at  the  General  Elec- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  he  believed  that  the 
last  Government  followed  in  that  respect 
the  example  set  by  former  Governments, 
and  supplied  those  troops  on  the  requisition 
of  the  magistrates  for  the  preservation  of 
the  public  peace. 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE  dis- 
claimed  any  idea  of  making  special  refe- 
rence to  anything  that  had  occurred  since 
the  noble  Earl  had  held  Office.  He  had 
only  spoken  generally  of  the  system ;  and 
if  his  noble  Friend  thought  this  system 
perfect,  all  he  could  say  was  that  he  did 
not  agree  with  him. 

Debate  a^oumed  further  till  Tuesday 
next. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  TITLES  BILL— 

[Bill  87.] 

(M-.  Mac  Evay,  Sir  Joteph  M'Kentia,  Mr,  LeaAtt* 

SECOHI)  BEADING.     ADJOXTBITBD  DEBATE. 

Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Second  Reading  [16th  June]  read. 

Mb.  Mac  EYOY  said,  that  as  the  Go- 
vernment had  refused  to  give  him  an  op- 
portunity for  the  discussion  of  this  BiU, 
and  as  he  saw  no  reasonable  chance  of 
bringing  it  on  at  a  conyenient  time  during 
the  present  Session,  he  felt  bound  to 
move  that  the  Order  for  its  second  read- 
ing be  discharged. 

Order  di$eharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

NEW  ZEALAND   (lEOISLAIIVE  COXTNOIL)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Asdiblit,  Bill  to  make  pro- 
▼ition  for  the  appointment  of  Membera  of  the 
Legislative  Council  of  New  Zealand ;  and  to  re- 
move doubts  in  respect  of  past  appointments, 
crdered  to  be  brought  in  bj  Mr.  Adsirlit  and 

Mr.  SOLATBB-BOOTH. 

'BWipretint^dt  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiUlSff.] 


PETIT  JUBIES   (IEELAND)   BILL. 

Select  Committee  on  Petit  Jaries  (Ireland)  Bill 
rumdnated  as  follows:— Mr.  Attokitit  GiirsRAL 
fbrlBBLAND,  Sir  Colmah  O'LooHuiir.  Lord  Olaud 
J.  HamuiXOV,  The  O'Covob  Dob,  Sir  f  bmdbbiob 


(COHUOSS) 
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HiTBiTS,  Mr.  KiTWMH,  Mr.  O'RitiLr,  Mr. 
OuTE,  Mr,  Hdudlhtok,  Mr.  Pni,  Mr.  Monu.L, 
Blr.  CosAH,  Mr.  Edwird  Coopir,  Geoef*!  Domra, 
and  Mr.  iJiiDuu  : — Five  to  be  tha  quorum. 

Houw  adjoaTiieil  &t  k  qauier 
beror«  I'wo  o  alook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wtdnetiay,  Jutu  24,  1S68. 

MINUTES.]  — Pdblio   Bum— (Mfcred— Uni. 

TBnity  Elootioni  (Voting  Papert)'   CoDtnUr 

Mnrriages  *. 
Firtt  Reading — Mnnioipal  Eleotions  (Scotland)" 

[ISel;  Univ«r«itj  Electioni   (Voting  Papen}" 

[1B7]:  Consular  Marriagei*  [1B8]. 
Seeond    Reading  —  Sea     Fiiborici     {IrelaDd} 

flOl];    Larceny  nnd   Embeiricment"    [IST] ; 

Aaiigneei  of  Marine  Polioiei*  [UT]. 
CommiUte — Rulnaja  (Ireland)  Aota  Amendment* 

[133]. 
Rtport  —  EUilwaji  (Ireland)  Aoti  Amendment' 

rias]. 

WitKdravja  —  Elemmtarf     Edncatiaa      [6iJ  ; 
Railway  and  Joint  Stook  Compaoie*  Aooouota  * 

[MJ. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  BILL. 

(Jfr.  Btnry  AiiUin  Bnice,  ilr.  William  Ediuard 

ForiUr,  Mr.  Algtntoa  Egerion.) 

[bill  64.]       BF.COND   KEAIlIHa. 

Order  Tor  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  BRUCE  eaid,  that  as  Her  Ma- 
jesty's QoTerntnent  had,  in  coDSequenoe  ol 
the  pressure  of  public  Busineas,  found  it  ei- 
pedient  to  withdraw  a  measure  which  dealt 
QtAy  fragmentarily  with  tlio  eduoatioo  quea- 
tion,  the  House  would  not  be  surprised  at 
his  withdrawing  one  which,  as  he  ooDoeiTed, 
dealt  with  tlie  nliole  subject  of  elementarj 
education.  He  was  aniioui,  bowerer,  to 
offer  some  obierTations  OQ  the  matter. 
The  GoTernment  had,  to  a  certain  extent, 
fnl&Iled  the  undertaking  entered  into  at 
the  beginning  of  the  Session,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  having  tntrodaoed  a 
measure  which  miglit  hare  been  fairlj 
accepted  aa  en  instalment,  and  which  fore- 
shadowed B  more  comprehensire  eoheme. 
Some,  indeed,  of  it>  proposals  might  have 
been  carried  into  effect  by  a  mere  alteration 
of  the  Minutes  of  Council — such  as  thi 
cognition  of  secular  schools,  the  increased 
building  grants,  and  the  changes  affecting 
the   smaller  country  achooU ;    but   other 

Sortione  of  the  Bill  could  not  have  been 
ealt  with,  and  clearly  indicated  the  belief 
of  the  QoTenimeDt  that  a  larger  measure 
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giving  a  term  of  dIdo  years.  That  was 
aoffioient  to  prove  that  it  was  at  least 
reasouable  to  doubt  the  wisdom  of  con- 
fining the  period  of  education  to  six  years. 
Now,  he  made  a  statement  on  a  former 
occasion  the  greater  portion  of  which  con- 
■iated  of  statistics  collected  by  the  educa- 
tion societies  of  some  of  our  largest  towns, 
which  he  believed  to  be  perfectly  correct 
and  reliable  ;  but  the  noble  Lord's  remark 
upon  them  was  that  ''  no  sane  man  could 
give  credence  to  the  reports  of  those  so- 
cieties.'' The  noble  Lord  appeared  to  have 
read  the  attack  on  the  report  of  tite  Man- 
chester Education  Aid  Society,  but  not 
the  Report  itself.  It  was  true  that  it  had 
been  pointed  out  that  while  it  appeared 
from  the  Report  of  the  Society  for  1866 
that  59  per  cent  of  the  population  of 
Manchester  who  ought  to  be  at  school 
were  really  there,  no  notice  had  been  taken 
of  the  numbers  of  children  who  might  have 
been  or  might  hereafter  be  at  school.  This 
defect  had  been  admitted,  and  a  more  ex- 
hanative  inquiry  was  accordingly  made  last 
year  which  avoided  the  errors  of  the  pre- 
ceding Report,  and  presented  results  on 
which  perfect  reliance  might  be  placed. 
The  noble  Lord  had  represented  the 
Committee  as  consisting  of  paid  officers, 
anxious  to  make  startling  statements  in 
order  to  obtain  subscriptions  ;  but  it  really 
consisted  of  earnest  and  estimable  friends 
of  education  well  known  and  respected  in 
their  own  district.  Dr.  John  Watts,  whose 
name  nobody  acquainted  with  the  history 
of  education  could  pronounce  without  re- 
ipeet,  thus  spoke  of  the  inquiry — 

''  They  (the  Commltteo)  came  to  the  conclusion 
to  take  a  definite  district  in  Manchester ;  to 
canvaas  that  district  thoroughly,  so  as  to  get  at 
all  the  fiictB  with  regard  to  education,  and  to  put 
them  into  a  shape  that  would  bear  the  closest 
investigation.  That  report,  which  referred  to  a 
popnlation  of  92,000,  or  about  one -fourth  of  the 

KpvUtion  of  the  borough,  he  begged  now  to 
nd  in.  All  the  sheets  were  in  his  possession, 
and  he  could  refer  to  every  house  throughout 
that  92,000  inhabitants,  so  that  the  Report  would 
bear  the  strictest  inrostigation.  The  canvassers 
(who  were  all  ex-police  inspectors  or  relieving 
oiBoers,  familiar  with  statistical  inquiries)  were 
•imply  instructed  to  study  the  headings  of  the 
sheets,  and  to  see  that  all  the  questions  were 
answered." 

One  of  the  two  wards  thus  inquired  into 
waa  St.  Michael's,  the  population  being 
42y007,  and  the  total  number  of  children 
between  three  and  fourteen  years  of  age 
being  12,037*  Now,  of  these  934  were 
or  bad  been  at  school,  2,580  having  at- 
tended less  than  a  year,  2,409  less  than 

VOL.  CXCII    [thibdseies.] 


two  years,  and  only  370  having  attended 
the  six  years  which  satisfied  the  noble 
Lord.  In  New  Cross  ward,  the  population 
being  50,510,  and  the  number  of  children 
being  12,623,  9,549  were  or  had  been  at 
school,  2,623  of  these  having  attended  less 
than  a  year,  2,123  less  than  two  years, 
and  480  six  years.  Of  this  population  of 
92,517  7,855  were  children  between  three 
and  six,  of  whom  51  per  cent  had  never 
been  to  a  day  school  ;  8,733  were  between 
six  and  ten,  12  per  cent  of  them  never 
having  been  to  such  a  school ;  and  8,051 
were  between  ten  and  fourteen,  8*3  per 
cent  being  in  the  same  position.  Thus,  of 
24,639  children  between  three  and  fourteen 
years  of  age,  76*6  per  cent  had  been  to 
school  for  a  short  period,  and  83  per  cent 
had  reached  fourteen  years  without  seeing 
the  inside  of  a  day  school.  The  saddest 
fact,  however,  was  that,  as  the  result  of 
all  educational  efforts  —  Sunday  schools, 
night  schools,  and  literary  institutes  in- 
cluded—  24*8  per  cent  of  the  youthful 
population  were  unable  to  read,  and  58 '4 
per  cent  unable  to  write.  He  quoted  last 
year  a  statement  based  on  the  Report  of 
some  Factory  Inspectors,  and  in  reference 
to  that  statement  The  Times  remarked 
that  if  sucb  a  state  of  things  existed  it 
was  not  only  very  shameful,  but  showed 
the  necessity  of  great  exertions  ;  but  that 
its  accuracy  was  open  to  doubt.  Now,  he 
would  read  the  official  Report  on  which  that 
statement  rested-— 

"Between  the  1st  of  September  and  the  1st 
of  December,  1866,  7,048  children  and  young 
persons,  under  sixteen  years  of  age,  were  educa- 
tionally tested  vivd  voce  by  the  certifying  sur- 
geons of  nineteen  principal  cotton  works  in 
Lancashire,  Yorkshire,  and  Cheshire  :  and  2,178 
children  and  young  persons  were  equally  tested 
in  the  earthenware,  colliery,  and  iron  districts  of 
I  North  SUffordshire.  Of  the  7,948,  03  per  cent 
'  could  read  ;  and  of  the  2,178,  26  per  cent  could 

'  read." 

I 

!  Thus  in  one  case  37,  and  in  the  other  74 

I  per  cent  were  unable  to  read.  In  the  large 

I  borough   which   he  represented   (Merthyr 

I  Tydvil)  814  children  between  11  and  16 

years  of  age  were  examined  between  the 

1st  of  January  and  the  1st  of  March  last, 

the  examination  being  very  rudimentary; 

and  the  result  was  that  45  per  cent  could 

read  and  36  per  cent  could  write,  while 

30^  per  cent  could  add  three  or  four  figures 

mentally,  thus  leaving  55  per  cent  who 

could  not  read,  64  per  cent  who  could  not 

write,   and  69i  per  cent  who  could   not 

cipher.     The  noble  Lord  had  obtained  a 

Return  showing  the  population,  acreage, 
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and  rktoftble  Toloe  of  each  parish,  togelti 
witli  the  nccommodatioti  provided  byeohooU 
B»i*tcd  by  the  State,  And  tlio  ATerago  a' 
tendance.  Nona  of  llio  columns,  howc*e 
wore  cnst  up,  ond  he  wns  ot  n  loss  lo  undo 
aUnd  the  ohjeol  of  tlio  Return  conBiBting 
of  a  innsB  of  unaddtid  columns 
dlgoatcd  ligiirus.  lie  had  liiniself  obtained 
another  Return  irbich  gnTO  tlie  not  result 
of  tho  noble  Lord's  Return,  and  lo  these 
rcsuUa  lio  would  licg  the  attention  of  (h 
Uouse.  The  figures  were  fnToiirablo  to 
our  national  ajstcm,  tlia  population  ' 
1861  being  given,  nliilo  llie  «cbool  a 
tendance  was  that  for  18G7.  Tho  popuh 
tion  of  England  and  Wales  was  21,000,000, 
and  tho  average  attendance  in  schools  aided 
by  (he  State  wos  941.000,  or  1  in  22  of 
the  population.  lo  Frnssia,  he  nilglil 
remark,  it  was  one  in  6j.  To  ahoir  [Ik 
inequality  of  different  paits  of  the  king- 
dom, he  might  mention  that  in  Will- 
flhiro  the  average  attendance  was  1  in  16, 
tvhilo  in  Cornwall  it  was  1  in  34.  In 
Middlesex  it  was  1  iu  27,  and  in  the 
metropolis  1  in  24.  In  Neweastlo'On- 
Tjne  it  wna  1  in  24,  in  Birmingham  1  i>] 
23,  in  Sheffield  1  in  26.  in  Devonport  I  in 
32.  These  largo  towns  were  tho  niosl 
unfavournlle  inslanecs,  while  in  Unnehes- 
ter  the  pro])ortion  wna  1  in  17^,  in  Brad- 
ford 1  in  15.  and  In  Salford  1  In  14.  Thus, 
in  Salford,  tho  attendance  was  1  in  14, 
And  In  Devonport  1  in  32.  It  was  evi- 
dent from  these  figures  that  at  present 
education  was  made  to  dupcnd,  not  on  the 
needs  of  iho  pO[iiila(ion,  but  upon  the 
amount  of  voluntnry  spirit  that  might  eiist 
in  a  locality.  Few  would  oonlend  that 
tho  education  of  the  country  ought  to  rest 
on  such  A  basis.  Tho  dofcut  of  iho  present 
Bj'steui  was  that  there  were  no  means  of 
compelling  any  district  to  perform  its  duty. 
His  Bill  naa  framed  with  a  desire  to  inter- 
fere as  littlo  as  passible  with  whet  had  been 
done— not  to  interfere  at  all  where  the 
district  was  doing  its  duly  ;  but  vhero  tho 
contrary  was  the  case,  it  armed  the  State, 
after  doe  inquiry  hail  been  made,  with  the 
power  of  compelling  the  district  to  perform 
its  duties.  With  regard  to  the  religions 
diffieullj,  and  leaving  the  Roman  Catholics 
out  of  the  question,  it  might  be  considered 
that,  as  far  as  Protestant  denominations 
were  concomed,  the  matter  was  one  in 
which  the  people  tbemselvea  took  little  in- 
terest. What  they  wanted  was  good  edu- 
cation, and  they  turned  a  deaf  ear  to  the 
thcologicnl  difficulties  with  which  certain 
persons  dcliglitcd  to  encumber  tho  di-'cus- 
Jfr.  BriM 


Uhe 


majority  o 
should  rei 
education. 
fore,  a  gi 
education 

be.  The 
of  1859  I 
indifferenc 
national   c 

Report  of 
conducted 
siun  contai 

"  Wo  do 
real  doubt 
would  deeidi 
be  religiooal 


gioui  trtithf 
thej  learn  ol 

Be  should 
system  of 
Bohools  aloi 
parents  I  hi 
racier  of  t 
ligious  insl 
the  policy  < 
new  school 
The  next 
pockeis  of 
that  the  r 
impossible 
denied  thai 
would  be  I 
Eferr  pom 
would  retu 
by  tho  dim 
and  the  ini 
educated  [ii 


1989 


Ehmmtary 


(Juke  24,  1868) 


Education  Bill. 


1990 


worid  where  national  education  flouriBhed, 
local  profision  was  made  for  it.  This  was 
the  case  in  Germany,  Switzerland,  Franco, 
and  the  United  States.  In  Scotland  there 
was  a  general  desire  that  the  school  rate 
ahonld  be  extended  to  thoBo  districts  in 
which  it  was  not  now  leviable.  In  Canada 
an  educational  rating  system  had  been  yo- 
lantarilj  adopted.  He  was,  however,  pre- 
pared to  continue,  in  addition  to  a  local 
rate,  the  present  aid  from  the  State,  en- 
larged if  necessary.  The  expense  of  edu- 
cation per  head  in  large  schools  in  towns 
was  yery  slight.  A  most  experienced  Lon- 
don clergyman,  the  Rev.  Mr.  Fowle,  of 
Hoxton,  had  informed  him  that  he  main- 
tained a  most  efficient  school  of  500  chil- 
dren at  22%,  a  head  per  annum  ;  lis, 
of  which  was  supplied  by  Government 
aid  and  the  children's  pence,  and  only 
b».  from  private  benevolence.  In  the 
country  districts  it  would  be  a  little  more  ; 
but  in  the  poorer  parts  of  the  country 
be  saw  no  reason  why  special  and  larger 
aisiBtance  might  not  be  given  by  the  State. 
In  conclusion,  he  hoped  that  this  important 
aubject  would  be  taken  up  early  in  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  shrink  from  proposing 
a  sound  and  effective  system  of  national 
education.  It  was  not  his  intention  to 
proceed  with  the  Bill  this  Session,  and  he 
aeeordingly  begged  to  move  that  the  Order 
bo  discharged. 

Ma.  DiXON  said,  he  very  much  re- 
gretted that  it  bad  been  necessary  to 
withdraw  the  Bill,  which  was  of  a  much 
more  complete  character  than  tlio  measure 
of  the  Government.  The  great  importance 
of  the  subject  was  being  more  and  more 
recognised  by  those  in  whom  the  wisdom 
of  Parliament  had  decided  that  the  greatest 
portion  of  political  power  should  be  vested. 
The  working  classes  were  beginning  to 
consider  in  what  manner  they  should  use 
that  power  in  regard  to  education  as  the 
very  first  question.  There  was  no  doubt 
tliat  the  principle  of  local  rating  for 
educational  purposes  would  receive  their 
most  cordial  support.  There  was  somo 
diversity  of  opinion  about  tho  value  of 
statistics  on  this  subject;  for  there  might 
be  a  large  number  of  children  at  school 
in  a  given  locality,  while  the  education 
received  might  be  of  a  very  defective  cha- 
racter. Following  the  example  of  Man- 
chester, the  people  of  Birmingham  had 
instituted  a  searching  investigation  into 
the  education  enjoyed  by  nearly  1,000 
joung  persona  between  the  ages  of  thirteen 


and  twenty-one   who  were  employed  by 
the    manufacturers    of    that   town.     The 
results  of  the  investigation,  which  was  con- 
ducted by  Mr.  Long,  under  the  direction 
of  tho  Rev.  Canon  Gover,  Principal  of  the 
Training  College  at  Saltley,  were  startling. 
It  was  found  that  of  these  young  persons, 
who  fairly  represented  the  average  of  the 
working  classes  of  that  town,  only  56  per 
cent  could  read,  only  46  per  cent  could 
write,  and  only  20  per  cent  could  be  de- 
scribed as  being  in  possession  of  any  amount 
of  general  information.     Great  pains  were 
taken  to  employ  impartial  agents  to  con- 
duct this  inquiry,  and  the  results  might  be 
relied  upon.      This  investigation  had  been 
carried  on  at  the  instigation  of  the  Bir- 
mingham  Education    Society,    a    society 
formed    for   the  promotion   of    education 
where   the    instruction    of    the    children 
had   been  neglected    on    account   of   the 
poverty  of  the  parents,  and   5,000  chil- 
dren   were   now    being  educated  at  Bir- 
mingham out  of  the  funds  of  the  society. 
The  work   was,  however,  so  great  that, 
although  meeting  after  meeting  had  been 
held,  it  was  doubtful  whether  the  associa- 
tion could  continue  to  provide  the  means 
for  educating  these   children.     The  sta- 
tistics of  the  Manchester  and  Birmingham 
Societies  had  proved  most  conclusively  the 
lamentable  state  of  ignorance  which  pre- 
vailed at  present,  and  he  deeply  regretted 
that  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council— 
the  very  man  who  of  all  others  should  be 
well-informed  on   the  subject,  and  whose 
opinion  naturally  was   of  great  weight  in 
the  country — should  have  been  so  rash  as 
to  impugn   them.     It   appeared  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  never  read  the  Report  of 
the  Birmingham  Society.     Although  the 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  wish  it  to  be  inferred 
that  his  remarks  had  no  reference  to  that 
Society,  yet  it  was  impossible  for  any  im- 
partial reader  of  what  the  noble  Lord  said 
to  come  to  any  other  conclusion  than  that 
he  was  referring  to  the  Society  in  question. 
The    Education   Society    of  Birmingham 
comprised   most  of   the    educationists    of 
the   town,   headed  by  leading  clergymen 
and  Dissenting  ministers,   and   supported 
by    many   of    the    principal    inhabitants. 
The    statistics    collected   by    them    were 
entitled    to  quite  as   much  confidence   as 
those  of  the  noble  Lord  himself.     Instead 
of  speaking  as  he  had  done,  the  noble  Lord 
ought  rather  to  have  expressed  his  great 
respect  not  only  for  the  Birmingham  Edu- 
cation Society,  but  also  for  the  Manchester 
Aid  Society,  and  to  have  admitted  that 
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the  resuUi  of  their  labours  were  eutilled '  eTery  oth* 


reight  in  tliia  House.  The  bloir  which 
he  had  denU  at  theio  SoDietica  was  not  de- 
served, becniiBe  ihej  were  offiprings  of 
(hat  Toluntory  ajslem,  wliicli  was  advo- 
caled  by  Hio  nolle  Lord.  But  it  nai  well 
known  tlint  thnt  Bjsleni  lind  failed  in  Uic 
large  towns.  It  was  because  towns  like 
ManehCHler  and  Binninghani  bnd  tried  no 
earnestlj  and  witli  sucb  partial  auccesa  to 
supply  tlioir  educational  ilL'6ciencies  thai 
men  wbo  were  not  oripinnlly  in  favour  of 
rating  or  compulsory  cdueaiion  were  bcii 
driTCu  to  iho  conclusiou  that  in  llicee  iti 
tricta  voluntaryieni  waa  inadequate  to  llie 
great  and  growing  tnak,  and  tnuat  be 
plenientcd  by  the  rates  of  (he  town 
ataisted  hy  Government  aid.  Whi 
locnl  rale  was  established  it  would  be 
ncceaaary  to  pass  a  measure  of  compulaory 
atleodauce,  so  that  there  should 
reaidoum  left;  for  it  would  be  ui 
aak  the  town  to  rate  itself  unless  there 
iTcro  also  given  the  pover  to  niako  the 
rate  effective  by  providing  tliat  all  tli 
children  should  go  to  acbool.  He  believed 
that  in  Birmingliam  and  other  large  towns 
a  great  deal  would  be  heard  about  edi 
lion  at  the  coming  electiun,  and  he  Iru! 
that  Farliameul  would  not  be  aatiafied  to 
allow  sectarian  jealousies  and  religi 
bigotries  to  stand,  as  they  bad  atuod  too 
long,  in  the  way  of  the  education  of  the 
children  of  this  country. 

Kb.  GREENE  said,  he  waa  quite  aa 
much  in  favoar  of  populnr  education  as 
hon.  Genllemen  opposite.  He  certainly 
heard  with  surprise  that  the  districts  w' ' 
returned  leading  Uenibera  to  Farliat 
were  in  such  a  slate  of  utter  dnrkness 
respect  to  clenientarj  education.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  Government  Bill  was  in  the 
main  founded  on  a  right  principle,  and 
that  it  would  bo  necessary  to  have  a  dif- 
ferent system  For  the  manufacturiog  dis- 
tricts lo  that  which  they  bad  for  the  agri- 
cultural diitricta.  In  the  country  districta, 
where  education  was  attended  (o  by  the 
proprietors  of  the  soil  and  by  the  clergy, 
it  might  require  some  supplementary  aid, 
but  it  would  not  require  to  be  compulsory. 
Ho  held  in  hia  hands  a  statement  referring 
to  nine  parishea  in  his  part  of  the  country, 
containing  a  population  of  4,947,  and  it 
appeared  that  of  the  children  over  ten  and 
under  fifteen  there  were  not  twenty 
could  nut  rend  and  nrite.  There  was 
great  misrepresentation  abroad  aa  to  the 
stale  of  the  agricultural  districts;  and  hon. 
Members  oppoaite  no  doubt  believed  that 
-l/r.  Vixon 
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ebildren  at  the  schools  ;  and  next,  that  no 
ohild  beloir  a  certain  age  —  say  ten  or 
eloTen — should  he  allowed  to  go  to  work 
in  any  factory  unless  it  could  produce 
proof  of  its  having  received  some  amount 
of  elementary  instruction. 

Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  said,  he  helieved 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bury  (Mr.  Qreene) 
would  find  that  tlie  educational  condition 
of  the  agricultural  districts  generally,  was 
Tcry  different  from  that  which  appeared  to 
prevail  in  his  own  neighbourhood.     It  was 
a  Tory  general  impression  that  the  efforts 
on  behalf  of  education  which   were  made 
in  the  agricultural  districts  came  rather 
from  the  clergymen  than  the  owners  of  the 
soil;  and  as  it  was  well  known  that  the 
resources   of  the   clergy  were   somewhat 
crippled,  their  efforts  must  bo  proportion- 
ately small.     Ho   believed,  at   the   same 
time,  that   there   were   no   towns   in   the 
country    more    destitute    of    educational 
meant  than  the  large  towns^of  Lancashire ; 
and  that  a  larger  proportion  of  their  people 
were  either   imperfectly  educated  or  not 
edaeated  at  all  than  in  other  large  towns 
in  England.     He  was  sorry  to  say  this ; 
bnt  all  that  he  cared  for  in  this  matter 
WAS  the  truth.     The  explanation  was  not 
diffiouU.      The    manufacturing   towns  of 
I«ancashiro   were   of  very   rapid   growth, 
and  they  contained  a  vast  proportion  of 
people  depending  on  weekly  wages,  and 
education  had  not  kept  pace  with  the  in- 
crease of  their  population.      If  there  was 
this  educational  destitution,  it  might  na- 
turally  have    been   expected    that    there 
woald  be  efforts  to  remove  it.     There  had 
been  snch  efforts,  and  for  the  last  twenty 
Tears  educational  societies  of  great  influence 
had  existed  in  Manchester;  each  with  its 
:^    plan,  every  one  doing  the  best  it  could  to 
X    enlighten  public  opinion  on  this  question, 
if    and  engage  the  attention  of  the  Legisla- 
A     tore.      Six   months   ago  an   Educational 
\    Conference  of  a  very  influential  kind  was 
i    held  in  Manchester,  at  which  many  Mem- 
ff     bers  of  Parliament,  many  ministers  of  reli- 
\,    gion,  and  gentlemen  from  all  parts  of  the 
|L'     eoontry  were   present.     The  opinion   not 
'     only  of  that  Conference,  but  of  the  whole 
cf  the  great  constituency  of  Manchester, 
l     eo  far  as   he  could   ascertain  it,  was   in 
faTOur  of  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Merthyr  Tydvil  (Mr.  Bruce).     It 
was  desired  that  each  locality  should  possess 
the  power  of  rating  itself ;  and  this,  he 
understood,  was  tho  principal   feature  of 
the  Bill.      No   doubt    most  communities 
throughout    the  country   felt    themselves 


heavily  enough  rated  already  ;  but  thero 
was  a  general  belief  in  Lancashire  that 
they  would  effect  great  good  if  they  rated 
themselves  for  educational  purposes,  and 
that  they  would  be  recouped,  because 
there  would  be  lighter  prison  charges,  and 
the  general  property  of  the  country  would 
be  made  more  valuable,  in  consequence  of 
the  diminution  of  tho  poor  rates.  If  there 
was  a  sacrifice  to  be  made,  the  people 
were  ready  to  make  that  sacrifice.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  had  spoken  disparagingly  of  so- 
cieties which  he  said  obtained  subscriptions 
from  silly  women.  There  were,  no  doubt, 
in  this  as  in  most  countries  silly  persons  ; 
but  if  their  silliness  exhibited  itself  in  the 
form  of  contributing  towards  the  promotion 
of  popular  education  he  hoped  the  number 
of  such  people  would  increase.  He  was 
surprised  that  the  noble  Lord  should 
attempt  to  discourage  societies  of  this 
kind.  Scarcely  a  great  measure  had  been 
passed  by  that  House — Free  Trade,  house- 
hold suffrage,  the  removal  of  tho  newspaper 
stamp  duties — which  had  not  been  helped 
forward  by  the  assistance  of  voluntary  so- 
cieties. He  hoped  they  would  continue 
and  increase,  and  he  was  sure  that  not 
only  the  noble  Lord  but  future  Vice  Pre- 
sidents* of  tho  Committee  of  Council  would 
encourage  their  proceedings  and  acknow- 
ledge ^heir  usefulness. 

Major  PARKER  said,  he  would  not 
have  risen  on  that  occasion  had  not  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr. 
Bruce)  thought  fit  to  lecture  the  farmers 
of  England  for  their  presumed  neglect  of 
duty  in  the  matter  of  education,  and  for 
showing  an  unwillingness  to  accept  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  compulsory  education  rate.  The 
farmers  of  England  were  quite  prepared 
to  bear,  with  every  other  portion  of  the 
community,  their  fair  share  of  any  burdens 
which  the  Legislature  in  its  wisdom  might 
impose  upon  them  ;  aud  they  would  cer- 
tainly never  be  found  backward  in  support- 
ing any  movement  that  would  be  really 
beneficial  to  the  poorer  classes.  But  they 
would  expect  that,  in  respect  to  general 
taxation,  the  scales  would  be  held  evenly 
between  the  different  interests  of  the 
country.  It  ought  not  to  be  forgotten 
that  at  that  period,  when  the  farmers  were 
supposed  to  be  best  able  to  contribute  to 
any  educational  funds — harvest  time — 70 
per  cent  was  levied  on  one  of  tho  most  im- 
portant productions  of  the  soil. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  said,  he  hailed  with 
the  greatest  satisfaction  the   declox^lvs^ 
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tnndo  b;  the  right  lion.  Geatleman  ihe 
Member  for  Merlhjr  (Mr.  Bruce),  ihat 
llie  opinion  of  the  pBrenle  of  England  the 
great  object  itb«  to  giro  llieir  children  a 
roligious  education.  lie  entirely  concurred 
in  that  opinion;  and  if  that  point  nero  kept 
steadil;  in  view  tlie  Houic  would  not  be 
likely  to  run  antray  into  ihe  Icgiilalion 
which  that  Bill  proposed.  Tlie  rijiht  hon. 
Gentleman  hn^  oiplaincd  tlio  deGciency  in 
the  ediicationnl  nienni  that  eiiatod  In  thii 
country,  or,  ai  he  would  rather  say,  the 
deficiency  in  the  education  aceepted- 
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They  had  been  favoured  oitli 
and  compnriBons  on  that  nil 
believed  they  were  not  yet  in 
those  atatitticH  which  nould  enable  them 
correctly  to  estininle  the  educational  power 
of  tliia  country.  The  inquiriea  instituted, 
not  only  by  tlie  GoTcrninent  but  by  the 
National  Society,  promised  lo  remove  the 
deficiency,  and  in  another  Sesaion  they 
might  hope  to  poieess  this  information. 
Se  oat,  however,  willing  to  take  it  for 
granted  that  they  did  require  greater  edu 
eational  means.  Still  the  right  hon.  Gon 
tieman  miKht,  he  thought,  lie  a  little  mer 
oiful  to  this  country  for  producing  no  mon 
aaliafnctory  Returns  than  it  did.  Why,  hi 
asked,  had  the  schools  througtiout  England 
Olid  WnlcB,  conducted  ou  the  voluntary 
aystem,  with  aubsldies  from  the  Govern- 
ment, not  made  a  greater  progress  t  The 
introduction  of  the  Conscience  Clause 
bad  proved  a  senaiblo  means  of  diminish- 
ing the  grants  given  by  the  State  for  the 
assistance  of  these  sclioois.  That  unfor- 
tunate invention  required  what  was  repug- 
nant to  the  feelings  of  school  founders, 
and  the  eranta  had  in  consequence  fallen 
from  £144,000  lo  £18,000.  Ho  could 
not  admit  that  the  voluntary  system  had 
had  a  fair  trial  ;  and  what  were  they  to 
Bubstitulo  for  tliot  system  ?  The  right 
hoh.  QonDeman  said  his  Bill  would  nol 
supersede  the  existing  means  of  eduoation, 
but  would  supplement  them  by  a  rate. 
Now,  a  Bill  for  the  abolition  of  compulsory 
church  rates,  with  tlie  principle  of  which 
be  entirely  agreed,  would  shortly  become 
law.  Why  were  compulsory  church  rates 
to  he  abolished  ?  Because  neither  the 
mode  of  applying  thom  nor  the  matter  to 
which  tlicy  were  applied  was  one  of  uni- 
versal agreement.  [-Mr.  Bruce  :  Univer- 
sal interest.]  Universal  interest  and  uni- 
rersal  agreement  cnmo  to  much  the  same 
thing.  It  was  impoasibto  lhat  henceforth 
3fr.  HiiHard 
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■bould  be  Tery  glad  indeed  ;  but  he  feared 
»  limit  must  be  put  on  the  principle  of 
oompalfiorj  attendance.  In  his  opinion, 
the  proper  housing  of  the  agriouUural  poor 
was  far  more  important  to  their  mornl  nnd 
material  itelfare  than  reading,  writing,  nnd 
ciphering.  These  without  moral  training 
might  proTO  miscliicvous.  In  nunibcrlc&s 
■mall  lolly  pop  shops  halfpenny  popers  were 
aold  in  tens  of  thousands  to  our  juvenile 
population,  in  which  horrors  were  por- 
trayed by  pictures  and  described  in  Ian- 
giiage  calculated  not  only  to  destroy  the 
happiness  of  those  who  read  them,  but  to 
incite  them  to  every  kind  of  vice  and  dis- 
honesty. No  wise  legislator,  therefore, 
ought  to  be  satisfied  with  encouraging 
mere  secular  instruction  unaccompanied 
by  religious  teaching  among  the  labouring 
elasses.  He  did  not  think  they  would  over 
have  an  education  rate  ;  but  he  would  not 
grudge  the  money  if  the  Education  Depart- 
ment cost  them  twice  as  much  as  it  did. 
They  spent  infinitely  more  upon  gaols,  re- 
formatories, and  police,  and  for  the  repres- 
sion of  vice,  than  upon  the  education  which 
ought  to  keep  their  youthful  population 
from  becoming  vicious.  It  was  to  be  re- 
gretted that  a  spirit  of  ill-judged  economy 
should  have  been  introduced  into  the  Edu- 
cation Department.  Ho  trusted  that  the 
Qovernroent  would  adopt  a  liberal  policy; 
that  they  would  increase  their  grants;  that 
they  would  give  that  which  was  even  more 
precious  than  grants — namely,  a  sympa- 
thiaing  welcome  to  those  who  endeavoured 
to  promote  the  work  of  education  ;  nnd 
that,  under  their  fostering  influence,  the 
present  system  of  voluntary  education 
might  be  found  taking  deeper  root,  and 
apreading  its  branches  wider  than  it  had 
hitherto  dono  throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  certain  shortcomings  in  the  Bill 
before  them.  Compulsory  attendance  nnd 
compulsory  rates  must  bo  inseparably  asso- 
ciated ;  because,  without  the  former,  the 
latter  would  not  be  accepted  by  the 
country,  nor  would  the  educational  defi- 
ciencies of  the  country  bo  really  supplied. 
He  thought  that  no  one  could  deny  that 
there  was  a  great  educational  deficiency 
in  this  country  ;  for,  comparing  the  popu- 
lation of  both  nations,  there  was  not  oue- 
third  of  the  number  of  children  at  school 
in  England  that  there  were  in  Prussia. 
Prussia  was  not  now  over-educated,  and  it 
could  not  be  doubted  that  if  England  was 
equal  to  that  country  in  education,  her 
people    would    be    happier,    better,    and 


wealthier.  That  in  some  of  our  wealthiest 
districts  not  more  than  half  the  labouring 
population  had  even  the  first  rudiments  of 
education  was  not  due  to  an  inadequate 
supply  of  schools,  so  much  as  to  the  fact 
that  they  had  no  power  to  enforce  the  at- 
tendance of  the  children.  In  Wiltshire 
one  out  of  every  sixteen  of  the  population 
was  at  school ;  but  in  no  district  of  Eng- 
land was  the  state  of  education  more 
lamentable  and  deficient,  and  that,  although 
there  was  a  school  in  almost  every  village 
in  the  county,  and  although  the  clergy 
there  shelved  tho  most  extraordinary  zeal 
in  the  cause  of  education.  Speaking  from 
his  own  experience  of  one  village  in  parti- 
cular, he  could  state  that  the  boys  of  the 
labouring  class  left  school  to  go  into  the 
fields  when  eight  years  old,  and  there  was 
hardly  a  lad  of  that  class  who  could  read 
well  enough  to  take  an  interest  in  an  Eng- 
lish newspaper.  By  combining  compulsory 
rates  with  compulsory  attendance  they 
would  be  able  to  convince  the  people  that 
the  rate  was  only  a  temporary  infliction, 
which  would  bo  removed  by  the  diminution 
of  the  general  rates,  and  by  increased 
prosperity  resulting  from  education.  It 
might  be  said  that  the  whole  instinct  of 
the  nation  was  against  compulsion  in  mat- 
ters of  education  ;  but  it  should  not  be  for- 
gotten that  wo  had  already  adopted  that 
principle  in  the  case  of  almost  every  in- 
dustry except  the  agricultural,  and  if  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Merthyr 
Tydvil(Mr.  Bruce)  were  to  extend  the  scope 
of  his  Bill  so  as  to  make  the  attendance  of 
children  at  school  compulsory,  he  believed 
he  would  be  supported  by  tho  great  ma- 
jority of  tho  people  throughout  the  country. 
When  a  parent  neglected  to  give  his  child 
an  education  he  was  neglecting  his  first 
duty,  and  in  such  a  case  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  State  to  become  the  child's  pro- 
tector. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  that 
as  he  had  understood  that  tho  Bill  was  to 
be  withdrawn,  he  had  come  down  to  the 
House  without  any  expectation  that  he 
would  be  called  upon  to  address  it.  Nor 
would  he  now  trespass  on  the  time  of  the 
House,  had  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Merthyr  Tydvil  thought 
proper  to  attack  with  some  acrimony 
a  speech  which  he  had  made  about  three 
weeks  ago.  At  that  time  the  debate  lasted 
many  hours,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
took  part  in  it.  Yet  instead  of  impugn- 
ing his  position  at  that  time,  he  took  three 
months' consideration  before  he  thou^K^^\» 
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to  <Io  M.  And  to  what  ctid  thii  long  pre-  tioaftl  d«^t 
mediUted  attack  amount?  Did  fae  at- 
tempt to  show  that  a  single  poMtion  or  a 
■ingle  figure  was  erroneous  1  Did  ho  dis- 
pute the  basil  on  which  he  had  proceed- 
ed, or  the  conclusion  at  nhich  he  had 
arrlTed?  By  no  means.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  carping  fit  tlio  estimates 
of  educntioiinl  destitution  which  he  had 
then  laid  before  llie  House  had  com- 
mented merely  upon  the  circumstance  that 
thoy  had  nut  been  Turnished  by  Hr.  Lingen. 
This  wa*  no  argument  against  the  esti- 
mates. It  was  only  a  queslion  of  authority. 
He  could  assure  him  he  had  receiTed 
them  Troni  persons  on  irhoso  authority  he 
could  place  at  least  equal  reliance.  Those 
estiruates  spoke  for  themseWc*.  H 
fully  stated  the  ground  on  which  h 
proceeded,  and  showed  the  means  by 
which  he  had  arrived  at  the  results,  Tlie 
Tight  hon,  Gentleman  had  liad  am, 
to  consider  them,  for  they  had  been  fully 
published  in  the  Timet  newspaper  ;  yet ' 
iisd  failed  to  pick  a  flaw  in  them  or 
detect  n  single  fallacy,  lie  bad  taken 
the  number  of  children  in  England  and 
Wales  of  school  age — that  was  to  say, 
botoeen  3  and  15  years  old — as  amounting 
in  1868  to  6,849,128  ;  the  number  be- 
tween 3  and  12  ill  1861  was  4,250,294: 
the  number  according  to  the  Prussian 
standard  of  school  ego— that  was  to  say, 
between  6  and  14— would  be  3,562,730; 
and  the  number  according  to  the  French 
standard  of  6  years  —  nanietv,  between 
7  and  13,  would  be  only  2,667;737.  Bi 
then  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  had  found 
fault  with  hiu  because  he  had  fixed  the 
average  length  of  the  period  during  which 
ft  child  might  be  expected  to  attend 
school  in  this  country  at  six  years.  That 
was  a  point,  however,  which  ho  must 
settle  with  the  Commissioners,  from  whose 
Report  it  would  be  found  that  ihatw 
average  time  time  for  which  the  attondance 
of  a  child  at  sohool  was  to  be  expected, 
snd  the  duration  of  schooling  for  the 
labouring  class  with  which  everyone  ought 
to  bo  satisfied.  It  had  been  said  that  he 
bad  spoken  disparagingly  of  the  Man 
Chester  Aid  Society.  It  was  true  that  he 
did  not  place  much  reliance  upon  the 
atalisticB  they  had  given,  nor  did  he  be- 
lieve the  case  ihey  had  got  up.  They,  in 
the  first  place,  had,  in  their  Estimate,  sup- 
posed that  the  children  of  the  labouring 
cIdsbos  should  all  enter  school  at  three 
years  old  and  remain  at  school  nine  years, 
Kod  that  anything  short  of  this  was  eduoa- 
Lord  Rob»H  Montagu 
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keop  the  society  going  and  to  obtain  large 
BubBcriptions.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
compared  those  societies  to  that  by  which 
the  agitation  in  favour  of  Free  Trade  had 
been  conducted,  and  to  the  association  by 
which  the  reform  in  the  representation  of 
the  people  had  been  forced  upon  the  House 
and  the  country.  If  such  was  their  cha- 
racter  they  must  be  regarded  in  the  light 
of  political  bodies.  They  were,  according 
to  that  view,  no  longer  societies,  formed 
with  the  single  object  of  promoting  educa- 
tion; but  bodies  who  had  been  constituted 
in  order  to  force  some  preconceived  theory 
of  education  upon  the  House  and  the 
nation,  and  whose  weapon  was  to  be  a 
wide-spread  and  irritating  agitation.  Ho, 
however,  did  not  feci  disposed  to  look  upon 
them  in  that  light ;  but  he  preferred  to 
regard  them  in  the  light  of  societies  estab- 
lished with  the  hond  fide  object  of  pro- 
moting education  throughout  the  country. 
Ail  he  contended  for  was  that  their  statis- 
tics were  fallacious,  and  tended  to  make 
out  a  sad  case  of  educational  destitution, 
in  order  to  found  on  it  au  effective  ap- 
peal for  subscriptions.  He  had  received, 
since  he  last  addressed  the  House  on 
the  subject,  the  Report  of  the  Birming- 
ham Society,  accompanied  by  a  letter, 
couched  in  terms  which  wore  not  very 
courteous.  His  remarks  on  the  previous 
occasion  had  had  no  special  reference  to  the 
Birmingham  Society,  of  which  he  was  then 
ignorant;  but  he  would,  he  thought,  now  be 
able  to  show  the  House  that  their  figures 
were  in  more  than  one  instance  fallacious. 
There  wore,  they  paid,  "  1,027  streets  in 
the  borough,"  and  before  going  further  he 
mast  observe  that  in  order  to  compare 
fairly  the  figures  of  the  Birmingham  So- 
ciety with  those  furnished  by  the  Commis- 
aioners  of  Popular  Education— they  must 
he  framed  on  the  same  basis.  Hence  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  latter  took 
into  account  not  only  tho  children  of  the 
poor,  but  those  of  the  middle  and  higher 
classes  also,  and  then  came  to  the  conclu- 
aion  that  six  years  is  the  standard  average 
of  attendance,  or  that  one  in  7*7  of 
the  population  should  be  at  school  at  the 
same  time,  in  order  that  every  one  might 
receive  some  education.  The  Birmingham 
Society  employed  eight  young  men  to  make 
a  house-to-house  visitation,  and  those  men 
visited  only  754  out  of  tho  1,027  streets, 
omitting  to  visit  273  because  they  hap- 
pened to  be  streets  which  the  middle  and 
upper  classes  inhabited.  How,  he  would 
ask,  were  statistics  thus  compiled  to  be 


compared  with  those  supplied  by  the  Com- 
missioners, who,  in  arriving  at  a  conclu- 
sion as  to  the  proportion  of  the  population 
which  should  bo  at  school,  counted  rich 
and  poor  together,  while  the  Birmingham 
Society  excluded  the  upper  and  middle 
classes?  The  children  of  those  classes  raise 
the  average  of  attendance  very  much;  for 
the  parents  compel  them  to  attend  school 
daily,  and  keep  them  at  school  until  much 
later  in  life.  The  Society  also  omitted  the 
workhouse  schools,  which  raised  the  average 
still  more,  for  there  every  child  was  at 
school  daily.  This  therefore  was  one  fal- 
lacious basis  of  their  Report.  Again,  it 
appeored  that  the  visitors  of  the  Society 
visited  15,847  families,  of  which  10,227 
were  in  tho  receipt  of  an  income  on  tho 
average  of  20«.  Old. ;  2,811  in  receipt  of 
an  income  of  which  the  amount  was  not 
known  ;  1,587  being  widows  and  deserted 
women,  and  1,222  the  number  out  of  work. 
And  now  for  the  harrowing  tale  of  educa-  . 
tional  destitution  which  was  made  up.  The 
Report  of  the  Society  stated  that  of  300 
families  taken  indiscriminately  from  the 
visitors*  books  containing  1,842  persons, 
the  average  earnings  were  Is.  6\d.  per 
head  per  week.  Of  300  other  families, 
"  also  taken  indiscriminately  from  the 
visitors'  books,"  eighty  belonged  to  widows 
and  deserted  women,  the  earnings  of  each 
person  being  \^\d.  per  week  ;  while  of 
300  additional  families  "  taken  at  haiard" 
from  those  books  each  person  earned 
2tf.  3fd.  per  week,  and  in  each  case  they 
make  a  piteous  statement  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  children  who  do  not  go  to  school. 
It  was  quite  clear,  he  thought,  that  those 
900  families  must  have  been  "  taken  at 
hazard  "  from  the  very  lowest  and  poorest 
portion  of  the  population.  Those  figures, 
therefore,  proved  nothing  beyond  that 
which  was  already  known.  Everyone  was 
aware  that  the  children  of  a  family  bor- 
dering on  starvation,  were  made  to  work, 
in  order  to  keep  the  family  from  sinking 
in  ruin.  Everyone  knew  that  the  children 
of  the  poorest  parents  cannot  in  the  nature 
of  things  be  diligent  in  attendance  at  school 
unless  the  parents  receive  nutriment  gra- 
tuitously. There  were  other  fallacies,  or 
at  least  anomalies,  which  became  apparent 
if  the  boys  and  girls  in  the  tables  which 
they  had  given  were  added  together  and 
accounted  as  children,  without  reference  to 
sex.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
number  of  children  between  the  ages  of 
three  to  four  exceed  those  between  four 
and  five,  and  so  on.     This  is  so,  because 
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4,354.  The  immbcn  then  decrea«o  down 
In  ilio  number  3,807  of  children  between 
nine  and  ton  yenra  old  ;  they  continue  to 
decrease  to  3.046  the  number  of  children 
between  tweWo  and  thirteen  ;  and  then  the 
numbers  increase  again.  This  is  at  least 
remarkable,  even  anomalous.  The  Kcport 
then  stales  that  1,136  children  between 
the  ages  of  three  and  four  were  at  school. 
And  yet  tho  average  attendance  of  all  the 
ohildron  In  Birmingham  between  the  ages 
of  three  and  four  is  given  as  nt7.  Such  a 
result  could  be  arrived  at  only  hj  omitting 
from  (he  calculation  all  tho  fractions  of 
years.  For  instanoe  if  a  child  ntlonded 
school  for  only  nine  cr  even  eleven  months 
in  iho  year,  he  would  be  counted  as  not 
having  attended  at  all.  If  this  be  so,  we 
should  increase  the  estimate  of  average  at- 
tendance by  perhaps  40  or  50  per  cent. 
He  need  not  say  that  the  average  at- 
tendance wns  arrived  at  by  dividing  the 
"time  in  years  at  eehool,"  by  "the  total 
nnmber  of  childron."  He  found  similarly 
that  taking  all  the  children  in  Birmingham, 
between  the  ages  of  eloren  and  twelve, 
thej  all  attended  sehool  on  an  average 
of  nearly  four  yonrs.  But  the  arerage 
attendance  of  all  the  children  who  have 
been  at  school,  was  nearly  five  years  for 
the  children  between  11  and  12;  4| 
years  for  tlie  children  between  12  and  13  ; 
and  1-23  years  for  tho  cliildren  between  4 
and  5,  and  the  same  length  of  time  for 
the  children  between  5  and  6.  It  was 
qiitiie  clear,  therefore,  in  his  opinion,  that 
those  figures  nere  fallacioDs.  But,  taking 
them  even  ns  they  steed,  not  a  very  bad 
case  was  ineidentnlly  made  out  for  Bir- 
mingham ;  for  he  found  at  page  22  of  tho 
Itcport  that  noarljr  three-feurths  of  all  the 
childron  of  that  town  bad  been  at  school, 
and  that  on  tho  average  all  those  above 
the  age  of  12  hod  attended  3j  years.  The 
Socioly  professes  to  include  all  private 
schools,  and  even  dame  schools  in  their 
return,  and  enumerate  only  92  schools 
uith  an  average  attendance  of  18,531. 
Yet  there  are  in  Birmingham  66  aided 
Parliamentary  schools,  with  nn  average 
atlendanea  of  13,790.  He  must  moreover 
remark  thai  if  ihe  school  ages  are  sup- 
posed to  lie  between  3  and  15  years  old, 
and  if  six  years'  schooling  is  the  arerage 
£«rd  Sobtrt  Hmtapi 
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did  not,  boweTer,  altogether  abide  by  that 
arrangement,  because  he  also  proposed  to 
constitute     special     districts.      In    rural 
unions  alone,  and  not  in  towns,  one-twen- 
tieth of  the  inhabitants  in  number  or  in 
rateable  value  might  apply  to  tho  Privy 
Council  to  have   a   parish  cut   out  of  a 
union  for  the  purposes  of  this  measure. 
That  was  to  say  that  a  certain  number  of 
persons  who  were  not  even  rated  to  the 
poor,  or  even  one  person,  if  he  owned  one- 
twentieth  of    the  property  in  the   union, 
might    get    his     parish     exempted.      It 
poazled  him  for  some  time  to  discover  the 
reason  for  this  provision.      It  seemed  to 
him  that  it  was  to  evade  opposition  to  the 
Bill.      If  three  quarters  of  a  union  were 
vrell  supplied  with  schools,  they  would  ob- 
ject to  come  under  the  Act  and  pay  for 
erecting  schools  in  tho  destitute  quarter. 
Hence  the  destitute  quarter  was  to  bo  ex- 
empted, and  the  Act  was  to   apply  only 
where  it  was  not  required.     Then,  as  to 
the  adoption  of  the  Act,  it  was  proposed 
that  they  should  be  adopted  at  a   meet- 
ing   at    which    certain    persons   were   to 
▼ote.     In  a  county,  any  occupier  having 
any   holding    whatsoever   might   vote,    if 
he  were  rated   to  the  poor,  whether   he 
was   a   householder    or    not.     In   towns, 
only  owners  or  burgesses  might  vote.    The 
right    hon.   Gentleman   did    not    proceed 
upon  the  principle  that  a  man  entitled  to 
TOte  for  a  Member  of   Parliament  might 
be  considered  sufficiently  competent  to  vote 
under  his  Bill.     For  in  towns  he  refused 
to  let  nearly  all  the  Parliamentary  electors 
Tote  for  the  adoption  of  the  Act,  while  in 
counties  a  great  number  to  whom  Parlia- 
ment refused  to  entrust  a  vote  concerning 
legislative  matters,  were   allowed  by  the 
riglit    hon.    Gentleman    to    voto    for   the 
adoption   of    the    Act.     In   each   case  a 
bare    majority   in    numbers   was     to    be 
sufficient  to  decide  the  question.     Again, 
with  respect  to  the  election  of  the  School 
Committee  ;  in  towns  it  was  to  be  elected 
by   the  Town    Council    or    by  a  system 
of    double    representation  ;    for   a   Town 
Council  was  elected  by  thoso  who   were 
rated  at  more  than  j66,  and  then  this  Town 
Council  was  to  elect  the  School  Committee. 
And  why,  ho  would  ask,   was  a  different 
plan  to  be  adopted  in  counties,  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  have 
only   a   single  representation  by   a    bare 
majority  of  every  person  who  was  on  the 
rate  book  ?     Then  as  to  tho  compulsory 
adoption  of  the  Act,  one- twentieth  in  num- 
ber or  rateable  value  of  the  inhabitants  of 


a  district  might  apply  to  the  Privy  Council 
to  make  the  Act  compulsory  ;  but  there 
was  nothing  in  the  Bill  to  prevent  twenty 
paupers,  or  to  prevent  ono  man  of  property 
from  making  an  application  to  have  the 
Bill  forced  upon  the  population  of  a  whole 
union.  Last  year  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  had  introduced  a  Bill  for  the  educa- 
tion of  the  poor,  but  the  present  was  not 
a  Bill  of  tliat  character.  Every  expres- 
sion which  limited  the  Bill  to  the  education 
of  tho  poor  had  been  studiously  omitted 
from  the  Bill  of  this  year.  It  was  a  mea- 
sure providing  simply  for  elementary  edu- 
cation in  England  and  Wales,  and  it  might 
be  taken  advantage  of  by  the  middle 
classes.  [Mr.  BunOE :  Hear,  hear !] 
That  being  the  declared  object  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  must  say  he  differed 
from  him  as  to  tho  wisdom  of  the  course 
which  he  was  pursuing.  What  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  sought  to  accomplish 
was  to  impose  on  one  description  of  pro- 
perty— namely,  real  property— the  expense 
of  educating  the  various  strata  of  society, 
leaving  a  vast  amount  of  other  property 
throughout  the  country  altogether  un- 
burdened.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
moreover  did  not  make  a  fair  division  of 
the  burden  as  between  the  landlord  and 
the  occupier.  According  to  Clause  73,  if 
the  rent  of  certain  premises  were  £200  a 
year,  the  rateable  value  being  £160,  and 
the  rate  being  £8,  or  5  per  cent,  the  land- 
lord  would  have  to  pay  £5  and  the  oc- 
cupier £3;  but  this  fair  division  would 
not  last.  For  every  occupier  would  take 
the  rate  into  account  in  agreeing  upou  the 
rent  of  his  holding,  so  that  the  whole  ex- 
pense would  eventually  come  off  the  land- 
lord. This  was  unfair.  Again — Let  him 
take  the  case  of  a  millowner  whose  mill 
was  worth  £1,000  and  was  rated  at  £800. 
Such  a  man  might  be  making  £10,000  a 
year,  and  might  like  to  build  schools  for 
the  education  of  the  children  of  those  in 
his  employment.  He  would  go  to  the 
School  Committee  for  his  district  with  the 
view  to  carry  out  that  object,  and  the  re- 
sult might  be  that  every  householder  and 
landowner  would  have  to  pay  for  those 
schools,  while  his  £10,000  a  year  re- 
mained untouched,  with  the  exception  of 
the  rate  on  the  £800.  It  would  also  hap- 
pen that  those  districts  in  which  education 
was  most  required  were  those  which  were 
least  able  to  raise  a  rate  for  the  purpose. 
Taking  the  parish  of  St.  George 's-in-the- 
East,  for  instance,  he  found  that  the  popu- 
lation amounted  to   49,000 ;  the  uumhet 
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requiring  school  accommodation  to  8,166. 
The  minimum  yearly  charge  for  that  num- 
ber under  the  Bill  would  be   £8,166,  be- 
sides £2,041  for  grants  on  passes,  taking 
the  grants  at  5*.   instead  of  8*.  a  year, 
making  a  total  of  £10,207  a  year.     Now, 
the  gross  estimated  rental  for  1865  was 
£221,000,  so  that,  taking  the  minimum 
educational  rate  it  would  amount  to  5  per 
cent,  or  1«.  in  the  pound ;  and  the  poor 
rate  now  was  as  high  as  2s.  2d.,  so  that 
there  would  be  a  total  of  3«.  2d,  in  the 
pound,  irrespectiye  of  the  cost  of  inspectors 
and  other  officers.      In  Devonport  the  rate 
would  be  1«.  lOd.,  in  Plymouth  It.  b\d.f 
in  Leeds  Is,  Id.,  in  Oldham  the  same.  The 
education  rate  for  the  whole  of  England 
would  be  £4,000,000  a  year,  which  at  3 
per  cent  would  represent  £134,000,000 
taken  off  real  property.     And  what  good, 
be  would  ask,  was  it  proposed  to  effect  by 
the  Bill  ?     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  even  require  that  there  should  be  a 
certificated    master    appointed    under   its 
operation.     This  was  evident  from  Clause 
40.     It  was  a  matter  which  he  left  to  be 
decided  entirely  in    accordance   with   the 
ignorance   or  the  prejudices  of  the  rate- 
payers, and   it    had   been   shown  by  ex- 
perience that   the    Boards  of    Guardians 
always  appoint  the  cheapest  masters  they 
could  get.  Moreover,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  require  that  there  should 
be  an  examination  in  reading,  writing,  and 
arithmetic,  but  only  in  one  or  more  of  those 
branches  of   education.      This   would  be 
seen  by  a  reference  to  Clause  60.     Hence 
the  Bill  would  not  even  provide  that  a  good 
education  should  be  given,  while  creating 
a  large  expenditure,  all  of  which  was  to  be 
borne  by  real  property. 

Mr.  E.  potter  said,  he  would  be  glad 
to  give  his  support  to  the  Bill  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  ;  but  he  was  quite  satisfied  that 
the  ratepayers  in  the  larger  towns  of  this 
country  would  not  submit  to  an  educa- 
tional rate,  unless  Parliament  compelled 
the  attendance  at  school  of  those  for  whom 
the  rate  was  most  specially  needed.  There 
existed  an  appalling  amount  of  ignorance, 
which  could  only  be  removed  by  a  compul- 
sory system  of  education  for  the  labouring 
classes.  Such  a  system  would  enable  them 
in  manufacturing  towns  to  get  rid  of  the 
half-time  system,  which  was,  in  his  opinion, 
most  ineffective,  and  which  ho  had  heard 
described  as  a  perfect  sham.  Compulsory 
education  probably  meant  secular  educa- 
tion ;  but  if  this  were  given,  religious 
education  would  surely  be  brought  in  to 
Lord  Robert  MonUigu 


supplement  it.  He  hoped  his  right  h 
Friend  would  consider  the  various  poi 
to  which  his  attention  had  been  direci 
and  introduce  next  year  a  bolder  and  n 
extensive  measure  than  the  one  m 
discussion. 

Lord    FREDERICK    CAVENDl 

said,  that  a  fact  which  proved  more  cle 

than  the  number  of  attendances  at  set) 

that  education  in  this  country  was  not 

desirable  state  was,  the  uomber  of  per 

signing  the  marriage  register  with  a  m 

Twenty  years   ago  the  males  so  sigi 

were  in  the  proportion  of  32  per  cent, 

the  progress  since  made  had  only  redi 

that  proportion  to  21  per  cent ;  so 

one-fifth  of  the  population  were  unabl 

write  their  names.     Within  the  last 

years  great  attention  had  been  directe 

what  was  called  technical  education ; 

the  reason  why  mechanics*  institutes 

entirely  failed  to  give  that  species  of  < 

cation  was  because  the  young  men  att 

ing   them,   instead    of  being  qua1ifie< 

learn  science,  had   to  learn   to  read 

write  and  to  acquire  the  rudiments  of  < 

cation.     The  present  condition  of  th 

being   thus    unsatisfactory    the    qaei 

arose,  what  was  to  be  done.     For  his 

part  he  did  not  think  that  they  conic 

tain  the  end  in  view  by  an  extensioi 

the  present  system.  They  must,  he  thoa 

look  to  a  system  of  local  management 

local  taxation.     The  difficulty  was  tba 

many  places  where    education  was  i 

wanted,  the  rates  were  so  high  that  it 

almost  hopeless  to  look  forward  to  the 

position  of  an  additional  rate  ;  but,  i 

was  to  the  advantage  of  the  employe 

labour  that  the  employed  should  be 

cated,  he  would  suggest  that  the  foi 

should  defray  one-half  of  the  cost  of 

cation  and  that  the  other  half  shoul 

defrayed  by  the  ordinary  ratepayers. 

seemed  to  him  that  the  religious  diffii 

was  very  fairly  and  fully  met  by  the 

sent  measure,  and  he  hoped  that  the  i 

hon.  Gentleman  would  take  the  first  0| 

tunity  of  again  introducing  his  Bill. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  woald  not  w 
the  House  with  any  opinion  of  his  ow 
to  the  extent  to  which  education  n 
more  or  less  be  wanted ;  but  he  the 
that  the  constant  increase  of  edaei 
from  year  to  year  showed  plainly  that  t 
was  a  field  yet  to  be  occupied.  The 
question  was  in  what  manner  was  the 
sired  extension  of  education  most  Itkel 
be  accomplished.  For  many  years  \ 
had  had  the  volontary  systemi  aided  1 
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limited  degree  bj  the  State,  and  be  was 
one  of  tboBO  who  belieyed  that  the  present 
Bjstem  could  not  co-ezist  with  the  rating 
syBtem.  Ho  had  a  very  strong  opinion 
that  if  they  introduced  the  rating  Bystera 
they  would  for  a  time  paralyze  and  check 
education,  for,  while  the  voluntary  Byatem 
would  fall  off,  the  rating  Bysteni  would  not 
for  some  time  be  able  to  supply  its  place.  In 
country  districts,  where  the  population  was 
scattered,  they  would  have  district  schools 
at  such  a  distance  from  the  dwellings  of 
the  children  that  they  would  not  attend. 
If  a  more  liberal  use  had  been  made  of  the 
means  at  the  disposal  of  the  Government ; 
and  if,  instead  of  resorting  to  vexatious 
restrictions  to  prevent  people  from  coming 
for  aid,  the  hand  of  assistance  had  been 
more  freely  held  out,  the  increase  of  edu- 
cation would  have  been  greater  at  the 
present  time  than  it  actually  was.  He 
hoped  to  see  the  present  system  not  de- 
stroyed, but  fostered,  being  of  opinion  that 
any  rating  system  would  knock  it  up  many 
jears  before  supplying  its  place. 

Mr.  AKROYl)  said,  he  was  satisfied  that 
the  present  system  to  which  the  country  was 
DOW  accustomed,  if  carried  out  and  supple- 
mented, would  give  all  that  was  required 
in  the  way  of  national  education.  He  was 
indeed  surprised  that  the  existing  system 
had  done  so  much,  considering  how  it  was 
administered.  The  factory  education  sys- 
tem was  about  to  be  extended  in  all  direc- 
tions, and  when  that  was  done  there  would 
be  a  good  education  provided  for  all  the 
labouring  classes  of  the  country.  He  should 
object  to  any  proposal  to  educate  the  chil- 
dren of  the  well-to-do  labourers  and  work- 
ing men  out  of  the  rates,  and  he  believed 
that  these  classes  themselves  would  scorn 
being  assisted  by  any  such  means  in  edu- 
cating their  children.  He  believed  that  a 
compulsory  system  would  be  totally  inope- 
rative. With  respect  to  one  class,  however, 
he  would  not  object  to  the  application  of 
compulsory  provisions.  There  was  in  all 
large  towns  a  population  of  children  who 
were  left  to  wander  the  streets  uncared  for. 
He  thought  that  this  class  of  children 
should  be  compelled  to  go  to  school ;  that 
they  should  be  educated  at  the  expense  of 
funds  supplied  by  rates,  and  that  the  money 
should  be  administered  under  local  au- 
thority. There  was  only  one  other  class 
whose  education  should  come  upon  the  rates, 
and  that  was  the  class  composed  of  the  chil- 
dren of  out-door  paupers.  The  children 
of  in-door  paupers  were  now  educated  at 
the  cost  of  the  parish ;  but  the  children  of 


out-door  paupers  were  not  at  present  sent 
to  the  workhouse  to  be  educated.  The 
Quardians  had  power  to  send  them  but  the 
permissive  Act  was  really  inoperative.  Ue 
believed  that  when  the  things  to  which  he 
ad  referred  were  done  the  rating  systcmh 
would  have  been  carried  as  far  as  it  need  be. 
Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley) 
had  stated  thot  the  effect  of  the  Bill  would 
be  to  break  up  the  present  system.  Now, 
the  promoters  of  the  measure  believed  that 
it  would  have  a  totally  opposite  effect. 
They  knew  that  in  our  large  towns  es- 
pecially, and  to  some  extent  in  country 
districts,  the  present  machinery  of  educa- 
tion did  not  keep  pace  with  the  demands 
upon  it,  and  that  it  was  beyond  voluntary 
effort  to  provide  for  the  education  of  the 
large  populations  which  were  growing  up. 
The  supporters  of  the  Bill  were,  however, 
aware  that  these  efforts  had  effected  the 
greatest  possible  good,  and  they  desired  to 
supply  the  want  which  existed  without  in- 
terfering with  the  benefit  which  was  at 
present  accomplished  by  the  voluntary  sys- 
tem. They  considered  that  this  Bill  would 
accomplish  several  good  objects  and  would 
do  no  injury  to  any  class  of  the  community. 
He  did  not  think  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Robert  Montagu)  had  read  or  studied  tho 
Bill,  or  was  aware  of  the  great  public 
meetings  which  had  been  held  in  support  of 
it.  The  conditions  of  tho  Bill  could  scarcely 
be  objected  to.  One  condition  was,  that 
inasmuch  as  those  schools  would  be  sup- 
ported by  the  public  money — all  the  chil- 
dren in  the  country  should  have  free  access 
to  them.  Another  condition  was  what  was 
called  the  Conscience  Clause — that  was  a 
clause  which  not  only  respected  the  con- 
scientious feelings  of  the  parents  and 
guardians,  but  also  those  of  the  managers 
and  schoolmasters.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Bruce)  was  right  in  not  attempting  to 
push  the  present  measure  any  further  this 
Session  ;  but  if  there  was  one  thing  more 
likely  than  another  to  follow  from  a  Re- 
formed Parliament,  in  which  the  best  of  tho 
working  classes  would  have  great  influence, 
it  would  be  the  adoption  of  some  national 
means  to  meet  the  great  evil  of  want  of 
education.  An  enormous  population  could 
not  be  allowed  to  grow  up  and  be  loft  to  the 
chance  action  of  voluntary  aid.  If  the  prin- 
ciple were  acknowledged  that  the  children  of 
the  poorer  classes  should  be  taught,  then 
in  no  more  considerate  manner  could  that 
principle  be  carried  out  than  by  the  present 
Bill.    ^8  its  promoters  were  quite  aware 
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tbnt  it  would  be  a  grett  diiodvsntftge  e*en 
to  put  in  force  n  better  syBtem  nt  the  co»t 
oF  slajing  the  octioD  ot  the  present  ajelflm, 
thej  Hid  not  look  forwnrJ  to  spreading  o?6r 
the  counlrj  nt  once  a  Hjatem  ot  rating.  It 
VM  proposed  that  every  borough  ehouid 
UftTO  ail  opportunity  ot  rating  itself  and 
performing  its  part  of  lliii  great  nationnl 
duty;  but  when,  after  onreful  inquiry,  it 
appeared  from  the  report  of  a  responsible 
GoTernment  Officer,  that  there  was  educa- 
lioonl  destitoiion  in  any  district— that  the 
children  were  untaught — that  the  parents 
were  unable  or  unwilling  to  provide  them 
with  cducation^lhat  the  neigliboDrs  wore 
apathetio,  and  that  voluntary  e£Forla  were 
not  sufScient — it  was  proposed  that  then  a 
rate  for  education  should  be  compuisorily 
made.  T!ie  more  attention  was  attraotod 
to  this  subject  llie  more  sorely  would  there 
be  a  national  syetem  of  education,  and  the 
disgrace  would  cease  to  attach  to  this 
country  oF  being  almost  the  only  civiliEed 
nation  wliioh  did  not  acknowledge  it  lo  bo 
the  duty  of  the  Stale  to  provide  for  the 
elementary  education  of  the  people. 

Mr.  RAMSAT  raid,  that  the  question 
of  compulsory  education  had  been  much 
under  consideratiuii  in  Scotland,  and  the 
Reports  kid  before  Parliament  threw  great 
light  on  the  subject.  In  1859  the  Seotch 
Cnmmisaioners  of  EJucation  sent  a  gentle- 
man  to  make  inquiries  respecting  the  Frua- 
aian  aystem,  and  it  did  not  appear  from 
hia  Report  that  he  was  at  all  of  opinion  that 
compulsory  education  at  school  was  aeoured 
by  legal piinctmcnt.  He  rather  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  efficient  attendance  at 
achool  was  (he  result  of  the  sentiment  of 
the  people.  With  regard  to  America,  Mr. 
Fraser  said  that  the  law  to  secure  com- 
pulsory attendance  bad  been  totally  inop- 
erative, There  could  be  no  doubt  that  in 
tliia  eebnlry  also  any  law  of  that  kind 
would  be  inoperative,  beoause  the  people 
were  not  accustomed  to  such  interference 
on  the  part  of  the  State  with  the  duties  of 

CoLOXEL  SYKES  aaid,  he  believed  that 
in  this  country  compulsory  attendance 
would  be  supported  by  the  hearty  good-will 
of  the  parents.  Much  good  would  result 
from  compelling  the  oliildren  who  might 
be  aeon  thronging  many  streets,  utterly 
obaodonod  by  their  parents,  to  go  to  school, 
lie  regretted  tlint  it  should  have  been 
necessary  to  withdraw  the  Bill. 

Order  dttchargtd. 

Bill  withdrawn. 
Mr,  W.  E.  For»t»r 
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South  Coast,  promoted  by  the  Marine  So- 
oiety  of  Londou,  was  defeated,  because  the 
fishermen  of  Harwich,  Gravesend,  and  Fa- 
Torahani  represented  that  they  might  be 
injured  by  it.  Again,  in  1836,  when  Lord 
Morpctli,  as  Irish  Secretary,  brought  in  a 
Bill  to  give  effect  to  the'recommendations  of 
a  Commission  appointed  to  report  on  the 
fisheries  of  Ireland,  the  Scotch  Members 
—always  most  determined  foes  to  the  Irish 
fisheries — throngh  the  influence  of  the  Duke 
of  Sutherland,  caused  the  Bill  to  be  aban- 
doned, to  the  discredit  of  the  Whigs  of  that 
day.  Under  the  latter  days  of  the  Irish 
.  Parliament,  the  fisheries  flourished  ;  but 
like  other  branches  of  industry  fostered  by 
a  Native  Legislature,  they  declined  after 
the  Union,  but  rallied  when  again  encou- 
raged by  the  State.  Between  1820  and 
1830,  aid,  however,  was  prematurely  with- 
drawn from  Ireland,  although  continued 
to  Scotland  ;  and  nothing  exhibited  more 
strongly  the  flagrant  system  of  injustice 

{lursued  towards  the  former  when  at  all 
ikely  to  interfere  with  Scottish  interests 
than  the  fact  that,  since  1800  £1.250,000 
more  had  been  given  for  the  promotion  of 
the  Scotch  fisheries  than  the  Irish.  And  at 
that  moment  Scotland  was  receiving  nearly 
jS8,000  a  year  more  for  her  fisheries  than 
Ireland.  Giving  full  credit  for  everything 
expended  in  Ireland,  including  harbours, 
Scotland  had  a  special  Board  for  the  man- 
agement of  the  fisheries,  and  a  numerous 
ataff  of  inspectors,  whilst  the  Irish  fisheries 
formed  only  a  small  part  of  another  depart- 
ment, and  had  a  solitary  Inspector  for  a 
raDge  of  sea  coast  at  least  three  times 
greater.  In  spite,  however,  of  these  dis- 
advantages, just  before  the  famine  there 
were  over  100,000  men  and  boys  engaged 
in  the  fisheries,  and  nearly  20,000  vessels 
and  boats.  At  present  the  crews  were 
under  36,000,  and  the  craft  did  not  much 
exceed  9,000,  and  year  by  year  the  num- 
bers were  going  down  with  fearful  rapidity. 
This  decline  was  attributable  to  the  im- 
poverishment  of  the  fishing  population  con- 
aeqaent  on  the  famine,  and  their  inability  to 
procure  boats  and  gear,  or  keep  what  they 
had  in  repair.  The  fish  were  as  abundant 
as  ever ;  and  though  the  demand  might  bo 
less  in  Ireland  from  decrease  of  population, 
the  demand  had  increased  in  England,  and 
the  facilities  of  reaching  distant  markets 
iDcreased.  London  consumed  £5,000,000 
worth  of  fish  in  the  year,  and  the  provinces 
at  least  as  much  more.  Ireland  did  not  now 
produce  £400,000  worth  in  tho  year — not 
enough  to  supply  London  for  one  month,  and 


was  obliged  to  import  £150,000  worth  a 
year  from  Norway,  Newfoundland,  and  Scot- 
land, to  supply  her  wants  ;  the  seaboard  of 
Holland  was  not  half  that  of  Ireland,  and 
yet  450,000  Dutch  once  supported  them- 
selves by  fishing ;  those  wlio  tilled  the 
soil  in  Ireland  were  under  1,000,000,  so 
that  if  they  were  altogether  deprived  of 
I  the  land,  they  ought  to  be  able  to  gain  a 
livelihood  out  of  the  surrounding  seas. 
Estimating  very  moderately,  the  fisheries 
ought  to  produce  £2,000.000  worth,  and 
oysters  as  much  more,  instead  of  hardly 
£50,000  as  at  present.  At  Whitstablo 
out  of  less  than  three  square  miles  of  sea 
bottom  £300,000  worth  a  year  of  oysters 
were  sometimes  dredged.  Three  years 
ago  he  introduced  a  Bill  with  a  view  of 
putting  tho  fisheries  in  a  better  position, 
and  after  two  years'  struggling  and  discou- 
ragement from  the  then  Government, 
thanks  chiefly  to  the  noble  Earl  opposito 
(the  Earl  of  Mayo)  bo  obtained  a  Select 
Committee  last  year.  After  two  months' 
examination  of  witnesses  they  amended 
the  Bill,  and  reported  in  favonr  of  his 
views.  In  the  amended  form  he  then  pre* 
sented  the  Bill  to  the  House.  Its  leading 
provisions  were  removing  the  control  from 
the  Treasury  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  con* 
stituting  a  Department  independent  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  removing  certain  re- 
strictions on  particular  modes  of  fishing, 
and  making  loans  for  erection  of  curing 
houses,  and  purchase  of  boats  and  gear. 
But  the  very  essence  of  the  Bill  consisted 
in  the  clauses  empowering  loans  — they 
were  the  pivot  on  which  everything  turned, 
and  if  not  granted  he  would,  for  his  part, 
prefer  to  throw  up  the  Bill,  as  he  felt  they 
were  the  chief  means  by  which  the  fisheries 
would  be  saved  from  further  decline.  The 
former  system  of  Government  loans,  the 
loans  of  the  Society  of  Friends,  and  of  the 
Society  for  bettering  the  condition  of  the 
Irish  poor  had  done  much  good,  and  had 
been  attended  by  no  loss.  The  evidence 
in  favour  of  the  4oans  he  proposed  given 
before  tho  Select  Committee  was  conclu- 
sive. The  Inspecting  Commissioners  of 
Coast  Guards  were  unanimous  as  to  the 
good  they  would  do,  and  in  the  Report  of 
the  Inspecting  Commissioner  of  Fisheries, 
besides  strong  recommendations  in  favour 
of  the  loan  system,  it  was  stated —  ^ 

"  I  have  heard  of  no  instance  of  a  fisherman 
having  been  implicated  in  the  wild  and  wicked 
projects  of  Fenianism." 

When  the  good  that  was  accomplished  was 
compared  to  the  means  required,  he  thought 
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no   wise   or   paternal   Qofemment  would  |  loui  to  the  1 

heiitftto  one  moment  about   putting  into  trj  would 

execution  tlio   Buggcstion  offoreJ  by    tlie]  progreMive 
Select    Commitleo    and    other    competent' lource  of  i 

authority.     Only  £50.000  was  required,  I  England, 

spread  over  a  number  of  years,  not  at  a  "  one  who  ( 

{ift,  but  Bilvancetl  on  well-secured  loans.!  and  unequa 

low  little  the  Emperor   of   the    French  I  coun eels,  ai 

would  think  of    expending   euch   a  sum,  [  hit  cares," 

OTen  aa  a  mere  eipcnmcnt,  for  tlie  benefit  |  the  paasion 

of  Ills  people.     At  present  France  Toted :  up  the  reco 

£250,000  a  year  for  the  promotion  of  her  —  ie  now  i 

Bshories.     The  prosperilj  of  Dutch  fiahe- '  the    kindly 

rice  w OH  mainly  owing  lo  the  encourage' !  distinguiahe 

meat    given    by    that    GoTcrnment,    and  ruary,  1847 

Sweden  was  then  making  great  and  tnost  "  It  mijr  be 

Buocea«ful  efforts  for  the   promotion  of  the  Iriihenierpr' 
Norway    fisheries.     It    was    a    great 
preach  to   England    to    allow  auch  a 
source  to  decay  as  the  Irish  fisheries 
done  ;  and  if  no  effort  was  made  to  arrest 
the  decline  it  would  be  a  deep  disgrace, 
nod  afford  good  ground  fur  the  nsHcrlion 
that  England  was  indifferent  lo  the  inte- 
rests of  Ireland.     He  supposed  when  he 

sat  down,   ho    would    have    some    Scotch  bj  cmigrali 

Members,    as   nlways   occurred    when    he  Hq  better  a 

broufrht   the   subject   before    the    House,  fftTour  of  t1 

slarliug  up  to  dispute  anything  heiug  done  warding  sm 

for  the  Irish  fisheries,  on  the  grounds  of  t|iQ  nobie  1 

political  economy.     But  ho  had  the  autho-  Qoreromen 

rity  of  two  of  the  most  eminent  authorities  up  by  him  t 

on  that  science  — the  hon.   Meinhera  for  on  Irish  Bb 

Westminster  and  Brighton — for  saying  it  "itisKwi 

was  consistent  with    its  principles  to  put  taBm  so  Urj 

the  implement  of  his   industry   into  the  Mow,  or  lei 

hands  of   the  willing   labourer,  and  that  ^jli^""^^™'! 

the  fisherman  was  just  as  well  entitled  to  "*"  '""  ™ 
a  loan,  if  he  gave  satisfactory  se 
the  landlord  or  iho  tenant  for  the  improTc 
nicnt  of  his  land,  ns  proposed  by  the  Land 
Bill  of  the  noble  Earl.  The  antecedents 
of  the  present  Qorernment  nere  good  with 
regard  lo    the    Irish    fisheries.     The  late 

Lord  George  Bentinck  in  1847  was  most  . 

aniious  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  ;  and  P""*  °°  *'»" 

the  present  Head  of  the  GoTernment  on  If  the  Gove 

the  15tb  of  May,  1847,  sealously  seconded  lima  to  pa 

his  unfortunately  unsuccessful    efforts    to  advances,  1 

compel  the  Ministry  to  grant  a  Select  Com-  unanimity  c 

niittee  lo  inquire  into  the  Irish  fisheries,  There    ne?i 

with  a  view  of  ascertaining  the  measures  when  a  Goi 

necessary  to  render  them  more  beneficial  uity  of  doii 

to  the  people.  The  twontyyears  whicUhavo  and  outlay 

pasted  since  the  death  of  that  lamented  strongly  fe 

and  warm  friend  of  Ireland  serve  to  prove  Ireland— ai 

the  wisdom  of  bis  generous  policy  ns  re-  towards  rei 

gardcd  the  Irish    railways  and   fisheries,  poverty  anii 

IJad  his  enlightened   views  been  carried  empluyinen 

out,  there  can  be  little  doubt  that  without  Ireland,  at: 
Mr,  hlah 
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Rojal  and  meroantile  marine  kept  up  ;  ai 
it  ahould  not  be  forgotten  when  the  fisher- 
men were  flourishing  under  the  Irish  Par- 
liament that  the  latter  foted  10,000 
men  to  help  to  roan  the  British  fleet 
during  the  American  war.  At  all  events, 
if  Oovernment  would  not  pass  the  Bill 
this  jear,  be  hoped  that  the  noble  Earl 
would  not  refuse  to  allow  it  to  be  read  a 
aeeond  time,  as  that  would  help  it  passing 
on  a  future  occasion.  He  hoped  somo  aid 
would  be  given  this  year  in  the  way  of 
loans  out  of  the  Irish  Representative 
Fund — even  £5,000  would  go  some  way 
nntil  legislation  would  be  had — and  that 
oyster  instructors  would  he  appointed.  He 
asked  the  Government  to  do  so  much  if 
they  would  not  go  to  the  full  extent  they 
ought  this  year  ;  and  he  trusted  that  when 
the  Premier  next  stated  his  policy  with 
regard  to  Ireland,  that  the  development  of 
her  valuable  but  neglected  fisheries  would 
form  part  of  his  programme. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON,  in  second- 
ing the  Motion,  said,  there  was  no  branch 
of  trade  in  Ireland  in  so  much  decay,  and 
which  so  much  required  assistance,  as  the 
tea  fisheries.  He  hoped  and  expected  that 
the  House  would  sanction  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  which  had  been  introduced,  in 
order  to  develop  this  branch  of  Irish  indus- 
try. There  was  no  decrease  in  the  quan- 
tity of  fish  to  be  found  in  the  seas  sur- 
rounding Ireland;  but  the  number  of  fisher- 
men had  decreased,  and  this,  to  his  mind, 
proved  that  there  was  something  radically 
wrong  in  the  present  system,  and  that  it 
was  desirable  to  assist  the  poor  fishermen 
in  providing  themselves  with  the  means  of 
taking  the  fish  and  bringing  them  to 
market.  During  the  last  ten  years,  the 
somber  of  both  men  and  ships  engoged  in 
the  Irish  deep  sea  fishery  had  diminished 
more  then  one-half,  and  the  industry  could 
only  only  be  revived  by  a  loan  of  public 
money,  and  by  its  being  placed  under  the 
aoperintendence  of  competent  and  active 
Inspectors.  The  present  inspectors  were 
oflicers  of  the  Board  of  Works,  who  were 
engaged  one  day  in  considering  the  advisa- 
bility of  granting  a  loan  for  drainage  works 
in  Ulster,  another  day  in  deciding  whether 
n  fence  should  be  erected  in  Phcdnix  Park, 
or  whether  a  railing  should  be  re-gilt,  and 
on  the  following  day  had  to  form  them- 
lelvea  into  a  Fishery  Board  and  plunge 
into  the  difficult  subject  of  nets  and 
meshes,  trawling,  and  so  on.  One  of  the 
most  important  parts  of  the  Bill  was  that 
which  placed  the  new  inspectors  under  the 

YOL.  CXCU.     [XBZ&D  SHBZX8.] 


control  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The  de- 
crease of  supply  had  been  greater  this  year 
than  formerly,  which  showed  that  some- 
thing must  be  done  at  once.  He  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  sanction  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  would  take 
the  matter  into  consideration  during  the 
Recess,  with  the  view  of  introducing  a  Bill 
upon  the  subject  early  next  Session. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time."— (If r.  Blake.) 

Mr.  graves  said,  he  should  support 
the  Bill,  and  he  regretted  that  there  were 
not  more  Bills  of  such  a  practical  cha- 
racter brought  forward  for  Ireland.  When 
on  a  visit  to  that  country,  he  was  struck 
with  the  indifference  to  this  important 
branch  of  trade.  He  was  led  to  believe 
that  the  Irish  fisheries  were  greatly  neg- 
lected by  the  Board  of  Works.  No  sheds 
were  erected  in  which  the  fish  might  be 
cured,  and  no  standard  value  was  placed 
upon  the  fish  as  was  the  case  in  Scotland, 
and  thus  the  Irish  fish  only  commanded  a 
very  low  price  in  foreign  markets.  He 
hoped  that  the  Bill  would  pass  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session. 

General  DUNNE  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time.  There  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  passing  the  Bill  this  Session, 
for  they  were  all  pretty  well  agreed  upon 
what  was  wanted.  The  present  Board  of 
Commissioners  had  failed  to  discharge 
their  duties,  and  they  were  annually  re- 
newing, by  their  appointment,  a  state  of 
**  do  nothing."  Irish  Members  were  agreed 
not  only  upon  the  main  principles  but  also 
upon  the  details  of  the  measure,  and  what 
was  required  for  Ireland,  consequently, 
the  Bill  need  not  be  long  in  Committee* 
He  urged  the  Government,  if  possible,  to 
pass  the  Bill  this  Session.  The  Treasury 
was  the  great  difficulty  in  this,  as  in  all 
matters  relating  to  Ireland.  They  were 
always  ready  to  take  money  from  Ireland, 
but  they  were  not  so  ready  to  give  Ireland 
even  what  belonged  to  her. 

Mr.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  that 
by  the  I5th  clause  of  the  Bill  the  owner  of 
a  foreshore  might  lay  down  oyster  beds  at 
low  water  mark  ;  but  if  he  did  not  any 
other  person  might  do  so  without  his  con- 
sent, the  consent  of  the  Commissioners 
being  sufficient.  This  was  an  interference 
with  private  property  which  he  thought  the 
House  ought  not  to  allow, 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  that  by  the  law  aa 
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it  at  prMent  ilood  va  owner  might  plut 
beda  wilbio  ten  miles  on  either  liBo  of  hU 
propertj. 

CoLONXL  FRENCH  B>id,  the  Crown  bid 
been  defeated  on  tlie  question  of  fore- 
Bhores  in  Scotland.  If  Iriib  Memben 
wero  united,  the  Bime  could  be  done  for 
Ireland.  As  this  Bill  had  gone  ihroDgh 
the  ecrutinj  of  a  Select  Cooimiltoe,  he 
wished  to  knoiT  wliy  it  Bhonld  not  proceed. 
He  thought  that,  a»  there  were  not  man; 
Irish  Bill*  befure  the  Hooie,  the  present 
one  might  be  passed  this  Sesaion.  There 
was  pientj  of  time  to  eorrj  it  through 
Parliament.  It  would  prove  «  fsluahle 
measure  for  Ireland.  If  thej  wished  to 
promote  the  Irish  fisheries,  the;  must 
adopt  the  Bill  end  lake  their  nmnagement 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  Board  of  Works. 
Thej  onlj  asked  for  their  own  mouejr  with 
which  to  proniote  local  inleresti. 

The  Earl  op  MAYO  said,  he  should 
be  the  last  to  underrate  the  iniporlanoa  of 
the  question  with  which  the  Bill  proposed 
to  deal.  It  was  quite  true  that  the  Irish 
flaheries  were  in  a  languishing  oandilion  ; 
and  there  was  hardljr  anj  subject  more 
worthj  to  occupy  tlie  time  ond  attention 
of  the  House.  In  his  opinion  (ha  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  (Ur.  Blake)  hod 
done  great  and  Taluahle  publio  serTJee  in 
bringing  this  question  furward.  He  thought 
tint  the  decrease  in  the  number  of  persons 
■aid  to  be  engaged  in  this  branah  of  in- 
dustrj  had  been  over-estimated,  and  he 
proposed  to  Institute  an  ioquirj  during  the 
Butumn,  by  whiuh  the  uxaet  number  of  the 
perrons  so  engaged  might  be  aseerteined. 
The  decrease  was  no  doubt  out  of  propor- 
tion to  tlie  decrease  of  the  population  ; 
but  he  doubted  if  the  number  said  to  hare 
been  formerly  employed  could  be  relied  on 
as  consisting  of  persons  engaged  solely  in 
that  branch  of  industry.  He  wni  not  san- 
guine, hooefer,  about  tha  possibility  of 
passing  the  present  Bill  during  this  Ses- 
sion ;  for  there  were  difficult  and  delicate 
matters  of  detail  to  be  settled  before  any 
■atisfactory  oouolusion  oould  be  arrired  at. 
The  Bill  proposed  to  create  a  centra) 
Kuthority,  which  should  form  a  portion  of 
the  Irish  OorernmeDt.  There  were  to  be 
tbree  Commissioners,  who  were  to  bare 
Jurisdiction  orer  the  river  aa  well  as  the 
•ea  fisheries.  This  would  be  a  great  im- 
provement upon  the  present  system,  under 
which  no  member  of  the  Qovernmeut  was 
responsible  for  the  acts  of  the  fishery  in- 
spectors. He  must,  however,  point  out 
that  there  was  In  eiistence  a  Special  Corn- 
ier. Blakt 
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tlM  raCepajMn  of  a  eovntj  repreiented  to 
the  GoTerDment  that  money  might  be  ad- 
▼anoed  on  euring-housea,  that  might  be 
littened  to.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  the  oyster  fishery,  he  felt  that  there  was 
no  industry  which  was  capable  of  greater 
development  in  Ireland ;  and  he  might  re- 
remark  that  the  extraordinary  loss  and 
failure  which  had  occurred  in  the  experi- 
ments made  in  this  direction  in  England 
had  not  extended  to  Ireland.  He  belioTed 
that  in  the  bays  and  inlets  on  the  West 
eoast  of  Ireland  there  would  be  a  much 
better  chance  of  success.  He  had  already 
liroBgbt  the  matter  under  the  notice  of  the 
GoTemment,  and  he  was  in  hopes  that 
•tepa  would  be  taken  to  ascertain  to  what 
•xtent  and  by  what  means  the  culture  of 
ojstera  had  been  successful  in  France,  in 
order  that  that  information  might  be  made 
vte  of  to  promote  the  culture  on  Irish 
•oaats.  He  felt  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  legislate  upon  this  subject  during  the 
present  Session,  and  he  wished  it  to  be 
understood  that  there  were  several  points 
in  which  he  did  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
If  ember  for  Waterford  ;  but  as  he  approved 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  he  should  not 
oppose  the  second  reading. 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  that  in 
England  there  were  no  Commissioners  to 
frome  by-laws  for  the  regulation  of  fishe- 
riea»  and  he  must  deprecate  the  appoint- 
ment of  three  fresh  Commissioners  in 
Ireland.  The  Sea  Fisheries  Commission 
which  reported  two  years  ago  did  not  re- 
eommend  the  continuance  of  restrictions. 
He  concurred  in  all  that  had  just  fallen 
firom  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  and  was  also 
desirous  of  guarding  himself  from  being 
■nppoied  to  sanction  the  principle  of  loans 
to  the  fishermen  for  the  purchase  of  boats 
ftnd  fishing  gear.  If  such  loans  were  once 
^rented  he  could  not  see  why  the  fishermen 
of  Cornwall  and  other  parts  of  our  coasts 
would  not  also  have  a  claim  upon  the 
pnblio  money,  or  how  loans  could  be  re- 
fused to  other  branches  of  industry  in 
Seotland  or  in  this  country. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  the  main 
objection  of  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  just 
not  down  to  the  granting  of  loans  to  the 
Irish  fishermen  was  that  if  this  were  done 
for  Ireland  it  should  be  done  for  Scotland 
and  England.  His  answer  was  that  Ire- 
land was  a  more  backward  country  than 
oither  Scotland  or  England.  Government 
might  very  properly  undertake  to  do  things 
for  a  country  which  was  industrially  back- 
ward, which  no  one  could  expect  from  them 


in  the  ease  of  a  country  which  was  in  a 
more  advanced  and  prosperous  condition. 
This  consideration  was  of  all  the  more 
weight  when  it  was  remembered  that  the 
industrial  backwardness  of  Ireland  was,  in 
a  great  measure,  attributable  to  the  past 
legislation  of  this  country.  For  a  long 
period  English  legislators,  without  distinc- 
tion of  party,  employed  themselves  in 
crushing  this  and  most  other  branches  of 
Irish  enterprise.  It  was  therefore  incum- 
bent on  us,  now  that  we  were  wiser  and  able 
to  look  upon  our  past  conduct  with  shame, 
to  legislate  in  an  opposite  direction,  and 
even  to  risk  if  necessary  the  loss  of  small 
sums  of  money  to  advance  that  industry 
which  we  had  formerly  endeavoured  to 
retard. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  timOt  and  committed 
for  Mondaif  next. 

rKIVEBSZTT  ELBCnOirS  (VOTJNa  PAPEBS) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Jaiocb  Fsbsubsoit,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  use  of  Voting 
Papers  in  Electioni  for  the  Universities,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  bjr  Sir  Jamks  FsBoussoir  and 
Mr.  AnoRvaT  GairaRAL  for  Irslakd. 
Bill  ;?rtfMii^£(,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  187.] 

C0V6UL1B  KASBI10S8  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Jncxs  Fiaaussoir,  Bill  for 
removing  doubts  as  to  the  Taliditjr  of  certain 
Marriages  between  British  Subjects  in  China  and 
elsewhere,  and  for  amending  the  Law  relating  to 
the  Marriage  of  British  Subjects  in  Foreign 
Countries-  wdertd  to  be  brought  in  bjr  Sir  Jamxs 
FxBovssoM  and  Mr.  Secretary  Gathobki  Hardy. 
Bill  jMVftffUtfcJ;  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  188.] 

House  acyoamed  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'olook. 
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tCepert  —  Votcn    in    Diifranohlisd    Borontbi  *  i 

(153);  Mgnicip.1  Rule  (Edinburgh)"  (187). 

Tliird  Reading— RtVgioat,  Aa.  BnildiDp  (Sitct)  * 
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Royal  Aitent—  Slockbrokeri  (Iretnnd)  [31  A  32  i 
riVI.c.  31];  Enilowfrl  Seliooli  [31  A  33  Wet.  a. 
331 ;  Rpgi-trniion  of  Wrils  ^Seoiliinrl)  [31  A  33  \ 
Vict.  e.  31]  ;  Cotton  .Swtistic.  [31  A  32  TiW.  e. 
3a]  ;  Duolir  of  Cornwnll  Amendment  [31  4  33  | 
Vttt.  a.  as] :  Documentarr  Kvidence  [31  A  S3 
V>el.  0.  37] :  Unelnimed  Priis  Money  (Indii) 
[31  t  33  Vict,  e,  3S]  :  Alknli  Ael,  IBSa,  Pei^ 
pelu«iion[31  A  33'  I'lrt.o.  30]  :  Juro 
-"       ■      ■■  -"■     ■    33  Vint.  0. 
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rnjt  [31  &  33  Vicl.  0.  80  t;  Pier  and  llnrboui 
Orders  Conflininlion,  ic'  [31  &  33  Vict,  e 
46]];  I'iei-  and  Unrbour  Orden  Cooflrnulion 
(Np.2)[31&33  VtW.o.l?]. 

ESTABLISHED   CHURCB  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

(Earl  ararmilU.) 

(no.  157.)    SEConit  BSiHTsa. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read-  i 
iug  read.  | 

BiKL  QBANTILLE,  in  moving  that  the  i 
Bill  be  now  lead  the  lecond  time,  aaid  ;  i 
Uy  Lordi,  it  is  not  Ihe  first  time  that  I 
hare  had  tlie  honour  of  proposing  meainiea 
of  im  per  tan  CO  to  jour  Lordehipi,  nor  is  it 
the  first  time  that  1  have  required  all  yoar 
indulgence  to  enable  me  to  perform  the  I 
ta«k.  Your  Lordibips  may  have  obBerved  I 
that  after  the  firat  reading  of  this  Bill  I 
there  traa  a  kind  of  race  between  two  no-  I 
ble  Lorda  who  ihould  fint  give  a  Notice  of  , 
IXotion  for  iti  rejection.  I  hardly  know 
whether  I  ought  to  regrot  or  feel  pleasure 
that  my  noble  Friend  on  the  crou-Uenches  : 
(Earl  Orey)  won  that  race.  Nobody  ig 
better  aware  than  I  am  of  the  infinite  ' 
power  end  fertility  of  the  objections  which 
my  noble  Friend  can  raise  to  any  course 
which  is  not  precisely  that  which  he  has 
shaped  J  aDd,  as  I  shall  be  the  only  Peer  . 
to  precede  him,  I  shall  be  expoted  to  the 
full  force  of  his  cnticiam.  At  the  same 
time,  I  am  aware  that  my  noble  Friend 
will  lay  down  principlea  and  apply  those 
prinoiplea  in  a  manner  which  must  be 
completely  repugnant  to  the  argumenta 
that  will  probably  be  urged  by  his  com- 1 

Cititor  in  the  race,  the  noble  and  learned  ^ 
ord  on  the  "Woolsack.  I  hope  your 
Lordsbipa  will  give  me  oredit  for  some 
magnanimity  if  I  say  that  I  wish  no  greater 
punishment  to  either  of  the  noble  Lords ! 
than  that  which  they  will  hare  to  undergo 
— the  noble  and  learned  Lord  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  in  hearing  the ' 
terms  which  will  be  used  in  proposing 
the   Motion    for    which  they    are   about  I 
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about  to  be  made  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons by  Lord  Mayo,  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  and  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet, 
"with  regard  to  Ireland.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister made  the  same  reference  in  the  de- 
claration he  made  that  that  policy  would 
be  of  "a  truly  Liberal "  character.  Ac- 
cordingly, Lord  Mayo  made  the  promised 
statement.  He  said  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  Keform  Bill  that  it  was  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  abandon  that 
measure.  He  said  also  that  tho  question 
of  the  Irish  Railways  would  be  referred  to 
a  Committee.  With  regard  to  the  land 
question  he  promised  a  certain  amount  of 
legislation  ;  but  said  that  could  not  be 
finally  settled  without  further  inquiry, 
and  that  also  he  proposed  to  refer  to  a 
Commission.  The  subject  of  primary  edu- 
cation was  also  to  be  referred  to  a  Com- 
mission. With  regard  to  the  education  of 
the  upper  and  middle  classes  among  the 
Boman  Catholics,  I  beg  leave  to  read  the 
words  of  Lord  Mayo's  declaration.  He 
■aid — 

'*It  11  proposed,  in  the  first  instance,  thht  a 
ebarter  should  be  granted  in  the  same  wajr  that 
a  ebarter  was  granted  to  the  Queen's  University ; 
that  the  goTerning  body,  under  the  original  con- 
stitution, should  consist  of  a  Chancellor,   Vice- 


the  speech  as  reported  in  The  Time$  and 
in  Hansard,  Thus  after  giving  some  ac- 
count of  the  evil  consequences  of  leveling 
down,  Lord  Mayo  is  reported  in  Ths  Times 
and  in  Hansard  to  have  said — 

"  I  believe  the  arrangement  we  propose  is  emi- 
nently suited  to  the  people  of  Ireland." 

That  passage  is  omitted  in  the  revised 
speech.  Again,  in  speaking  of  the  Pres^ 
byterians,  Lord  Mayo  said — 

**  The  Presbyterians  now  receive  a  grant  from 
this  llouse,  which  is  miserable  in  amount,  and 
totally  inadequate  to  their  requirements." 

That  is  the  passage  according  to  the  re- 
vised speech.  In  The  Times  report  a  sen- 
tence is  added  that  ho  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  the  Protestant  Church  would 
not  at  all  object  to  an  alteration  of  their 
position.  With  regard  to  the  Irish  Church, 
Lord  Mayo  said — 

''Justice  and  policy  may  demand  a  greater 
equalization  of  ecclesiastical  arrangements  than 
now  exists.  If  it  is  desired  to  make  our  Ghurolies 
more  equal  in  position  thnn  they  are,  this  result 
should  be  secured  by  elevation  and  restoration, 
and  not  by  confiscation." 

In  the  report  of  2^  Times,  and  in  Hansard, 
it  runs  thus — 

"  There  would  not,  I  believe,  be  any  objection 
to  make  nil  Churches  equal,  but  the  result  must 


Chancellor,  four  Prelates,  the  President  of  May-    ^^  secured  by  elevation,  and  not  by  confiscation 


nooih,  six  Laymen,  the  heads  of  tho  Colleges  to 
be  at  first  affiliated,  and  five  Members  to  be 
4rt«eted,  to  represent  the  five  educational  faculties, 
mil  being  Roman  Catholics." 

Then  he  explained  how  future  vacancies 
were  to  be  filled  up,  and  after  some  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  such  a  University,  he 
went  on  to  say — 

**  With  regard  to  endowment,  it  will  be  essential, 
of  course,  it  Parliament  agree  to  the  proposal,  in 
the  first  instance  to  provide  for  the  necessary  ex- 
penses of  the  University — that  is  to  sny,  tho  ex- 
pmaes  of  officers  of  the  University,  of  the  Univer- 
sity Professors,  and  also  to  make  some  provision 
for  a  building.  It  is  possible  that  if  Parliament 
Approve  the  scheme  it  may  not  be  indisposed  to 
•mlow  certain  University  scholarships.  But,  with 
regmrd  to  the  endowment  of  Colleges,  it  is  impos- 
sible to  make  any  proposal  of  that  nature  at  pre- 
sent, and  to  that  extent  the  question  will  be  left 
open  to  further  consideration/^ 

That  was  the  declaration  made  by  Lord 
ICayo  with  regard  to  the  University.  With 
regard  to  the  Church  of  Ireland,  the  noble 
Iiord  entered  into  still  longer  details,  de- 
.precating  the  principle  of  levelling  down  ; 
and  there  were  certain  passages  which 
yonr  Lordships  will  perhaps  allow  me  to 
read.  Now,  I  am  in  some  diflSculty  here, 
because  I  was  not  aware  until  lately  that 


These  are  the  statements  that  were  made 
at  that  time,  and  I  believe  there  is  no 
doubt  as  to  what  were  the  inferences  then 
drawn  from  them  by  the  great  majority 
of  those  who  heard  or  who  read  them. 
"With  regard  to  the  establishment  of  a  Ro- 
man Catholic  University,  it  clearly  ap- 
peared from  those  statements  that  it  was 
intended  to  propose  the  endowment  of  an 
exclusively  Catholic  University  in  Ireland, 
and  that  with  respect  to  the  endowment  of 
the  Colleges  the  Government  would  make 
no  declaration  at  present,  but  that  that 
point  should  be  left  for  further  considera- 
tion. But  with  reference  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  the  inference  drawn  at  the 
time  was  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
bad  no  distinct  plan,  but  that  they  had 
sketched  out  a  policy — namely,  that  of  the 
concurrent  endowment  of  the  Episcopa- 
lian, the  Presbyterian,  and  the  Roman 
Catholic  Churches.  Those  inferences,  I 
am  aware,  were  contradicted,  but  not 
until  about  two  months  after  the  state- 
ment was  made.  I  do  not  wish  on  this 
occasion  to  inquire  in  the  slightest  degree 
whether  the  explanations  afterwards  given 
were  satisfactory,  at  all  events  to  minds 


Iiord  Mayo  had  published  a  revised  edition   not  well  constituted  for  understanding  that 
of  his  speech,  differing  in  some  parts  from  |  which  is  not  olear  ;  nor  will  I  enter  into 
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the  qnMtion  whether  it  wai  right  for  the 
OoTemment  to  have  allowed  their  inten- 
tion! to  be  misrepresented  during  so  long 
K  time  without  due  explanation.  All  I 
will  say  is  that,  if  the  announcement  of 
their  policy  had  been  even  less  definite 
than  it  was,  it  would,  in  my  opinion,  have 
been  the  duty  of  the  Opposition  to  take 
some  action  on  the  matter.  The  Govern- 
ment did  show  some  conciliatory  disposi- 
tion towards  the  other  religious  communi- 
ties in  Ireland,  though  their  manner  of 
doing  it  I  could  not  approve.  And  it  could 
not  have  been  conceived — after  the  intima- 
tion they  had  given  of  their  intentions  on 
that  subject — that  the  •'  truly  Liberal 
policy  "  spoken  of  by  the  Prime  Uinister 
meKut  nothing  more  than  that  things  were 
to  remain  abgolutelj  in  itatu  quo,  only  on 
the  understanding  that  the  nambor  of  Ro- 
man Catholic  chaplains  in  prisons  sod  in 
workhouses  should  not  be  diminished,  The 
Opposition,  believing,  as  I  have  said,  in 
the  necessity  of  accompanying  measures 
of  coercion  with  sound  measures  of  con- 
ciliation and  remedy,  aud  having  the  assur- 
ance that  there  was  springing  up  in  Ire- 
land a  feeling  almost  of  despair  as  to  ob- 
taining from  the  Imperial  Parliament  a 
settlement  of  some  of  the  questions  which 
itA  people  had  deeply  at  heart,  deemed  it 
impossible  that  tbey  could  appear  in  the 
eyes  of  England  and  Scotland  as  well  as 
of  Ireland  to  acquiesce  in  the  policy  or  no 
policy  of  the  Government.  In  consequence 
of  that  conclusion  the  Opposition  have 
had  imputed  to  them  motives  of  an  almost 
dishonourable  character.  Afy  Lords,  I  am 
•troDgly  in  favour  of  party  Government, 
end  I  believe  that  anybody  who  broke  up 
that  party  Qovernment  nould  injure  our 
representative  iuHtitulions.  At  the  same 
time,  I  hold  that  lo  adopt  any  principle 
in  which  you  do  not  believe  for  the  sake 
of  a  political  or  a  party  advantage  is  highly 
dishonourable.  Oo  the  other  hand,  the 
promotion  of  great  principles,  the  advance- 
ment of  a  great  question  when  a  favour- 
able moment  presents  ilaelf,  is  one  of  the 
most  glorious  operations  of  party  Qovem-  < 
ment  in  this  country.  A  right  rev.  Friend  ' 
of  mine  opposite  lately  made  an  eloquent 
speech  on  this  subject,  of  the  opinions 
expressed  in  which  I  do  not  in  the  least  I 
oomplain.  That  such  opinions  should  be 
entertained  by  members  of  the  Episcopal 
iJenoh  is  extremely  natural ;  but  I  do 
regret  that  my  right  rev.  Friend  should 
have  permitted  himself  to  impute  un- 
worthy motives  to  those  who  difer  irom 
X»rl  Qrtmvilh 
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Sewioii  of  last  year,  at  a  time  when  the 
OoTernment  appeared  to  be  in  great  diffi- 
onlties — ^we  were  not  then  aware  of  the 
great  tenacity  of  life  which  it  has  since 
exhibited — and  when  it  seemed  likely  that 
it  would  succumb  to  the  difficulties  which 
surrounded  it.     Mr.  Gladstone  then  spoke 
to  me  on  the  ooorse  which  any  possible 
Liberal  Government  might  have  to  take. 
Among  other  things,  he  said,  ''  There  is 
one  question  which  any  Liberal  Qovern* 
ment  must  be  prepared  to  deal  with ;  it  is 
the  Irish  Church.''  He  said,  *'  I  am  aware 
oi  the  difficulties  of  the  question.     I  am 
aware  that  that  Government  will  run  the 
xisk  of  being  destroyed  in  the  endeavour, 
and  even  the  party  of  being  broken  up 
again  on  that  very  question ;  but  it  is  a 
duty  from  which  a  Liberal  Government 
oannot  in  honour  shrink."    My  Lords,  I 
believe  I  have  told  you  the  precise  words, 
I  am  quite  snre  I  have  told  you  the  precise 
anbstanoe  of  my  right  hon.  Friend's  re- 
marka.     They  made  an  impression  upon 
me  at  the   time,  and  I  know  there  are 
other  political  Friends  of  mine  and  of  Mr. 
GladaUme  who  at  the  same  time  received 
from  him  the  same  declaration,  and  to  them 
I  eould  point  if  —  as  I  believe  is  quite 
impoeaible^your  Lordships  should  enter- 
lain  the  slightest  doubt  as  to  what  I  have 
|aet  atated.     I  am  justified,  therefore,  I 
tkink,  in  feeling  some  indignation  at  fiud- 
img  it  imputed  to  Mr.  Gladstone  that  he 
lUM  tried  to  steal  a  mean  political  advan- 
tage when  I  am  personally  aware  of  the 
liik  and  the  sacrifice  that  he  was  prepared 
to  encounter.     The  Opposition  then  had 
to  take  a  course.  .   1  am  extremely  curious 
to  know  what  is  the  course  which  my 
Mble  Friend  on  the   oross- Benches  will 
anggeat  that  the  Opposition  ought  to  have 
taken.     I  have  thought  much  on  the  sub- 
Joetp  but  I  really  cannot  come  to  any  oon- 

•  aloaion  on  the  matter;  but  I  do  hope  it  is 
inpoiaible  that  my  noble  Friend  will  sug- 
geaty  under  the  circumstances  I  have  stated, 
Viat  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Opposition — 
that  it  would  have  become  them — to  have 
annained  perfectly  quiescent  under  the 
Mgne  assurances  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
■atnment,  and  to  have  waited  until  the 

•  fitovemment  thought  fit  to  adopt  any  par- 
;;ti0iilar  plan  which  my  noble  Friend  might 
/  dietate  to  them  and  the  country.  It  was 
-.  impoaaible  for  any  one  not  in  the  Govern- 

aaant  to  propose  any  general  Bill  dealing 
;  «ith  the  complicated  and  difficult  details 
'  iaanentnd  with  the  disestablishment  of  the 

Iriih  Choroh.    On  the  other  hand,  an 


abstract  Eesolution  was  bad  in  itself;  it 
was  still  worse  when  you  consider  that 
the  inefficiency  of  previous  abstract  Beso- 
lutions  was  fresh  in  the  memory  of  the 
Irish  people,     We  resolved  to  take  another 
step,  one  which,  while  it  gave  the  people 
of  Ireland  an  earnest  of  the  good- will  of 
the  present  House  of  Commons,  without 
fettering  in  the  slightest  degree  the  dis- 
cretion   of  a  future  Parliament,  enabled 
them  to  deal  with  the  question  with  more 
ease  and  less  embarrassment  than  they  could 
otherwise  could  have  done.     The  Resolu- 
tions proposed  to  and  adopted  by  the  other 
House  are  so  famous  that  I  need  hardly 
read  the  substance  of  them  to  your  Lord- 
ships.    They  are  embodied  in   the  Bill 
which  I  have  the  honour  of  asking  your 
Lordships  to  read  the  second  time.  But  one 
of  the  provisions  has  been  framed  to  avoid 
the  practical  inconvenience  which  might 
arise  from  the  suspension  of  ecclesiastical 
appointments,  and  there  is  also  a  limita- 
tion of  the  powers  given  by  the  Bill  until 
August,  1869.      Those  Eesolutions    and 
this  Bill  were  approved  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  in  opposition  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  by  enormous  majorities,  the 
lowest  of  which   was    54.      Now,   Lord 
Stanley,  than  whom  there  is  no  man  who 
more  clearly  sees  thing  as  they  are,  speak- 
ing on  behalf  of  the  Government,  stated 
that  there  was  not  one  educated  nian  in  a 
hundred  who  would  be  bold  enough  to 
maintain  that  the  existence  of  the  Irish 
Church  in  its  present  state  was  satisfac- 
tory,  and  I  rather  think,  though  I  have 
not  his  exact  words  before  me,  that  he 
referred  to  it  as  a  scandal.     Now,  if  that 
opinion  of  Lord  Stanley's  be  right,  as  I 
believe  it  is,  there  is  not  a  single  Member 
of  your  Lordships'  House  who  might  not 
with  perfect    conscientiousness    vote   for 
every  enactment  to  be  found  in  this  Bill. 
Lord  Stanley  referred  to  a  plan  regarded 
with  favour  by  some  members  of  the  Irish 
Church    for   re-distributing  its  revenues 
within  its  limits,  and  he  said  he,  for  one, 
could  not  believe  such  a  proposal  would  be 
entertained    by    a    Heformed    House    of 
Commons.  Even  supposing,  however,  that 
some   of  your  Lordships  should  approve 
that  plan,  it  would  clearly  be  of  advantage 
to  avoid  a  waste  of  ecclesiastical  revenuea 
by   preventing    any    fresh  appointmeuts 
from  being  made,  and  thus  to  facilitate 
the  execution  of  those  beneficial  recom- 
mendations which  the  Commissioners  may 
be  expected  to  make.     There  is  another 
class  who  are  for  totally  disendowing  the 
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Irish  ChnToh  Bad  re-distribating  ita  re- 
venues BmonK  the  tbHous  relipoua  bodies 
in  Ireland.  This  reaion  applies  to  them 
also,  while  to  those  who  believe  that  the 
only  final  and  satisfactary  settlement  will 
be  the  disestabliahment  of  the  Church  the 
reaBOUR  for  supporting  this  Sill  are  stilt 
more  coaclusive,  It  would  prevent  the 
creation  of  fresh  vested  interests,  &ad,  bj 
precluding  the  appointment  of  young  men 
to  benefices  which  may  become  vacant,  it 
would  limit,  possibly  by  a  coDslderable 
□umber  of  years,  the  prolongation  of  the 
existing  system  after  disestablishment  had 
been  decided  upon.  There  is  another  body 
in  this  House,  I  mean  those  of  your  Lord- 
Bhipa,  whether  lay  or  spiritual,  who 
possess  ecolesiastioal  patronage,  and  who, 
I  think,  would  be  placed  in  a  most  invi- 
dious and  disagreeable  position  if  this  Bill 
is  not  passed.  They  would  be  bound  to 
fill  up  benefices  as  they  became  vacant, 
and  to  appoint  to  sinecures  or  benefices 
which  very  likely  the  Commissioners 
would  recommend  should  be  abolished. 
They  would  do  so  notwithstanding  the 
strong  ezpresaioD  of  opinion  on  the  part 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  in  face  of 
the  probable  result  of  the  Commission  of 
Inquiry.  Now,  that  appears  to  me 
of  the  most  difficult  and  invidious  positions 
in  which  the  dispensers  of  patronage  can 
be  placed.  There  is  another  body  who 
can  hardly  with  oonsUtency  refuse  their 
assent  to  the  provisionB  of  this  Bill — I 
mean  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
noble  Duke  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
(the  Duke  of  Buckingham)  will,  perhaps, 
be  good  enough  to  correct  me  if  I  am 
wrong  when  I  state  thst  the  Government 
have  just  given  their  assent  to  the  suspen- 
siou  of  appointments  of  an  ecclesiastical 
nature  in  Jamaica,  with  a  vieir  to  an  in- 
quiry which  may  result  merely  in  the  re- 
distribution of  Church  revenues,  certainly 
in  the  diminution  of  them,  and  possibly  in 
their  total  abolition.  I  apprehend  from 
the  silence  of  the  noble  Duke,  and  from 
the  answer  giren  by  &  Member  of  the 
Government  to  a  Question  pat  a  day  or 
two  ago  in  the  House  of  Commons,  that  I 
am  correct  in  that  statement,  and  this  cir- 
oumstance  seems  to  me  a  reason  why  they 
■bould  support  this  Bill. 

It  would,  however,  be  disingenuous  on 
my  part  were  I  to  pretend  that  the  prac- 
tioel  advantages  of  the  Bill  are  the  only 
grounds  on  which  I  ask  your  Lordships  to 
gtre  this  measure  a  second  reading.  I 
tlunlc  it  is  most  important  that  your 
Sari  Omtwilh 
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There  are  onlj  four  dioceses  where  the 
percentage  of  memhers  of  the  Established 
Church  is  above  20  ;  there  is  only  one 
where  it  exceeds  25,  and  that  very  slightly; 
and  there  are  nine  where  the  percentage 
is  under  2  or  a  little  above  3.  That  is 
sufficient  to  show  that  the  object  of  the 
establishment  of  the  Church  has  not  been 
fulfilled.  And  now  with  regard  to  the 
injustice.  The  small  minority  for  whom 
churches,  ministers,  and  all  the  appurte- 
nances of  religion  are  profided  are  the 
rich;  the  enormous  majority,  who,  with 
the  exception  of  the  Grant  to  Maynooth, 
have  no  assistance  from  the  State  with 
regard  to  their  religion,  are  the  poor. 
That,  I  think,  ns  sufficient  to  justify  those 
clergymen  who  have  been  called  sacrile- 
gious, and  some  of  whom  were  treated  with 
contempt  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Oxford)  because  they  were  not 
beneficed  clergymen,  in  stating  that  it 
appeared,  to  their  sense  of  justice  that  the 
Irish  Church  was  an  injustice. 

With  regard  to  the  efiect  of  this  state 
of  things  on  the  feeling  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  I  believe  that  it  excites  discon- 
tent, as  a  symbol — the  last  symbol — of  con- 
quest, and  not  only  of  conquest  but  of 
conquest  oft  repeated,  and  always  followed 
by  an  amount  of  oppression  towards  the 
majority,  which,  as  Hallam  remarks,  has 
never  been  equalled  in  the  annals  of  Eu- 
ropean history,  except,  perhaps,  in  the 
case  of  the  oppression  of  a  small  minority 
of  Frenchmen  at  the  time  of  the  revoca- 
tion of  the  Edict  of  Nantes.  Is  it  pos- 
nble  that  such  a  state  of  things  should 
not  be  a  legitimate  cause  of  discontent  ? 
29othing,  I  am  sure,  that  I  could  say  would 
add  to  the  force  of  the  naked  facts  which 
1  have  so  meagrely  given.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  in  the  course  of  this  debate  we 
shall  hear  some  eloquent  speeches  in  de- 
fence of  the  Irish  Church;  but  I  very 
much  doubt  whether  any  one  of  the 
speakers  will  deny  the  facts  which  I  have 
stated,  and  upon  which  I  am  content  to 
rest  my  case. 

My  Lords,  at  the  same  time,  I  am 
anxious  to  refer  to  some  of  the  objections 
which  are  likely  to  be  made  to  the  dises- 
tablishment of  the  Irish  Church ;  and  in 
doing  so  I  shall  avail  myself  of  the  assist- 
ance of  my  noble  Friend  the  Chairman  of 
Committees.  My  noble  Friend  has  sup- 
plied me  with  objections  which,  as  they 
have  been  published  in  a  pamphlet,  I  shall 
have  no  hesitation  in  using.  The  first 
argument  by  way  of  objection  ia  that  dia- 


establishment  would  be  a  grievous  wrong 
to  the  Irish  Church  and  would  shake  the 
principles  on  which  the  security  of  pri?at6 
property  is  based.  My  noble  Friend  is 
generally  a  moderate  man  in  the  expression 
of  his  views;  but  I  must  say  that  the 
other  day  he  spoke  on  this  subject  with  a 
warmth  which  must  have  surprised  your 
Lordships,  even  though  you  are  well  aware 
of  my  noble  Friend's  attachment  to  the 
Church.  My  noble  Friend  said  that  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church 
would  be  a  sin — that  it  would  be  taking 
from  Qod  the  things  which  belong  to  God. 
My  Lords,  these  are  grave  words,  and  they 
ought  not  to  be  lightly  spoken.  We  have  all 
been  brought  up  to  believe  that  all  things 
belong  to  God,  but  there  are  some  things 
which  are  believed  to  especially  belong  to 
God.  Can  we  place  in  the  latter  category 
the  temporalities  of  an  institution  which 
never  has  accomplished  the  object  for 
which  it  was  intended,  and  which  has 
generated  feelings  which  are  not  very 
Christian  between  those  within  and  those 
without  its  pale  ?  My  Lords,  with  much 
respect  I  must  say  that  to  describe  such 
things  as  belonging  to  God  in  the  sense 
that  it  would  be  a  sin  to  touch  them  is 
really  a  profaning  of  the  words.  My  Lords, 
Henry  YIII.  found  the  ecclesiastical  re- 
venues of  Ireland  in  the  hands  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church,  which  had  pos- 
sessed them  for  many  more  centuries  than 
the  three  which  we  now  speak  of.  He  took 
a  large  portion  of  them  and  distributed  them 
between  himself  and  his  friends.  He  gave 
the  rest  to  a  Church  which  he  had  estab- 
lished, partly  by  force  and  partly  by  his 
Prerogative,  in  a  country  which,  unlike 
England,  was  entirely  unprepared  to  re- 
ceive the  blessed  truths  of  the  Reforma- 
tion. Queen  Mary  took  the  latter  portion 
of  those  revenues  back  again  for  the  Ro- 
man Catholics ;  Queen  Elizabeth  re-took 
them  for  the  Established  Church  ;  Crom- 
well handed  them  over  to  the  Puritans, 
and  his  successor  took  them  from  them. 
I  want  to  know  which  of  those  appro- 
priations of  those  revenues  was  sacred — 
whether  they  were  all  sacred,  or  whether 
none  of  them  are  sacred?  My  Lords,  I 
am  happy  to  feel  that  I  can  relieve  myself 
from  what  I  may  almost  style  the  excom- 
munication of  my  noble  Friend,  by  citing 
in  favour  of  the  course  which  I  ask  your 
Lordships  to  take,  not  only  the  opinion  of 
lawyers  and  statesmen,  but  also  of  pre- 
lates and  clergymen  of  the  Established 
Church.  What  saya  Bishop  Warburton  ? — 
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■' Th«  kllUnoe  betwaen  the  Chnich  and  thsi 
SUts  is  not  irreTocable,  It  tnbiiits  jiut  ta  long 
ai  the  Charoh  therebj  eat&bliifaed  maiutatni  it> 
■apsrlaritjr  of  extent,  which,  wb«n  it  loiea  to  adj 
coi»lder»ble  degree,  the  Bllinace  become!  void." 

The  right  rev.  Prelates  will  remomher  that 
on  a  former  occaBion  Bishop  Cutler  was 
quoted  by  a  nohle  Lord,  one  of  the  wannest  ^j|J^°  "i"™' 
friends  of  the  Church,  as  hayitig  declared  ^^^j.  .^^  j^^ 
that  tithes  might  bo  alienated  at  the  dis-  i  p^jj^^  ^  j; 
cretion  of  the  governing  body.  A«o"i  ^a^^y  j  ^j^.  _  ^ 
'  '  "'  j  stand  what 

bend  my  n 
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I  am  sure  the  right  rev.  Bench  will  at- 
tach due  weight   to  the  opinion  of  Bi 


I  Chnrch  wou 
vantages  ani 


Arnold,  and  lie  said  that  whether  the  Irish  i  (.Kiighmant 
people  lapsed  into  barbarism  again,  or  __.i,  fi,j-  ^ 
reached  a  higher  state  of  civilization,  in  |  -j-jm^g  y,, 
either  case  it  was  utterly  impossible  for  |  ^^  djjestablii 
the  Irish  Church  Estsbliehment  to  remain.  ^^  ..  j.  j,  j 
In  the  works  of  Archbishop  Whately  are  ,  y,gjg  yj^  , 
to  be  found  these  words-  |  q^^  p^^jy^^ 

"I  freelj  ackaowledge  that  the  State  but  a  right    KQaland      ] 
to  lake  Avaj  the  propertj  of  all  or  an;  of  these    il  «  ■,  ■ '  - 
corporotionn— indemnifjing,  of  coarae,  those  Indi-     "J"'  "  "  ""1 
Tidnali  Botusllj  enjoring  the  reienBei— whaneTsr  I  CUuroh  aS  A 
"       '       llitjorhurtfulneuofthe  iosCitn-    ing  it  logica 


English  Chu 
member  of  t 
protest  Bgui 
I  oompore  the 
I  say  —  the  t 
small  body  i 
body  the  Ei 


If  y  Lords,  those  words  really  seem  to  an- 
ticipate the  Rosolntioas  contained  in  the   i 
Bill  whicli  I  now  ask  your  Lordships  to   i 
read  a  second  time. 

My  Lords,  I  now  come  to  the  question  I 
whether  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  { 1 
Church  would  have  the  effect  of  shaking  [  of  Union  w1 
the  principles  on  which  the  security  of  {but  there  ii 
private  property  is  based,  1  must  uay  that ,'  about  the  tei 
to  my  mind  such  an  assertion  is  an  insult  being  nnite 
to  common  sense.  Indeed  I  think  your  ^  the  two  Chi 
Lordships  must  all  feel  that  the  argument  trine,  worst 
is  a  most  fallacious  one.  Bir  James  1861  or  IB 
U'Intosh  remarks  that  the  principle  of '  drewed  the 
private  property  is  co-eval  with  society  i  respect  of  tl 
itself,  whereas,  with  regard  to  corpora-  |  there  should 
tioDB,  civil  and  religious,  they  could  be  |  Irish  Pielat 
.maintained  when  beneficial,  improved  when  the  Commit 
impaired,  and  destroyed  when  useless  or  Council,  in  ( 
harmful.  To  be  in  a  state  of  security  pri-  might  be  a 
vate  property  must  be  situated  in  the  midst  Cburabee." 
of  a  contented  and  happy  population.  I  and  I  believ 
think,  my  Lords,  that  any  step  you  can  and  r^ht  i 
take  to  diminish  discontent  in  Ireland  will  did  not  wi 
tend  to  strengthen  the  security  of  pri-  which  an  A 
vale  property  more  than  aoy  subtle  ai^u- 1  order  that 
ments  founded  on  the  connection  between  really  unite< 
Church  and  State.  I  believ-e,  my  Lords,  much  impor 
^ou  oan  strengthen  the  security  of  propertv  ,  with  the  q 
in  Ireland  to  an  enormous  degree  by  taking  j  But  I  beliei 
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IB  one  of  the  moat  tolerant  Churches  in  the 
world.  She  is  also  very  comprehensive. 
On  the  one  side  she  almost  touches  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church,  and  on  the  other 
her  sympathies  are  widely  extended  to  our 
Dissenting  brethren.  I  believe  she  com- 
mands the  warm — I  might  almost  say  the 
blind — devotion  of  men  of  the  highest  sta- 
tion and  education ;  and,  at  the  same  time, 
she  has  the  respect  of  a  large  body  outside 
her  own  members.  My  Lords,  I  have  the 
honour  to  be  acquainted  with  a  great  many 
members  of  the  English  Church.  I  have 
not  the  honour  to  be  acquainted  with  many 
members  of  the  Irish  Church.  I  am  told 
there  has  been  a  great  improvement  in  the 
character  of  the  clergy  of  the  Irish  Church, 
and  it  is  not  to  them,  but  to  the  system 
which  places  them  in  an  invidious  position, 
that  I  attribute  the  failure  of  the  Irish 
Church.  There  is  another  reason  why  the 
Church  in  this  country  does  not  fail  to 
oommend  itself  to  the  people.  For  many 
years  past  it  has  furnished  bright  exam- 
ples of  a  clergy  who  have  not  been  slow 
to  adopt  a  course— even  to  the  extent  some- 
times of  placing  themselves  in  the  van-^ 
by  means  of  which  not  only  some  of  the 
greatest  social  reforms,  but  also  some  of 
the  greatest  political  reforms,  have  been 
aeonred,  thereby  conferring  immense  bene- 
fits npon  the  English  nation.  I  do  not 
think,  therefore,  that  the  separation  of 
these  two  Churches  will  be  an  injury.  On 
the  contrary,  I  believe  it  will  be  an  ad- 
Tantage  to  the  Church  of  England.  And 
there  is  one  danger,  as  matters  stand,  to 
which  your  Lordships,  I  think,  cannot  be 
Uind.  Many  of  your  Lordships  think,  no 
doubt,  that  disestablishment  may  be  de- 
layed, and  some  that  it  can  be  prevented. 
Bat  after  the  immense  impetus  which  has 
been  given  to  this  question  by  the  great 
majorities  in  the  House  of  Commons,  do 
you  think  that  this  is  a  question  which 
can  be  shelved,  put  aside,  and  heard  of 
no  more  ?  The  thing  is  impossible.  And 
will  it  be  an  advantage  to  the  Church  of 
England  to  be  constantly  mixed  up  with 
the  Irish  Church,  and  to  be  made  with  it 
the  object  of  a  combined  attack  ?  Will  it 
be  useful  to  the  Church  of  England  that 
persons  who  really  entertain  no  enmity  to- 
wards it  at  present — for  I  believe  that  tho 
persons  in  this  country  who  are  in  active 
hostility  to  the  Church  of  England  are  only 
a  small  minority— should  be  enrolled  in 
the  number  of  its  assailants  merely  in  order 
that  they  may  reach  another  Church  against 
which  they  have  just  reason  of  complaint^ 


and  with  this  object  that  they  should  be 
driven  to  discover  and  expose  every  weak 
place  in  the  armour  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land.^ 1  venture  to  go  further,  and  say 
that  it  is  not  desirable  in  the  interest  of 
the  Church  that  there  should  be  a  con- 
tinuation of  some  of  the  speeches  which 
we  have  heard  ostensibly  in  its  defence. 

The  next  argument  of  my  noble  Friend 
is  one  that  he  will  excuse  me  for  saying 
I  consider  not  only  very  weak,  but  very 
dangerous.  It  is  this,  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  do  not  care  about  this  subject.  He 
does  not  produce  one  single  fact  to  support 
that  opinion.  I  ask  whether,  from  d 
priori  reasoning,  they  should  be  likely  to 
be  satisfied.  There  is  one  supposition 
which  it  is  painful  almost  to  make — that 
of  the  possible  conquest  of  this  country; 
but  I  remember  a  good  many  years  ago 
that  a  man,  who  was  gallant  to  excess  it- 
self, bearing  a  name  that  was  borne  by 
hero  after  hero  in  our  military  and  navid 
annals,  and  which  has  received  such  glo- 
rious illustration  within  the  last  few  weeks, 
did  not  shrink  from  entertaining  this  sup- 
position.    He  said  this — 

"If  the  Emperor  Napoleon  had  conquered  this 
country,  would  we  have  submitted  to  nis  oonsti- 
tuting  tho  Roman  Gatholio  religion  the  estab- 
lished religion  of  the  countrj  ?  " 

That  illustration  has  been  repeated  time 
after  time,  till  it  has  become  almost  trite 
and  stale ;  but  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
answer  to  it  has  become  in  the  slightest 
degree  trite  or  stale,  because  I  have  never 
heard  of  any  answer  being  given  to  it.  I 
have  never  heard  of  any  one  venturing 
upon  the  supposition  that  any  lapse  of 
time  would  reconcile  us  here  in  England 
to  submit  to  the  domination  in  religions 
matters  of  a  small  minority,  and  I  shall 
be  very  much  surprised  if  any  noble  Lord 
controverts  that  view.  And  does  the  noble 
Lord  think  that  the  Irish  are  either  so 
superior,  or  so  very  inferior  to  us,  that 
they  do  not  freely  share  the  unanimity 
that  among  us  would  be  created  by  such 
a  conquest?  The  noble  Lord  may  have 
read  the  declaration  made  by  everything 
that  is  distinguished  by  wealth,  position, 
and  intellect  among  the  Boman  Catholics 
of  Ireland  protesting  strongly  against  this 
notion,  and  asserting  that  it  is  contrary 
to  the  dignity  of  their  religion  and  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  that  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land should  be  maintained,  and  that  with- 
out religious  equality  there  cannot  be 
generated  that  secunty,  that  respect  for 
law,  and  that  natural  good-will  which  con- 
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■titnUi  the  tnia  foundation  of  national  fiuenoe  extg 
proaperitj.  But  the  noble  Lord  is  not  if  ever  thei 
eatiaiied  with  that.  He  uses  the  argument,  it  Tould  be 
which  I  have  heard  used  before,  that  the  to  use  their  i 
people  are  apathetic.  I  think  I  heard  that  told  tome  wt 
argument  uBed  against  a  very  moderate  this  Bill  20, 
Uaform  Bill  proposed  bjr  Her  Majesty's  of  England, 
OoTernmeDt  oaly  two  years  ago.  And  in  party  or 
what  happened  ?  We  were  defeated,  and  uome  politi< 
the  Bill  was  withdrawn ;  we  had  tnroul-  hardly  imaj 
tuona  riots  of  a  disgracefnl  character  in  men  are  to 
the  metropolis,  and  we  had  the  most  abetained  fi 
peaceful  and  orderly  meetinga  of  the  work-  zens  in  poli 
iog  classes  all  over  the  country.  What  auffioient  in 
was  the  result?  Why,  that  a  Conservative  iuBtitution  ■ 
Gbvernmeut  last  year  passed  a  measure  of  show  is  so 
Keform  which,  when  some  years  before  it  which  they 
had  been  proposed  by  Mr.  Bright,  had  clergymen  < 
been  deemed  of  the  most  revolutionary  coming  fom 
character.  Will  the  noble  Lord  not  be  the  poor  Ii 
satisfied  till  the  Irish  people  show  some  of  forward,  wh 
that  spirit  which  the  SciDtch  people  once  an  almost  i 
exhibited — till  ibey  show  some  of  that  some  cases, 
spirit  which  induced  a  great  Conservative  to  supply  tb 
statesman,  a  man  of  iron  will,  to  ask  you  rich  neighb< 
to  make  your  choice  between  conoeuioo  — who  have 
and  civil  war  ;  are  these  the  sort  of  evi-  — are  provii 
dences  my  noble  Friend  requires  of  the  possibly  des 
feelings  of  the  people  of  Ireland?  The  arguments  c 
noble  Lord  says—"  It  is  noi  the  people  of  should  be  sc 
Ireland,  it  is  the  clerical  influence  brought  any  to  esc 
to  bear  upon  them,  that  does  all  this."  will  frankl; 
According  to  his  view,  it  is  not  the  waters  finishing  tl: 
that  make  the  waves,  but  the  winds  that  — ["  Oh,  o 
blow  upon  them;  and  wo  are  on  that  ac-  saying  anyl 
count  wholly  to  disregard  the  heaving  of  Lord— was 
the  ocean.  I  believe  that  argument  is  -  Lord  had  a 
false  to  the  uttermost  degree.  I  agree  with  to  it  any  i 
my  noble  Friend  in  thinking  that  one  of  Coronation  ' 
the  main  objections  to  Ihe  clergy  of  the  in  the  speec 
Roman  Catholic  religion  istheezaggerated  the  other  dt 
influence  which,  as  it  appears  to  us,  they  prudent  001 
Rsaume,  and  which  they  certainly  exercise,  ment  derive 
over  their  flocks  in  Ireland,  as  well  as  in  opposed  to  i 
other  countries;  but  my  Lords,  do  you  fully  answe 
think  you  will  diminish  that  influence  in  :  obligation  o 
the  slightest  degree,  when,  in  addition  to  |  Her  Majest; 
any  spiritual  arms  they  may  at  present  United  Ein 
make  ui>e  of,  you  put  into  their  hands  this  I  Friend,  or  a 
acute  political  weapon,  which  they  can  port  that  v 
employ  in  their  addresses  every  day  in  the  sort  that  Ki 
week,  and  with  special  point  upon  the  { the  advice 
Seventh  Day— the  position  in  which  the  !  Sir  Bobert 
religion  so  dear  to  their  hearts  is  placed  '  Chancellor, 
by  the  side  of  the  favoured  Establishment?  ',  Coronation 
Is  not  this  a  itimulus  to  the  incrcssed  I  to  the  Em 
exercise  of  their  influence— is  it  not  a  <  will  ask  wh 
■timulus  (o  them  to  exercise  this  influence  '  most  con«ti 
in  the  way  most  unfavourable  to  the  Oo- '  sat  upon  thi 
remment  t    I  have  said  I  think  this  in-  j  ted  the  oblij 
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when,  aotiog  upon  the  advioe  of  suocesrive 
Ministers,  and  once  of  a  Committee  of  the 
Priyy  Council  assembled  for  the  special 
purpose,  she  gave  her  assent  to  Acts  which 
secularized  the  property  of  the  Church  both 
in  Canada  and  in  the  Australian  colonies  ? 
I  say,  if  you  are  not  prepared  to  make 
these  assertions,  it  is  most  objectionable 
to  state  in  public,  or  endeavour  to  dissemi- 
nate the  opinion,  that  there  is  the  slightest 
diflBoulty  upon  that  subject.  And  I  am 
bound  to  say,  when  the  noble  Lord  went 
further  and  gave  a  hypothetical  supposi- 
tion as  to  the  personal  feeling  of  the  Queen 
connected  with  this  Coronation  Oath,  he 
took  an  unconstitutional  course.  I  am 
aorry  to  say  that  I  think  it  almost  verges 
upon  disrespect,  after  the  Sovereign  has 
by  her  public  acts  shown  that  she  does 
not  share  in  the  view  of  the  noble  Lord, 
to  talk  in  the  tone  which  he  has  done  of 
obligations  imposed  upon  the  Crown. 
There  is  another  argument  which  has 
been  relied  upon — that  to  disestablish  the 
Church  would  be  to  repeal  the  Union. 
Either  this  objection  ip  a  technical  or  a 
substantial  one.  I  should  have  thought 
that  if  it  were  effective  for  that  purpose 
mention  would  have  been  made  of  the 
Church  temporalities.  But  there  is  no 
mention  of  them;  the  fifth  section  of  the 
Act  settles  that  question.  Then,  if  it  be 
a  technical  objection  nothing  can  be  easier 
than  by  a  technical  mode  to  obviate  that 
objection.  But  I  deny  that  an  Act  of 
Parliament  should  bind  to  all  eternity. 
I  admit  that  the  Act  of  Union  is  of  a  pecu- 
liarly sacred  character,  and  that  it  should 
not  be  touched  without  care  and  conside- 
ration ;  but  when  you  tell  me  that  it 
cannot  be  touched,  even  supposing  Eng- 
landy  Scotland,  and  Ireland  were  of  one 
mind  on  the  subject,  I  say  that  is  simply 
a  reduetio  ad  ahsurdum.  Another  argument 
which  I  should  not  think  important,  ex- 
cept that  it  came  from  a  Secretary  of 
State,  declares  that  if  you  disestablish  the 
Irish  Church  you  despoil  the  people  of 
Ireland  by  taking  away  their  almoners. 
This  is  simply  inconsistent.  If  the  Church 
is  to  be  considered  without  respect  to  its 
spiritual  character,  we  may  as  well  advo- 
cate the  distribution  of  alms  by  a  body  of 
civil  engineers.  But  you  allege,  however, 
the  Irish  clergy  are  so  poor  that  they  are 
hardly  able  to  support  themselves.  What 
would  you  say  if  any  of  those  distinguished 
Roman  Catholic  Peers  here  present  were 
to  propose  to  you  to  place  public  funds 
in  the  hands  of  Archbishop  Manning  and 


his  clergy  not  for  purposes  of  giving  in- 
struction or  spiritual  consolation  to  their 
flocks,  but  for  the  purpose  of  distributing 
alms  impartially  to  the  people  ?  I  think, 
my  Lords,  I  need  go  no  further  witli  this. 
But  there  is  another  argument  which  has 
all  the  freshness  of  novelty,  and  deserves 
to  be  treated  with  great  consideration. 
The  Prime  Minister  has  stated  that  the 
disestablishment  of  this  alien  Church,  as 
he  calls  it,  which  he  admits  is  one  of  the 
principal  obstacles  to  order,  and,  therefore, 
to  Imperial  rule  in  Ireland,  would  be  fatal 
to  the  Protestantism  of  Europe.  This  is 
an  affair  upon  which  the  foreign  Protes- 
tants have  a  right  to  say  something,  and 
with  your  Lordships'  permission,  I  be- 
lieve I  have  heard  the  opinion  of  fo- 
reigners belonging  to  every  Church  on 
this  subject.  I  have  heard  those  of  persons 
belonging  to  the  Greek  Church,  Roman 
Catholics  of  extreme  views,  and  of  Roman 
Catholics  who  profess  to  value  religion 
only  as  a  very  powerful  political  agent. 
I  have  also  heard  the  opinions  of  Protes- 
tants on  the  subject,  and  I  have  never 
heard  a  single  word  of  approbation  from 
any  one  of  them  regarding  the  Church 
Establishment  in  Ireland.  And  I  would 
ask  what  is  the  language  of  the  American 
Protestants,  of  the  Prussian  Protestants, 
and  of  the  Swiss  Protestants.  One  and 
all  of  them  tell  us  that  their  great  stum- 
bling-block is  the  Irish  Church  Establish- 
ment; they  say  that  of  all  the  attacks 
upon  them  by  the  Roman  Catholics  that 
which  is  most  often  repeated  turns  on  the 
Irish  Church,  and  they  assure  us  that  it 
is  a  taunt  they  have  been  utterly  unable 
to  meet.  These  foreign  Protestants  are  as 
good  judges  as  even  the  Prime  Minister 
on  this  subject  as  regards  foreign  Protes- 
tantism, and  I  repeat  their  judgment  with 
confidence  that  it  will  not  be  wanting  in 
weight  with  your  Lordships.  The  Prime 
Minister,  too,  has  offered  certain  other  ar- 
guments, perfectly  original,  but  so  very 
much  above  the  level  on  which  men  with 
ordinary  minds  reason  that  it  is  quite  im- 
possible for  me  to  take  them  up.  But, 
my  Lords,  I  should  like  to  bring  all  the 
arguments  on  the  subject  to  something 
like  an  historical  test.  I  have  mentioned 
the  case  of  Scotland ;  now  let  me  remind 
your  Lordships  of  Lord  Macaulay*8  famous 
statement  of  the  result  to  Scotland  and  to 
England  and  to  the  connection  between 
the  two  countries,  from  the  fact  that  the 
Scotch  were  firm  enough  to  resist  the  im- 
position of  an  Established  Church  of  the 
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minorify  of  the  people  npoa  them,  ind 
thftt  -wa  were  weak  enoagli  or  wiw  enongh 
to  yield  to  them.  That,  however,  u  some 
time  ago.  So  I  will  take  a  more  modern 
instance,  and  ask  what  has  been  the  re- 
inlt  in  the  Auatraliaa  oolonies  of  setting 
up  a  free  Church.  In  former  limes  there 
used  to  be  a  compulsory  annual  Vote  of 
£28,000  from  the  Civil  List,  one-half  of 
which  was  devoted  to  the  Protestant 
Church,  one-third  to  the  Boman  Catho- 
lics, and  the  rest  to  the  Presbyterians. 
'What  has  been  the  result  of  abolishing 
that  grant  ?  I  am  told  that  the  increase 
to  the  Protestant  Church  sinoe  that  oc- 
curred has  been  in  the  proportion  of  Ave 
to  two.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  Heport  from 
"  The  Chnrch  Society,"  established  in  the 
diocese  of  Sydney,  presided  over  by  the 
Bishop,  and  nnmbering  among  its  mem- 
bers the  olergy  of  the  diocese  and  a  large 
number  of  laymen.  I  notioe  this  passage 
in  the  Report — 

"  Inititated  in  1656  for  tbe  parpose  of  uuin- 
talninfi  oltTgjmen,  oatechiiti,  nnd  miulonarlM  to 
the   ftborigines,    and   of  building  cbnrchm 
psriona^s  tbroughoat  the  diocew,   it  boi 
ceeded  in  raiaing  more  tban  £81,000  for  Ibaie 
objeots,  oQd  through  it>  initrumsntBlitr  the  anm- 
ben  or  (ho  alsrgr  bavebeea  rer;  large!;  iacreuad. 
B;  grmnti  of  money  and  pajmeat  of  interest  upon 
](wn)  ■  grent  iCimuliii  bM  b«i«n  girea  to  tbe  areo- 
tion  of  eburobei,  lo  that  1 20  placet  of  wonhip 
eonneatioD    with  onr   Cbnrcb  baT>  been   opened 
within  tb(  lust  elcTen  7«r>,  to  the  greater  part 
of  wbioh  the  Sooietj  has  rcDdered  toms  aid." 

Passing  over  the  enumeration  of  the  many 
sdranlages  conferred  by  the  Society,  I  find 
the  Beport  makes  this  statement— 

"  Nothing  more  ia  needed  than  (aeh  ft  nnit«d 
■nU  inatnined  effort  on  tba  part  of  her  memben 
to  enable  tba  Church  to  carrj  their  mlniitrationi 
to  the  utmoit  boundi  of  Cbs  diooeM," 

Will  yon  tell  me  with  such  facts  as  these 
before  yon  that  the  Irii>h  Church  is  unable 
to  maintain  itself?  Will  yon  re-assert  that 
when  you  consider  what  this  small  and  by 
no  means  wealthy  population  has  done  ? 
My  Lords,  I  will  offer  another  considera- 
tion. I  have  lately  bad  the  advantage  of 
seeing  the  late  Governor  of  that  colony 
(Sir  John  Young),  himself  an  Irishman, 
and  well  acquainted  with  Irish  affairs. 
Tour  Lordships  will  remember  him  as  a 
singularly  impartial  man,  and  what  does 
ho  say  ?  Ho  tells  me  that  there  is  perfect 
hnrmony  among  all  the  sects  in  New  South 
Wales,  and  he  wishes  lo  God  a  similar 
feeling  existed  in  Ireland.  1  pass  on  to 
Canada.  Some  twenty-eight  years  ago 
Lord  Sydenham,  then  Governor  Oenerel 
Jierl  Ormvillt 
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to  drink  out  of  the  oap  dedioaied  to  the 
aerrioe  of  God  in  His  temple,  and  how, 
by  that  act,  one  of  the  fairest  and  mightiest 
kingdoms  of  the  earth  ceased  to  exist  in 
one  day.  See  how  those  terrible  prognos- 
tications have  been  fulfilled.  I  will  ask 
whether  property  in  this  country  or  in 
Canada  has  fallen  one  shilling,  one  six- 
pence, or  one  farthing  in  value  in  conse- 
quence of  the  ''unjustifiable"  vote  with 
whioh,  by  a  majority  of  nearly  40,  you 
passed  that  Bill  ?  I  believe  these  arguments 
are  unreal  in  their  nature,  though  they 
may  possibly  answer  very  well  as  election 
ones.  I  believe  that  they  do  very  well  to 
fill  up  speeches  when  the  subject  itself 
does  not  admit  of  very  close  and  serried 
argument ;  but  I  cannot  conceive  any  one 
bringing  them  forward  in  the  hope  that 
they  can  in  any  way  support  his  views. 
IToWy  my  Lords,  with  regard  to  Canada,  I 
have  a  letter  here  from  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Legislature,  and  in  that  letter, 
which  is  too  long  for  me  to  read,  though  I 
shall  be  happy  to  show  it  to  any  noble 
Lord  who  desires  to  see  it,  the  writer  men- 
tions several  curious  circumstances.  He 
says  that  while  the  Churchmen  in  his 
neighbourhood  were  able  to  fall  back  upon 
the  Clergy  Beserve  Fund  they  obstinately 
refused  to  do  anything  for  themselves. 
They  had  no  church,  no  minister,  and  no 
public  performance  of  religious  duties, 
when  they  desired  to  be  married  or 
ehristened,  or  to  have  their  friends  or 
relatives  buried,  they 'went  to  the  Metho> 
dists,  who  provided  what  was  necessary; 
but  directly  the  Clergy  Reserve  Bill  was 
oarried  they  built  a  rectory  and  provided 
for  their  spiritual  wants,  and  nothing  could 
be  more  satisfactory  than  the  state  in  which 
they  now  are.  I  have  seen  another  letter, 
in  which  the  writer  says — 

'*Tht  EpiMopsl  Protettsnt  Church  in  Lowtr 
Canada  ii  in  a  verj  latisfactorj  state,  both  at 
regards  reyenoe  and  efilcienoy.  It  has  a  sufiB- 
eicnt  number  of  clergy.  Thej  are  earnest,  bat 
not  fanatical ;  they  are  not  unduly  under  the  in- 
fluence of  their  congregations,  and  are  generally 
paid  fixed  incomes,  as  the  contributions  of  their 
flocks  and  other  revenues  are  paid,  not  to  a  paro- 
ehial,  but  to  a  diocesan  fund.  There  are  a  sufB- 
oient  number  of  decent  places  of  worship.  The 
laity  show  much  more  teal  for  their  religion  than 
the  members  of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland 
do.  A  man  of  the  class  that  in  Ireland  would 
give  five  or  ten  pounds  for  his  religion  there  gives 
Eundreds." 

That  letter  almost  exactly  tallies  with  the 
information  which  the  Governor  of  New 
South  Wales  furnished  —  that  the  same 
aacceuy  and,  doubtless,  owing  to  the  same 


cause,  had  resulted  there ;  that  not  only 
had  there  been  a  voluntary  endowment 
of  Bishops,  but  there  had  also  been  intro- 
duced a  very  large  amount  of  the  lay  ele- 
ment. I  think  that  these  fucts  are  suffi- 
cient to  show  that  the  prophesied  spiritual 
destitution  of  Canada  has  not  by  any  means 
been  realized.  I  would  venture  to  appeal 
to  some  of  the  right  rev.  Prelates  oppo- 
site who  have  seen  the  Bishop  of  Montreal 
lately,  and  ask  them  whether  he  does  not 
substantially  give  the  same  account  and 
say  that  nothing  would  induce  him  to  go 
back  to  the  previous  state  of  things.  And, 
my  Lords,  what  has  been  the  result  as 
far  as  concerns  the  relations  between  the 
two  countries?  What  effect  has  it  had 
upon  those  who  were  known  as  the  ''  loyal 
colonists  ?"  Why,  the  "  loyal  colonists  " 
or  ^* loyal  Canadians"  no  longer  exist. 
They  have  disappeared,  not  because  those 
who  formerly  bore  the  name  are  less  loyal 
than  they  used  to  be,  but  because  the  great 
majority  of  those  who  were  formerly  dis- 
affected have  become  equally  loyal  with 
themselves.  The  Canadians  are  now  greatly 
attached  to  you,  and  you  are  enabled  to 
intrust  Volunteer  Roman  Catholics  with 
arms,  while  in  Ireland  you  are  not  only 
afraid  to  do  so,  but  you  have  the  sus- 
pension of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  and  the 
presence  of  a  large  military  force.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  will  quote  some  words,  much 
more  powerful  than  any  I  can  use.  Your 
Lordships  must  all  have  been  horrified  at 
the  cruel  political  murder  of  Mr.  M'Gee. 
Mr.  M'Qee  had  himself  been  a  revolution- 
ist ;  but  for  many  years  he  had  been  one 
of  the  stanchest  adherents  to  the  mother 
country  and  to  the  Crown.  The  last  let- 
ter that  he  wrote  was,  I  believe,  written 
to  a  Member  of  the  Government ;  and  I 
shall,  therefore,  no  doubt  be  corrected  if 
I  misquote  his  words.  In  that  letter,  and 
referring  to  the  Catholics,  he  said^ 

"  We  are  a  contented  and  a  loyal  people.  We 
are  so  heoause  we  have  a  just  Government  and 
religious  equality.  If  we  had  not  it  would  be 
otherwise." 

My  Lords,  I  have  no  words  to  add  to  that 
statement.  I  think  it  is  possible  that  some 
of  the  arguments  I  have  adverted  to  may 
be  repeated  to  night.  I  do  not  think  it 
possible  that  we  can  prevent  the  ultimate 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church,  and 
if  that  disestablishment  does  occur,  I,  for 
one,  have  the  fullest  confidence  that  his- 
tory will  give  the  same  crushing  reply  to 
those  arguments  amd  prophecies  with  re- 

lFir$t  NnKU 


3047 


^itUMtd  Church 


gud  to  Ireland  tbtt  history  haa  already 
givea  with  regard  to  Canada, 

I  am  far  from  contending  that  there  ii 
any  constitutional  reason  why  your  Lord- 
BhipB  should  not  negative  the  proposal  for 
the  (second  reading  of  tliis  Bill.  On  the 
contrary,  I  am  aware  that  there  are  many 
plausible  arguments  for  such  a  course,  and 
that  they  will  be  urged  with  all  the  aUitl 
and  ability  which  eloquence  and  long  Par- 
liamentary experience  can  supply.  But, 
my  Lords,  I  would  venture  to  ask  whether 
euch  a  course  is  a  wise  or  a  prudent  one 
to  adopt.  The  Constitution  has  undergone 
a  great  change.  That  change  was  described 
by  my  noble  Friend,  who  was  himself  one 
of  its  authors,  as  "a  leap  in  the  dark." 
That  phrase  hns  been  so  generally  ac- 
cepted that  only  a  few  daya  since  I  found 
it  translated  into  a  foreign  language. 
There  is  no  one  more  sanguine  as  to  the 
results  of  this  leap  than  I  am  ;  but,  whe- 
ther sanguine  or  not,  I  would  ask  whether 
it  is  the  part  of  a  wise  man,  of  a  sane 
man,  to  cover  the  spot  on  which  he  ia  to 
alight,  with  broken  glass,  flints,  and 
pointed  rocks  ?  Can  yon  blind  youraelyea 
to  the  fact  that  these  Gentlemen  who  form 
such  large  majorities  in  the  Hoose  of  Com- 
mons must  have  some  idee  of  the  opinions 
of  the  cooalitaenciea  they  represent?  Can 
you  desire  that  thoso  constituencies  should 
receive  as  their  first  impression  that  the 
Honso  of  Lords  and  the  Churoh — two 
Conservative  institutions  —  are  mixed  up 
with  a  question  which,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
they  conceive  to  be  a  question  of  justice 
and  equality,  as  opposed  to  a  question  of 
privilege?  Is  it  wise  on  your  part  to  adopt 
a  course  which  will  induce  the  people  ol 
Ireland  to  believe  that  a  House  composed 
almost  ezclusiveiy  of  landlords  and  Pro- 
testant Prelates  is  the  only  obstacle  to  the 
realization  of  that  which  they  have  so  long 
and  so  ardently  looked  forward  to  ?  Som€ 
of  you,  probably,  howefer  much  you  may 
deprecate  this  disestablishment,  belie ve 
that,  sooner  or  later,  it  must  happen.  I 
would,  therefore,  ask  you  to  consider  the 
words  which  Lord  Palmerston,  whom  I 
believe  you  all  respect,  employed  when 
speaking  on  this  subject — 

"  Tba  great  mittako  mida  by  ill  GoTernmeDts. 
not  onij  In  tbii  oountrjf,  but  ertrjrrhan,  ii  to  b* 
too  lata  ia  Ibe  meiturei  wliicb  tbe;  adapt.  Go- 
Ternmsnt  oooies  dawn  witb  ilg  meuure  when  ttit 
tima  of  propoiing  it  wittf  efieat  ia  gona  by,  and  > 
meaiure  which  mnj  be  the  reault  of  conviolion 
and  the  ipontntiooui  offering  of  modiBad  opiaioni, 
and  n  canceiiion  to  a  Kiiro  of  juitiee,  wcari  Ic 
the  public  all  the  appcaranoe  of  a  lurrender  to 
ioar." 

Marl  Qranvilh 
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of  this  Bill,  and  I  tnut  that  my  past 
public  eondoct  will  equally  exempt  me 
from  the  suspicion  of  intendiDg  to  main- 
tain the  existing  state  of  the  Established 
Church.     From   the  first  moment  of  my 
entrance  on  public  life  it  has  been   my 
opinion,  that  to  maintain  the  Church  of  a 
small  minority  of  the  Irish  people  in  its 
present  position  was  contrary  alike  to  jus- 
tice and  to  good  policy.     And  since  that 
time,  during  more  than  forty  years,  I  have 
never  lost  a  fair  opportunity  in  this  or  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  in  or  out  of 
Office,  of  declaring  that  opinion  without 
reserve,  and  striving  to  the  very  utmost 
of  my  power  to  give  practical  effect  to  it. 
That  opinion  I  have  in  no  degree  changed. 
On  the  contrary,  I  have  been  only  con- 
firmed in  the  view  of  this  subject  which 
I  adopted  at  the   commencement  of  my 
Parliamentary  life  by  all  that  has  since 
occurred,  and  now  at  its  close  I  hold  that 
opinion  more  strongly  than  ever.    I  think 
now,  as  I  thought  then,  that  to  maintain 
the  Irish  Establishment  in  its  present  state 
is  a  scandal  to  the  country;  a  disgrace 
to  us  in  the  eyes  of  the  whole  civilized 
world;  a  source  of  weakness  and  of  danger 
to  the  Empire  ;  and,  what  is  not  the  least 
of  its  evils,  injurious  to  the  true  interests 
of   religion.      Notwithstanding    the    ge- 
neral excellence  of  the  ministers  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland,  it  seems  to  me  im- 
possible to  doubt  that  the  effect  of  main- 
taining it  in  its  present  position  is  not 
to    promote    peace    and    good-will,   and 
the  spiritual  improvement  of  the   Irish 
people,    but    on    the  contrary,    by    the 
fierce   dissensions   it  occasions,  and    the 
Tiolent  animosities  it  creates,  it  tends  to 
check  the  growth    of  Christian  virtues, 
and  to  foster  in  their  place  rancour  and  ill- 
will*  in  the  minds  of  both  Protestants  and 
Boman  Catholics.    Entertaining  this  opi- 
nion it  is  no  part  of  my  duty  to  attempt 
to  answer  by  far  the  larger  part  of  the 
apeech  of  my  noble  Friend  who  has  just 
sat  down.     So  far  as  his  arguments  were 
directed  to  prove  the  justice  and   good 
policy  of   a  great  change  in    the   Irish 
Church  Establishment,  they  command  my 
entire  concurrence.      The  only  feeling  I 
liaTe  to  express  with  regard  to  them,  is 
one  of  regret  that  my  noble  Friend  and 
those  who  act  with  hun  were  not  sooner 
aUye  to  their  full  force,  and  that  they  had 
not  adopted  those  views  two  years  ago 
when  they  stood  in  a  position  to  give 
effect  to  them.     The  fault  I  have  to  find 
with  my  noble  Friend's  speech  is,  not  that 
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his  argument  on  this  point  was  wrong, 
but  that  he  failed  to  follow  it  up  and  to 
show  how  it  applied  to  the  support  of  this 
Bill.  He  laboured  to  prove — and  I  agree 
with  him  that  he  laboured  successfully— 
that  a  change  of  system  is  necessary,  but 
he  did  not  go  on  to  show  that  this  Bill  is 
the  right  mode  of  arriving  at  it.  This 
essential  part  of  the  subject  he  touched 
upon  very  briefly  and  imperfectly;  he 
seemed  to  feel  that  he  was  treading  upon 
very  delicate  ground,  and  that  if  he  was 
not  careful,  the  thin  crust  would  break 
down  with  him.  We  have  been  told  that 
this  Bill  is  intended  to  prepare  the  way 
for  the  entire  disestablishment  and  disen- 
dowment  of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ire- 
land. Perhaps  my  noble  Friend  did  not 
use  the  word  disendowment;  but  certainly 
this  as  well  as  disestablishment  has  been 
proclaimed  by  others  to  be  what  is  intended. 
My  Lords,  I  will  not  conceal  my  own  opi- 
nion that  this  would  not  be  the  best  mode 
of  redressing  the  crying  injustice  of  the 
existing  system.  I  believe  that  a  much 
better  mode  of  doing  this  might  be  found ; 
still  I  so  far  concur  with  my  noble  Friend 
that  I  would  rather  consent  to  go  the  full 
length  of  disestablishment  and  disendow- 
ment than  allow  things  to  remain  as  they 
are.  But  even  if  it  could  be  proved  that 
there  were  no  alternative,  and  if  I  were 
therefore  convinced  that  we  must  come  to 
disestablishment  and  disendowment,  I 
shoiild  not  the  less  object  to  this  Bill  as 
not  being  the  right  mode  of  arriving  at 
that  end.  I  should  condemn  it  as  being 
calculated  to  increase  instead  of  to  diminish 
the  difflciilty  of  accomplishing  the  settle- 
ment that  is  desired,  and  to  render  the 
measure,  when  passed,  less  beneficial  than 
it  ought  to  be. 

My  noble  Friend  told  us  that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  very  simple  and  very 
limited ;  that  its  only  effect  would  be  to 
suspend,  so  long  as  it  remains  in  opera- 
tion, making  appointments  to  any  bene- 
fices or  dignities  in  the  Irish  Church  that 
may  fall  vacant,  except  such  as  are  in 
private  patronage;  and  that  it  would  do 
nothing  to  fetter  the  discretion  of  Parlia- 
ment as  to  any  permanent  arrangements. 
This  was  a  very  euphemistic  way  of  telling 
us  that  the  Bill,  in  virtually  destroying 
the  existing  system,  does  nothing  towards 
establishing  any  o^er  in  its  place — that 
it  does  not  take  one  single  step  towards 
effecting  a  permanent  settlement  of  this 
question,  or  towards  determining  what  is 
to  be  the  future  position  of  the  Church,  or 
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what  is  to  be  done  with  the  property  of  perty  of  : 
which  it  IB  to  be  depriTed.  But  altow  ine  vcduntary 
to  remind  yon  that  the  anthora  of  this  by  donati 
Bill  have  olways  told  ns  that  in  proceed-  donora  or 
JDg  to  diieitabliah  and  disendow  the  Irish  for  its  ma 
Church  they  admit  thut  wo  are  bound  to  poses  to  « 
respect  vested  interests,  and  rights  fairly  is  general! 
created  under  the  existing  law,  and  also  is  entitled 
to  enable  the  members  of  the  Protestant  to  bo  man 
Church  in  Ireland,  like  other  religious  it  is  deter 
eommnnities,  to  make  the  best  arrange-  coming  tc 
ments  in  their  power  far  obtaining  reJigi-  ments  by 
on*  services  according  to  the  forms  they  with  resp 
approve.  Ifow  it  is  obvions  that  respect  there  is  n< 
for  vested  interests  and  existing  rights  reason  tha 
implies  a  good  deal  more  than  merely  con-  a  pablio  ii 
tinning  their  existing  income  to  the  clergy  ceases  to  (i 
who  now  hold  preferment.  It  is  acknow-  that  there 
ledged  that  the  property  acquired  by  the  determine 
Church  by  private  bcnefsciions  since  the  long,  by 
Reformation  cannnt  possibly  be  taken  and  to  wh 
away  from  it ;  and  these  benefactions  Legislatioi 
amount  to  &  very  large  sum.  Tour  Lonl-  other  obje 
ships  dl  know  that  a  member  of  the  apply  her 
Church,  whose  recent  death  has  been  advantage, 
greatly  lamented  by  all  his  countrymen,  thatjoatic 
•pent  no  less,  I  believe,  than  £150,000  in  this  power 
restoring,  or  rather  in  almost  re-building,  part  of  h< 
St.  Fairtck's  Cathedral.  No  one  proposes  allow  her  i 
so  flogrent  an  injustice  as  that  the  Cathe-  plication  t 
dral  restored  by  this  magnificent  liberality  them  of  n 
of  ono  of  its  sons  should  be  token  from  the  rity  which 
Church.  Agnin,  we  are  told  that  within  without  tfa 
our  own  time,  in  one  diocese  in  Ireland  created  th 
no  less  than  £27,000  has  been  placed  at  deal  with  ' 
tha  diiposal  of  the  Bishop  for  Cliurch  ptlr-  step  for  rei 
poses  by  two  individuals:  it  is  admitted  remind  yo 
that  the  property  on  which  this  money  nothing  to 
has  been  laid  out  cannot  be  taken  away,  much  to  p( 
Further  than  this,  it  has  bi-en  announced  of  the  Chu 
that  the  churches  and  parwinages  generally  come  vaca 
are  to  bo  left  in  the  poseession  of  tha  Pro-  operation, 
lestsnt  Church.  But  if  so  large  an  amoant  pointed,  a 
of  valnable  property  is  to  be  left  to  the  authority 
Church,  some  arrangement  must  be  made  parishes — < 
as  to  who  is  to  hold  it,  and  how  ita  due  ments,  wh 
application  to  the  purposes  for  which  it  is  or  otherwii 
intended  is  to  be  secured.  It  seems  the  new  *t) 
to  be  imagined  that  this  osa  be  provided  Bill,  the  m 
for  much  more  easily  than  will  really  will  immed 
prove  to  be  the  ease.  In  some  speeches  tion ;  and  '. 
OB  the  subject,  which  must  really  have  ent  with  jo 
been  made  with  very  little  consideration,  cess  ahonh 
it  has  been  ssked  why  should  not  the  vided  tiie 
members  of  the  Established  Chnrnh  in  enlttes  it  w 
Ireland,  when  it  loses  the  ebaraoter  of  an  ther  it  is 
Establishment,  manage  their  own  property    organintioi 

{ust  in  the  same  way  as  the  Soman  Catho-    create  a  m 
ics  and  the  various  Dissenting  Churches  f    worst     Ob 
It  is  npparently  forgotten  that  all  the  pro-    Irish  Chnri 
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ehonld  be  passed.  From  that  moment  the 
filling  up  of  all  the  yacancies  in  its  bene- 
fices and  dignities  will  be  stopped.  Now 
if  that  suspension  should  be  continuedi 
the  Church,  to  use  an  expression  I  have 
heard,  would  "die  by  inches";  it  would 
gradually  be  extinguished  as  an  organized 
body.  I  am  told  that  there  is  no  danger 
of  ihisi  because  this  Bill  is  only  to  con- 
tinue in  operation  till  the  let  of  August 
of  next  year.  My  Lords,  it  is  a  positive 
ixiBult  to  our  understandings  to  pretend 
that  if  we  once  impose  this  suspension  of 
appointments  we  shall  be  able  again  to 
remove  it.  If  the  permanent  legislation 
irith  respect  to  the  Irish  Church,  which 
this  Bill  is  intended  to  assist,  cannot  be 
accomplished  next  Session,  we  are  sare 
that  before  its  close  a  short  Bill  for  the 
renewal  of  the  Suspensory  Act  would  be 
brought  before  us,  which  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  refuse.  Each  succeeding  year, 
while  permanent  legislation  was  delayed, 
there  would  be  a  stronger  case  for  renew- 
ing this  temporary  provision,  because  each 
succeeding  year  there  would  be  greater 
inconvenience  in  allowing  the  whole  of 
the  increasing  number  of  vacant  appoint- 
ments to  be  suddenly  filled  up.  No  man 
who  has  the  smallest  experience  of  how 
things  are  practically  managed  in  Parlia- 
monty  and  how  easily  temporary  arrange- 
ments are  prolonged  from  year  to  year, 
can  doubt  that  that  is  what  would  hap- 
pen. Well,  then,  the  Church  being  thus 
reduced  to  a  condition  in  which  it  would 
gradually  die  out  if  no  further  legisla- 
tion should  take  place,  you  cannot  fail 
to  see  in  how  disadvantageous  a  position 
it  would  be  placed  in  considering  mea- 
•nres  of  permanent  legislation,  llem ember, 
that  in  deciding  upon  permanent  arrange- 
menti  there  will  be  many  most  difficult 
questions  to  be  considered.  To  legislate 
with  respect  to  the  Irish  Church  is  a  task 
which  will  prove  embarrassing  to  the  most 
experienced  statesmen  and  the  ablest 
lawyers.  In  discussing  the  measures  that 
are  to  be  adopted  we  also  know  that  the 
Church  will  have  to  deal  with  bitter  and 
not  very  scrupulous  enemies.  What  se- 
curity then  can  we  have  that  the  con- 
nderation  of  these  measures,  and  with  it 
the  suspension  of  all  appointments  may 
not  be  indefinitely  prolonged  ?  Is  it  then 
fair  to  call  upon  the  friends  of  the  Church 
to  consent  to  the  passing  of  a  Bill,  the 
effect  of  which  will  he  to  compel  them  to 
come  hereafter  to  the  consideration  of  any 
permanent  arrangement  under  this  great 


disadvantage,  that  if  they  decline  to  ac- 
cept the  settlement  that  may  be  proposed 
to  them,  precisely  as  it  is  offered,  they 
will  be  left  under  the  operation  of  a  law 
by  which  the  Church  will  bo  gradually 
dying  away  ?  Would  anything  of  this 
kind  be  considered  reasonable  in  private 
life  }  Suppose  there  were  a  large  property 
to  be  divided  between  two  claimants, 
would  it  be  fair  that  till  the  terms  would 
be  settled,  one  of  them  should  be  debarred 
from  the  exercise  of  any  rights  whatever, 
and  be  left  without  anything  until  he 
would  consent  to  such  an  arrangement  as 
his  adversary  might  be  pleased  to  offer  ? 
My  Lords,  one  of  the  most  (listiuguishcd 
advocates  of  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Church  has  recently  said  with  great  truth 
and  great  wisdom,  that  it  is  good  policy  in 
a  Government  when  making  great  changes 
of  this  kind  to  deal  graciously  and  gener- 
ously with  those  whom  they  must  affect. 
Such  reforms  must  of  necessity  bear  hardly 
upon  many  persons;  but  all  that  is  pos- 
sible ought  to  be  done  to  soften  the  blow, 
and  to  make  the  transition  from  the  old 
to  the  new  state  of  things  as  little  pain- 
ful as  possible.  Such  is  the  wise  maxim 
that  was  laid  down,  but  how  is  it  acted 
upon  ?  Instead  of  dealing  generously  with 
the  Church  by  this  Bill  you  will  refuse  to 
it  even  bare  justice;  in  a  case  in  which  of 
all  others  it  was  most  necessary  to  avoid 
creating  needless  irritation,  you  propose  to 
take  a  course  which  is  wantonly  offensive 
to  the  friends  of  the  Church,  and  must 
produce  a  sense  of  wrong  in  their  minds 
which  will  prevent  the  settlement  you 
may  ultimately  make  from  being  ac- 
cepted, or  even  acquiesced  in,  as  we  must 
wish. 

Such,  1  say,  is  the  character  of  the  mea- 
sure we  are  called  upon  to  pass,  and  I 
would  ask  you  why  are  we  to  do  so  ?  I 
listened  very  attentively  to  the  speech  of 
my  noble  Friend.  I  have  read  the  reports 
in  the  newspapers  of  many  other  speeches 
in  support  of  the  Bill,  and  I  can  find  only 
one  useful  purpose  which  it  is  alleged  that 
it  will  answer.  It  is  said  that  by  passing 
this  Bill  we  shall  prevent  new  vested  in- 
terests from  beiug  created  while  some  per- 
manent arrangement  is  under  considera- 
tion ;  that  is  to  say,  if  we  do  not  pass  this 
Bill,  but  wait  till  we  can  legislate  per- 
manently on  the  subject  next  year,  it  is 
probable  that  in  the  interval  some  vacan- 
cies will  occur  in  livings  and  Church 
dignities  in  Ireland,  to  which  persons  must 
be  appointed   who  will  thereby  acquire 
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claims  which  will  have  to  be  oonndered 
wlien  a  final  aettlement  ia  made — that  a 
demand  to  the  po^iible  amount  of  a  few 
thousand  pounds  nddilionat  may  arise  upon 
the  property  of  the  Church.  If  thot  pro- 
perty were  urgently  wanted  for  some  use- 
I'ul  purpoi^en,  lor  nliich  it  nas  likely  to 
prove  iniufflcient,  I  should  acknowledge 
the  force  of  this  argument.  But  far  from 
this  being  the  case,  it  is  notorious  that  the 
great  ernhnrrassment  of  those  who  insist 
upon  the  disestablishment  and  disendow- 
ment  of  the  Church  is  what  they  ore  to 
do  with  the  property  of  which  they  are 
resolved  to  deprive  it.  The  autliore  of  the 
Bill  cnutiously  avoid  giving  us  even  a  bint 
what  is  to  be  done  with  the  property,  and 
we  quite  understand  why.  It  waa  im- 
ponsiblo  for  tliem  to  nay  to  irbat  purposes 
this  property  should  be  applied  without 
creating  division  in  the  motley  army  Iiy 
which  the  Church  is  assailed.  Iiy  Lords, 
it  is  to  treat  us  like  children  to  ask  us  to 
believe  that  the  ostensible  object  for  which 
we  are  asked  to  pass  the  Bill  is  the  real 
one.  We  all  know  that  this  is  a  question 
which  rises  above  one  of  mere  money!  it 
is  a  question  of  policy  and  of  feeling,  and 
a  petty  sum  of  a  few  thousand  pounds  is 
as  nothing  in  considering  it.  When  the 
professed  object  of  the  Bill  is  thus  palpably 
insufficient  to  account  for  its  introduction, 
can  yon  be  surprised  that  this  should 
generally  be  regarded  hy  the  public  ea  a 
mere  party  move,  especially  nhen  you 
remember  what  passed  in  1866?  I  ven- 
tured in  that  year,  after  you  had  renewed 
the  suspension  of  the  llnbeaa  Corpus  Act, 
to  ask  your  Lordships  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  state  of  Ireland  which  had 
made  that  severe  measure  necessary,  and 
I  proposed  to  you  to  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion of  the  Church  as  that  which  most  de- 
manded your  attention.  It  was  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  less  necessary  to  do  so 
then  than  it  is  now — all  the  cironmstanoea 
which  point  to  the  need  of  a  change  with 
respect  to  the  Irish  Church  existed  at  that 
time  in  aa  full  force  as  at  present,  and 
there  is  not  a  single  argument  in  favour 
of  the  measure  which  my  noble  Friend  has 
noir  brought  forward  which  I  did  not  press 
npon  joui  consideration  in  1866.  I  ac- 
knowledge that  I  urged  them  with  inferior 
force,  but  the  arguments  of  my  noble 
Priend  are  identioallT  the  same  with  my 
own.  There  is  one  ciroumstanoe,  and  one 
circumstance  only,  in  which  a  change  has 
occurred,  and  I  confess  that  I  heard  with 
extreme  csionisbment  my  noble  Friend  re- 
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mnst  lead  the  Irish  people  to  think  that 
the  violence  has  had  something  to  do  with 
obtaining  for  them  the  boon  they  are  now 
promised.  And  1  have  been  informed  by  a 
gentleman  well  acquainted  with  Ireland, 
who  spoke  to  me  of  his  own  knowledge, 
that  in  some  parts  of  the  country  the  lan- 
guage actually  held  by  the  peasants  shows 
that  such  is  the  impression  made  upon  their 
minds.  When  they  are  told  that  the  Pro- 
testant Church  Establishment  will  be  put 
an  end  to,  their  answer  is,  "  Well,  it  is 
those  poor  Fenians  that  have  done  it.'' 
This  is,  I  think,  a  great  misfortune.  It 
is  much  to  be  lamented  that  this  change 
was  not  attempted  in  1866  instead  of  in 
1868  ;  yet,  my  Lords,  you  cannot  forget 


it  was  condemned  in  the  most  decided 
terms  by  my  noble  Friend  behind  me 
(Earl  Bussell),  who  contended  that  such  a 
measure  would  do  far  more  harm  than 
good,  and  would  tend  to  inflame  instead 
of  to  appease  the  religious  animosities 
which  so  unhappily  prevail  in  Ireland. 
I  will  not  quote  Hamard,  but  I  am  sure 
your  Lordships  know  that  this  was  the 
substance  of  what  was  said  by  my  noble 
Priend.  Nor  did  my  noble  Friend 
Bpeak  for  himself  alone.  Ue  spoke  as 
Prime    Minister,   and   declared   for  him- 


ready  and  willing  to  believe  that  they 
have  had  other  and  better  reasons  for  pro- 
posing this  measure,  though  I  am  unable 
to  comprehend  them.  But  I  do  say  that  it 
is  a  great  misfortune  that  they  have  taken  a 
course  so  well  calculated  to  create  suspi- 
cion in  the  public  mind  upon  this  point. 
Few  greater  evils  could  befall  the  nation 
than  that  it  should  come  to  be  believed  that 
those  who  take  a  principal  share  in  con- 
ducting its  affairs,  look  less  to  the  public 
good  than  to  their  own  private  interest, 
and  the  gratification  of  their  own  ambi- 
tion. If  this  sort  of  distrust  in  public 
men  were  to  become  general,  it  would  be 
a  very  great  misfortune.  I  fear  the  events 
of  last  year  have  done  much  to  create  such 


that  when  the  proposal  was  made  in  1866    a  feeling;  and  the  manner  in  which  this 


•elf  and  his  Colleagues  the  opinion  of  the    to  redress  a  grievance,  and  to  correct  an 


question  of  the  Irish  Church  has  now 
been  dealt  with  is  calculated  to  make  it 
even  deeper  than  before. 

But  this  is  not  the  only,  nor  the  prin- 
cipal ground  on  which  I  condemn  the 
course  that  has  been  taken  in  bringinj;; 
forward  this  Bill.  1  object  to  it  still 
more  as  being  calculated  to  increase  the 
difficulties  of  this  very  difficult  subject, 
and  to  prevent  a  conciliatory  and  satis- 
factory settlement  of  the  question  from 
being  effected.  Let  rae  remind  your  Lord- 
ships that  our  object  should  bo  not  merely 


Government.  Within  this  very  month 
If  r.  Gladstone  himself  is  reported  to  have 
rebuked  severely  an  attempt  to  question 
the  responsibility  of  the  present  Admi- 
nistration as  a  whole  for  opinions  ex- 
pressed on  this  very  subject  of  the  Irish 
Church  by  one  of  its  Members.  Mr. 
Oladstone  said,  and  with  great  justice, 
''  That  it  is  one  of  our  first  duties  to 
decline  to  acquit  any  Member  of  the  Ca- 
binet of  responsibility  for  the  announced 
and  declared  policy  of  another."  In 
1 866y  therefore,  my  noble  Friend  must  be 
considered  as  having  spoken  not  only  for 
himself  but  his  Collea<{ue8  in  declaring 
the  policy  of  the  Ministry,  so  that  1  can 
feel  no  astonishment  that  the  change  in 
the  conduct  of  the  party  by  which  that 
Bill  is  brought  forward  should  be  very 
generally  ascribed  to  the  change  in  their 
position;  and  that  the  public  should  be- 
lieve that  it  is  to  be  accounted  for  by  their 
impatient  desire  to  recover  what  they 
have  lost,  which  has  led  them  to  avail 
themselves  of  any  weapon  that  came  most 
readily  to  their  hands  to  help  them  to 
force  the  doors  of  Downing  Street.  I  will 
not  impate  to  them  such  motives — I  am 


injustice  as   regards  the  Church  of   I  re- 
land.     As  statesmen  our  object  ought  to 
be  something  more  than  this.     Our  desire 
should  be  to  assuage,  and  gradually  to  ex- 
tinguish, those  violent  religious  animosities 
which  have   been   the    bane  of  Ireland. 
Every  man  who  really  values  the  welfare 
of  this  great  country  must  feel  how  ex- 
tremely  important   it   is    that   in  doing 
justice  to  the  Homan  Catholics,  we  should 
endeavour  to  avoid  alienating  and  oflTendo 
ing  the  Protestants— that  we  should  aim 
at  a  settlement  which  maj  conciliate  both 
Protestants  and  &oman  Catholics.    But  the 
course  that  has  been  taken  makes  it  far  less 
likely  than  it  was  that  this  result  should  be 
obtained.     A  short  time  ago  thero  was,  I 
think,  a  fair  prospect  that  the  settlement 
of  this  question  by  a  compromise  might  be 
accomplished.     In  the  debate  in  the  House 
of  Commons  on  the  state  of  Ireland  in  the 
early  part  of  the  Session,  the  weakness  of 
the  position  of  those  who  would  maintain 
the  Irish  Church  as  it  is,  was  so  clearly  dis- 
closed— it  became  so  manifest  that  the  exist- 
ing state  of  things  would  not  long  continue, 
that  there  could  be  little  doubt  that  if  the 
question  had  been  allowed  to  rest  after  the 
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advantage  that  had  been  gained  until  the  iom,  unS 
meeting  of  a  new  Parliament,  it  ironld  where  th 
then  have  been  found  absolutely  necesBarT  high,  ant 
by  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  whoever  My  L( 
they  might  have  been,  to  propose  some  great  this  the  e 
oliange  upon  this  subject.  At  the  snnie  increased 
time  it  was  perfectly  clear  that  nothing  conflict  1 
practically  useful  with  regard  to  it  could  tion  Lea 
be  accomplished  in  the  present  Session,  nons  use 
Even  if  there  had  been  lime  to  consider  — which 
and  decide  upon  the  various  arrangementa  nobleFri 
that  must  be  made  before  permanent  legis-  had  conb 
lation  can  be  attempted,  the  state  of  Public  would  h 
Business,  the  necessity  of  completing  the  pecnniar 
recent  changes  in  our  representation,  and  Church  i 
the  fact  that  a  General  Election  vrith  an  tained 
enlarged  constituency  was  impending,  treated  t 
would  have  made  it  quite  impossible  that  Uinisten 
the  subject  would  be  properly  dealt  with  placed  ni 
during  the  present  Session.  What,  under  on  their 
such  circumstances,  was  the  conduct  to  be  tions  thi 
expected  from  an  Opposition  led  hy  judi-  parties  at 
clous  and  sincere  lovers  of  their  country  ?  which  ah 
It  seems  to  me  that  such  Leaders,  while  intention 
distinctly  declaring  their  opinion  as  to  the  applied  t' 
necessity  of  dealing  with  this  question,  which  th 
would  have  abstained  from  bringing  for-  own  favo 
ward  any  specific  proposal  with  regard  to  fortbcomi 
it  at  the  present  moment,  and  knowing  how  the  unch 
highly  desirable  it  is  to  avoid  kindling  the  by  many 
passions  of  religious  animosity  during  the  Catholic 
General  Election,  they  would,  from  pm-  I  most  d( 
dence  and  a  sense  of  public  duty,  have  al-  should  be 
lowed  this  question  to  wait  for  settlement  the  Somi 
by  a  new  Farliament.  Unhappily  a  very  a  very  i 
different  course  was  adopted.  Hesolutions  on  whici 
were  moved  in  the  House  of  Commons,  so  before  th< 
drawn  that  it  was  impossible  that  they  could  but  it  is 
be  accepted  by  the  Government,  while  that  whit 
they  were  highly  offensive  to  the  friends  for  calm 
of  the  Church,  and  at  the  same  time  left  it  by  appea 
quite  uncertain  what  permanent  arrange-  is  anders 
ment  would  be  proposed.  And  these  Re-  posal  on 
■olutions  were  followed  up  by  bringing  in  making  i 
that  Bill  which,  as  I  have  endeavoured  to  light  res 
show  you,  would,  if  passed,  settle  nothing  have  incn 
with  respect  to  the  future,  and  would  than  it  a] 
answer  ng  really  useful  purpose,  and  would  this  kind 
operate  most  unjustly  to  the  Church.  The  aoy  man 
effect  of  these  proceedings  has  been  to  qnestion  i 
produce— as  it  ought  to  have  been  foreseen  versy  whi 
that  they  would  produce — a  great  party  to  the  Pn 
fight  on  a  subject  which,  above  all  others,  be  finally 
it  wag  desirable  to  keep  so  far  as  possible  either  by 
out  of  the  range  of  party  excitement,  on  betwee 
They  have  prepared  the  way  for  making  ants  and 
the  coming  elections  the  means  of  stirring  by  an  exti 
up  the  pernicious  passions  of  religious  all  the  Ch 
hatred  between  Roman  Catholics  and  Pro- 1  any  endov 
teatants  in  every  part  of  the  United  King-  of  the  las 
Hirl  Grey  ' 
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obtained  after  a  long  and  8e?ere  stniggle ; 
but  that  we  most  ultimately  come  to  this, 
unless  an  amicable  compromiiie  can  be 
effected,  seems  to  me  a  matter  of  certainty. 
When  I  compare  the  strength  and  the 
moral  power,  in  the  actual  state  of  public 
opinion,  of  the  two  parties  arrayed  against 
each  other — the  one  to  assault,  the  other 
to  defend  the  existing  arrangement — 1 
oannot  doubt  that  the  final  issue  of  the 
atroggle  must  be  to  produce  in  one  way 
or  another  a  very  great  change  in  the  pre- 
■ent  system.  I  am  equally  persuaded 
that  for  the  interest  of  the  whole  Nation, 
for  the  welfare  of  Ireland  more  especially, 
and  for  the  sake  of  producing  peace  for  the 
future  among  all  the  Queen's  subjects,  it 
is  infinitely  desirable  that  that  question 
ahould  be  settled  by  a  compromise,  by 
doing  something  for  all  the  principal 
Churohes,  rather  than  by  totally  diverting 
from  all  religious  uses  the  property  now 
held  by  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland. 
I  hold  this  opinion  not  merely  because  I 
hold  that,  as  a  general  rule,  it  is  better 
that  the  religious  instruction  of  the  people 
•hoold  be  in  part  at  least  provided  for  by 
fiome  public  endowment,  than  by  what  is 
called  the  voluntary  system.  Without  at- 
tempting to  enter  now  into  the  general 
question — for  which  this  is  not  a  fit  op- 
portonity^-I  would  merely  say  that  1  have 
always  believed,  and  still  believe,  that  in 
an  old  country  like  ours,  the  voluntary 
ay  stem  cannot  adequately  provide  for  the 
■piritaal  needs  of  the  people ;  and  I  also 
believe  that  it  is  not  for  the  true  welfare 
of  either  the  laity  or  the  clergy  of  any 
Church,  that  the  pastors  should  bo  solely 
dependent  on  the  pecuniary  contributions 
of  their  flocks.  The  experience  of  the 
United  States  confirms  me  in  that  opinion. 
I  cannot  forget  that  before  the  breaking 
out  of  the  late  civil  war  in  America,  none 
or  scarcely  any  of  the  various  Churches 
in  the  United  States  ever  ventured  to 
take  up  that  strong  ground  against  slavery 
which  the  principles  of  Christianity  fully 
and  fairly  acted  upon  would  have  required. 
"Why  did  the  clergy  in  these  States  shrink 
from  condemning  as  they  ought  the  sin  of 
maintaining  slavery,  but  because  they 
were  entirely  dependent  on  their  flocks  ? 
But  without  pursuing  further  the  general 
argument  in  favour  of  a  .system  of  endow- 
ments for  religious  instruction,  as  op- 
posed to  the  voluntary  system,  1  would 
point  out  to  your  Lordships  that  there  are 
Special  reasons  arising  from  the  actual 
state  of  Ireland,   which   make    it  pecu- 


liarly desirable  that  this  question  should 
be  settled  by  a  measure  based  on  the 
principle  of  dividing  the  property  of  the 
Established  Church  in  that  country  among 
the  difiercnt  Churches,  instead  of  confis- 
cating it  for  any  secular  purposes.  I  have 
already  remarked  that  our  great  object 
ought  to  be  to  appease  the  religious  dissen- 
sions which  prevail  in  Ireland,  and  miti- 
gate, if  we  cannot  remove,  the  feelings  of 
rancour  between  different  classes  of  the 
people  that  these  dissensions  have  created. 
But  in  the  first  instance  at  all  events — 
after  a  time  we  might  hope  that  the  result 
would  be  different — I  fear  that  a  simple 
confiscation  of  the  property  of  the  Church 
might  rather  increase  than  diminish  exist- 
ing animosities.  Such  a  measure  would 
throw  the  ministers  of  the  Protestant 
Episcopalian  and  Presbyterian  Churches 
for  their  support  entirely  on  voluntrary 
contributions,  and  to  obtain  such  contri- 
butions they  would  be  driven  to  use  their 
utmost  exertions  in  order  to  raise  and  to 
keep  up  the  spirit  of  religious  enthusiasm 
among  the  people.  It  is  probable  that  for 
this  purpose  no  topics  would  be  found  so 
effective  as  vehement  denunciations  of 
what  are  called  the  errors  and  abomina- 
tions of  Popery ;  and  the  sense  of  wrong 
arising  from  the  confiscation  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church,  together  with  the 
belief  that  the  Roman  Catholics  had  mainly 
contributed  to  bring  it  about,  would  tend 
to  inflame  the  zeal  of  ardent  Protestants  in 
their  attacks  on  the  rival  Church.  We 
know  that  there  are  even  now  a  large 
number  of  persons  both  in  Ireland  and  in 
this  country,  who  are  earnestly  striving 
to  convert  the  Irish  Homan  Catholics  from 
what  are  regarded  as  their  religious  errors, 
and  that  large  sums  of  money  ore  collected 
for  carrying  on  this  work.  Mr.  fience 
Jones,  in  his  excellent  pamphlet  giving  a 
layman's  view  of  the  Irish  Church  ques- 
tion, states  that  no  less  a  sum  than 
£30,000  a  year  is  raised  by  subscriptions 
in  tliis  country  for  the  conversion  of  the 
Irish  people  to  Protestantism.  I  cannot 
doubt  that  the  opinion  he  expresses  is 
correct,  and  that  the  effect  of  the  disen- 
dowment  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  would  be  to  give  a  great  stimulus 
to  these  subscriptions,  and  that  far  larger 
sums  than  heretofore  would  be  raised  in 
this  country  to  be  applied  in  carrying  on 
the  labour  of  prosclytism  upon  a  greater 
scale  and  with  more  eagerness  than  ever. 
I  do  not  believe  that  these  exertions,  how- 
ever sincere  and  earnest  the  persons  by 
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frhom  thoy  might  be  carried  on,  would  be 
oonduoire  to  religious  peace,  or  to  the 
growth  of  a  true  Christian  spirit  among 
the  Irish  people. 

There  is  another  objection  to  the  settle- 
ment of  this  question  hy  the  disestablish- 
ment and  disendowmeDt  of  the  Protestant 
Church  in  Ireland,  which  hss  great  vetght 
in  my  mind.  I  mean  the  effect  that  this 
vould  have  on  the  secnrity  of  the  Church 
in  England,  We  are  told  indeed  that  the 
Church  stands  in  so  entirely  different  a 
position  in  England  from  what  it  does  in 
Ireland,  that  a  changB  which  may  be  made 
-with  respect  to  the  latter  will  haTe  no 
effect  upon  the  former.  That  argument 
has  been  used  hy  my  nohle  Priend,  and  he 
pointed  out  that  the  abolition  of  Episcopacy 
in  Scotland  had  not  injured,  hut  had  on 
the  contrary  been  of  serrice  to  the  English 
Church.  I  agree  with  hira  that  this  has 
been  the  result  of  the  wise  ooorsa  taken 
with  respect  to  the  Chnrch  in  Scotland  at 
the  time  of  the  Revolution,  nor  do  I  douht 
that  if  you  were  to  take  a  similar  course 
in  Ireland  and  were  to  preserve  for  reli- 
gious uses  the  property  now  devoted  to 
these  purposes,  only  altering  the  mode  of 
its  application,  not  the  smallest  injury 
would  arise  to  our  own  Church.  I  believe 
that  to  use  the  words  of  my  nohle  Friend 
that  it  would  he  strengthened  by  such  a 
measure.  But  the  case  will  he  very  different 
if  you  determine  to  establish  the  voluntary 
ayatem  in  Ireland.  If  you  should  deter- 
mine that  in  that  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom all  religions  shall  be  left  to  depend 
upon  the  voluntary  exertions  of  their 
members,  that  no  funds  under  the  control 
of  the  State,  whether  derived  from  the 
National  Treasury,  or  from  property  set 
apart  in  past  ages  for  religions  uses,  shall 
he  applied  to  religious  purposes — and  if 
you  should  thus  establish  the  pure  volun- 
tary system  in  Ireland  on  the  ground  that 
this  is  what  is  best  for  the  people,  the  ex- 
ample, it  seems  to  me,  will  be  full  of  dan- 
ger to  the  Church  of  England.  And  my 
fears  as  to  the  effect  of  this  example  were 
not  a  little  incrossed  when  my  noble  Priend, 
referring  to  nhat  had  taken  place  in  the 
Australian  colonies,  described  in  such 
glowing  terms  the  increase  of  strength  and 
of  power  which  our  Church  had  gained 
there  from  being  deprived  of  all  pecuniary 
assi stance  from  the  State.  Without  stop- 
ping to  point  out  some  important  facta 
with  refereuoe  to  the  Australian  colonies, 
which  I  think  my  noble  Friend  has  mis- 
taken or  overlooked,  I  must  observe  that 
£arl  Or«y 
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one  lime  contemplated  a  measore  inyolv- 
ing  some  grant  to  the  Eoman  Catholic 
Church.  I  confess  I  should  feel  much 
greater  respect  than  I  do  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  if  I  thought  this  as- 
sertion were  well-founded  ;  but,  unfortu- 
nately, I  have  not  sufficient  confidence  in 
their  wisdom  and  statesmanship  to  belioTe 
that  they  had  ever  seriously  contemplated 
adopting  a  large  and  generous  policy  on 
this  subject.  But  however  little  they  may 
have  thought  of  doing  so,  I  believe  that 
if  they  had  not  been  forced  by  party 
attacks  to  a  premature  decision  and  de- 
claration of  their  policy, — if  they  had 
heen  allowed  to  apply  themselves  seriously 
to  this  great  question  at  the  close  of  the 
Session,  unhampered  by  declarations  of 
opinion  extorted  from  them  beforehand, 
they  would  have  been  almost  irresistibly 
led  by  the  force  of  circumstances  to  decide 
on  some  measure  which  would  have  in- 
oladed  a  grant  to  the  Eoman  Catholic 
Church.  After  what  had  occurred  in  the 
early  part  of  the  Session  they  must  have 
felt  on  the  one  hand  tho  impossibility  of 
standing  still  and  maintaining  things  as 
they  are  ;  and  they  would  have  been  met 
on  the  other  hand  by  the  equal,  or  rather 
the  still  greater,  impossibility  of  discover- 
ing any  other  mode  of  dealing  with  the 
■abject  which  they  could  have  proposed 
'With  even  a  chance  of  success.  The  cir- 
oumstances  of  the  time,  moreoTcr — but  for 
the  bringing  forward  of  this  unfortunate 
Bill — would  have  offered  singular  advan- 
tages and  facilities  for  attempting  the  set- 
tlement of  this  question  on  the  principle 
of  a  compromise.  Men's  minds  were  pre- 
pared for  some  great  change  with  respect 
to  the  Irish  Church,  and  all  felt  its  neces- 
sity. It  would  in  this  state  of  things 
have  been  in  the  power  of  the  Government 
to  propose  an  arrangement  to  the  leaders 
of  the  different  Churches,  which  probably 
might  and  certainly  ought,  to  have  com- 
manded their  acceptance.  To  the  Pro- 
testant Episcopal  Church  they  might  have 
held  out  the  prospect  of  obtaining  in  return 
for  a  surrender  of  all  offensive  claims  to  a 
higher  social  position  than  the  Roman 
Catholics  and  of  a  portion  of  its  property, 
security  for  its  greatly  diminislied  income, 
together  with  liberty  to  apply  that  income 
to  the  best  advantage,  and  a  hope  of 
increased  usefulness  from  being  relicTed 
from  the  odium  and  the  imputation  of 
injustice  which  now  attach  to  it.  To  the 
Boman  Catholics  they  might  have  offered 
the  absolate  removal  of  the  last  traces  of 


the  old  Protestant  ascendancy  and  com- 
plete social  equality,  with  a  large  share  of 
the  Church  property  granted  to  them  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  give  material  relief  to 
the  poorest  part  of  the  population,  without 
trenching  in  the  slightest  degree  on  the  in- 
dependence of  their  Church.  And  to  the 
Presbyterians  they  might  have  offered  an 
increase  of  the  very  inadequate  grant  they 
now  enjoy  in  the  Regium  Donum,  with  an 
improvement  in  the  terms  on  which  it  is 
held.  If  the  Servants  of  the  Crown  had 
been  able  by  confidential  communications 
with  the  leaders  of  the  several  Churches 
to  bring  them  to  agree  to  some  such 
arrangement  as  this,  I  think  your  Lord- 
ships will  agree  with  me  in  believing  that 
the  proposal  would  have  been  hailed  with 
the  welcome  of  an  immense  majority  of  the 
most  intelligent  part  of  the  nation ;  that 
a  Bill  for  carrying  it  into  effect,  submitted 
to  a  new  Parliament,  not  elected  under 
feelings  of  religious  bigotry  studiously  ex- 
cited, would  have  commanded  its  assent ; 
and  that  the  Ministry  which  carried  it, 
would  have  performed  a  greater  public 
service  than  it  has  been  the  lot  perhaps 
of  any  administration  for  the  last  100 
years  to  achieve.  I  do  not  mean,  my  Lords, 
to  assert  that  the  Ministers  would  have 
adopted  the  policy  I  have  described  or 
would  have  succeeded  if  they  had  ;  but  I 
do  say,  that  as  it  was  at  least  possible,  and 
I  believe  probable,  that  they  might  if  they 
were  inclined  to  make  the  attempt ;  no 
difficulty  ought  to  have  been  thrown  in 
their  way.  Unfortunately  such  a  difficulty 
— ^I  fear  an  insuperable  one — has  been 
created  by  bringing  forward  this  Bill  and 
the  Kesolutions  on  which  it  was  founded. 
The  effect  of  these  proceedings  has  been  to 
place  Ministers  in  the  dilemma  of  being 
compelled  either  to  subject  themselves  to 
odium  and  mis- representation  by  avowing 
an  intention  to  deal  with  this  most  diffi- 
cult question  of  the  Irish  Church,  before 
any  scheme  for  doing  so  could  be  explained 
or  matured,  and  before  there  had  been  time 
to  enter  into  previous  communication  with 
those  whose  interests  would  have  been 
affected ;  or  else  to  disclaim,  as  they  have 
done,  any  intention  of  a  change  of  policy, 
thus  making  it  more  difficult  for  them 
hereafter  to  propose  a  satisfactory  measure. 
This  may  help  to  bring  together  a  new 
House  of  Commons  which  will  pass  a  Vote 
of  Want  of  Confidence  in  the  present  Go- 
vernment; but  this  will  have  been  pur- 
chased by  a  sacrifice  of  the  national  in- 
terest, and  even  as  a  party  move,  I  believe, 
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in  the  long  run,  the  course  talien  by  tfie 
Oppoaition  will  proro  to  have  been  a  mis- 
take. If  I  do  not  mistake  the  signa  of 
opinion  which  I  observe,  it  may  be  found 
that  thia  course  has  not  tended  to  Becure 
for  thoae  who  have  adviaed  it  the  confi- 
dence of  that  large  body  of  calm  and  im- 
partial men  in  the  nation,  who  seldom 
interfere  in  politics,  but  generally  in  the 
end  give  the  prcpanderance  to  one  or  the 
other  of  conteading  parties.  I  do  not 
believe  that  men  of  this  sort  will  be  dia- 
poaed  to  lock  up  to  the  promoters  of  this 
Bill  as  wise  and  oonscientioas  etatesmen 
whom  the  J"  may  safely  follow. 

There  is  only  one  more  topic  on  which 
1  must  trouble  ycur  Lordships  with  a  few 
words.  Uy  noble  Friend  (Earl  OraQville) 
at  the  cloao  of  liis  speech  endeavoured, 
though  in  a  very  guarded  manner,  to  im- 
press upon  you  the  inexpediency  cf  reject- 
ing a  Bill  which  has  come  up  from  the 
other  House  sanctioned  by  such  large  ma- 
jorities. Uy  Lords,  I  have  great  respect 
for  the  House  of  Commona,  and  I  know 
that  neither  this  House  nor  the  other  can 
reaiat  the  deliberato  and  settled  opinion  of 
the  nation  ;  but  I  deny  that  the  opinion 
of  the  nation  is  always  to  be  coUcoted 
from  the  vote  of  even  a  large  majority  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  ahifting 
currents  of  party  contesta  aometimes  give 
la^e  majoritiee  in  that  House  in  favour 
of  meaanres  not  approved  by  the  deliberate 
judgment  of  the  nation,  and  I  believe 
this  to  be  tbe  caae  with  regard  to  the  £ill 
now  before  us.  It  was  most  imperfectly 
discussed  in  (he  other  House;  many  of  the 
chief  objeotiona  to  it  were  uerer  evrn 
stated,  much  less  considered  as  they  ought 
to  have  been,  and  it  was  hastily  passed 
by  a  mere  party  vote.  1  am  persuaded 
that  the  country  already  begins  to  see  that 
this  Bill  is  not  the  right  way  of  proceed- 
ing even  with  a  view  to  what  is  professed 
to  be  its  ultimate  object.  And  if  we  re- 
ject it,  not  as  being  determined  to  resist 
ft  complete  change  of  ayatem  with  regard 
to  the  Church  in  Ireland,  but  on  the 
ground  of  its  being  a  crude,  partial  and  mis- 
chievous propoeal,  calculated  not  to  pro- 
mote but  to  impede  a  fair  settlement  of 
the  question — if,  by  so  doing,  your  Iiord' 
ships  mark  your  disapproval  of  the  manner 
of  dealing  with  this  question,  I  believe 
you  will  establish  a  new  claim  to  the 
conlidoDGe  of  the  nation,  and  that  your 
decision  will  be  hardly  leas  useful  from 
its  tending  to  maintain  the  character  and 
authority  of  this  House,  than  from  its 
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in  the  way  which  yon  might  deeira  to  j  Qladstone,  deairing  to  know  vhat  were 

BToid,  it  would  not  have  pot  you  to  very  '  really  his  ideaa ;  and  ^r.  Gladstone  in  his 

ranch  trouble  to  hare  followed  precedents,  I  answer  said — 

and — in   accordance  with   what  I  might 

call  the   Parliamentary  affection  between 

the  two  Houses — to  have  commuDicated 

the  Itcsoluttons  of  the  House  of  CommoDn 

to  the  House  of  Lords.     Ae  you  did  not 

adopt  that  course,  am  I  wrong  in  thinking 

you  did  not  appreciate  tha  importance  of 

thi>  question  ?      Am   I  wrong  in  saying  , 

that  your  conduct  has  been  attributed  to    '^"^ 

other  than  patriotic  motives  and  a  desire     "  "' 


"  Tha  quGitioo  of  the  Iriih  Church  ii  rtnote  " — 
iniDd,  this  ii  oalya  ooBple  o!  jvm  ago — ''aad 
upparently  out  <tt  >11  bearing  on  tbs  prutiokl 
politioB  of  tha  da;.  I  think  I  bars  markad 
slronglj  mf  Kun  of  the  reiponalbilit]'  attaohing 
to  the  opening  of  auoh  a  queition.  One  thing,  I 
mar  add,  beeaaie  1  think  it  ia  a  clear  landmark. 
In  anj  meainre  dealing  irilh  tha  IHah  Cburoh,  I 
think— I  Karcfllr  fixpeot  ever  to  be  called  on  to 
ire — the  Aot  of  Union  moat 
bare  Important  ei 


other  than  patriotic  motives  and  a  desire  '  :„ '".    .™:.i.  .  .iX  ™f™„r.r.h:  ^iT 
i  1.  .L    -   .        J      » .1     T  -  1  IV    queneci,  eepeciallj  "ith   releronoe  to  the  nie- 

to  consult  the  interests  of  tbe  Insh  people  ?  nu^hj." 
Would  not  an  observance  of  the  ordinary 
oonrteeiet  between  the  two  Houses  have 
been  better  calculated  to  prevent  difflcuU 
tiflfl  then  the  course  which  has  been 
followed?  What  is  the  result?  Wby, 
that,  as  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey)  has 
aaid,  this  qneation  is  thrown  on  the  Honse 
and  the  country  without  time  being  given 
for  its  considemtion.  One  Honse  seems 
to  he  legislating  entirely  for  themselves, 
vithout  any  respect  for  the  other.  Could 
ire  have  expected  that  this  question  would 
ba  brought  before  Parliament  during  the 
present  Session?  It  may  perhaps  be 
alleged  that  Jt  was  of  so  pressing  a 
character,  and  one  so  universally  felt 
throughout  the  whole  country,  tbat  wo 
must  have  expected  it  to  be  brought  for- 
ward.    The  reverse  is  the  fact.     So  far 


he  recogniied,  and 

I  ask  any  noble  Lord  whether  he  could 
have  expected  that  withia  little  more  than 
two  years  from  the  writing  of  that  letter, 
Ur.  Gladstone  should  be  the  very  man  to 
raise  this  storm?  I  am  willing  to  extend 
to  the  speeches  and  the  policy  of  Uinis- 
ters  and  statesmen  a  very  handeome 
statute  of  limitation ;  bnt  when  we  find 
statements  deliberately  made  upon  so  lo- 
ered  a  subject,  we  are  entitled  to  refer  to 
them,  even  after  the  lapse  of  years.  Could 
we  have  expected  that  Ur.  Gladstone 
would  have  b«en  the  man  to  move  in  thia 
matter  after  the  speech  which  he  made 
against  the  noble  £arl  opposite  on  the 
question  of  the  Appropriation  Clause  7 

Eahl   RUSSELL:   What  date? 

The   Earl   op  MALMESBURY:    The 


from  expecting  this  question  to  bo  raised  I  3Ut  of  March.  1835.     On  that  occasioa 
and  to  ^anato  from  the  quarler  it  has    ^'^-  G'^dBlone  said- 


important  eonaeque 


9  quarter 
,  we  did  not  expect  it  to  be  raised  ... 
all,  and  much  less  did  we  expect  that  it    '«'"'  ""  ^""o"  ''«!°",  ">«  "' 
would  emanate  from  the  quarter  in  which  ,  fcther'oVerth"  '" 

it  has  been  initiated.  Ifyonr  Lordships  cbureb  E.ubliil 
consider  what  has  taken  place  within  the 
last  two  years,  you  will  bo  somewhat 
enrprised  at  what  has  recently  happened. 
At  the  last  General  Election  this  ques- 
tiou  of  the  Irish  Church  was  not  even 
mentioned  upon  the  hustings;  the  Re- 
form Bill  completely  absorbed  the  at- 
tention of  the  public  "" 
of  this  questio: 


es  would  at- 

In  tbe  flrst 

place,  it  would  enfeeble  and   debaie,  and   then 

"  igether  orerthrow  the  principle  on  whlah  the 

'    -■'■■■  nent  rested.      The  noble  Lord 

ited  them  to  inrada  tha  property  of  the  Chnrab 

m  Ireland.    He  oonaidered  tbat  there  ware  abun- 

Jant  reatoni  for  maintaining  that  Cburcb  ;    and 

if  it  ihould  be   removed  bo  believed   that  thoj 

would  not  ha  able  long  to  reaiat  the  repeal  of  tha 

Union,  and  tbon  the;  would  beoome  tullj  aware 

nf  the  evil  of  surrendBring  the  prinoiplo  whioh 

ihe  noble  Lord  oalled  upon  tbem  to  giie  up." — 


The  very  mooter  [^  ff"^"*.  ^"'i-i 
-I  have  no  wish  to  |  Extending,  as  I  have  said,  a  handsome 
■peak  disrespectfully  of  him,  though  ha  :  statute  of  limitation  to  politicians  on 
Ims  thrown  the  Business  of  the  entire  Ses-  |  both  sides  of  the  House,  could  we  have 
aion  into  contiisian  by  his  Motion — this  expected  that,  after  such  a  speech,  and, 
rery  Gentleman  declared  two  years  ago  to  ■  still  more,    after   the  letter  so  recently 


a  ooQstitnent  that  he  had 
considering   this   question  of  thi 
Church.      For,  what  did   Mr,   Qladstone 


written  to  a  Member  of  his  own  Commtt- 

Irish  I  t«e,  we  should  have  this  Bill  presented  to 

at  the   instance   oF    Mr.    Gladstone  f 


say  ?  It  appears  that  a  member  of  his  |  And  I  will  ask  your  Lordships  not  to  be 
committee,  suspecting  tbat  ho  was  not  as  misled  by  the  clauses  of  this  Bill.  The 
Btaunoh  aa  he  formerly  had  been  to  the  real  meaning  of  this  Bill  is  found  in  the 
principles  which  he  held  with  respect  to  first  Resolution  passed  in  the  House  of 
the  Irish  Chnrob,  oommonicated  with  Mr.   Uommona,  and  it  means,  in  plain  English, 
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th&t  the  Cbnroh  of  Irelaod  is  to  ceaw  to! 
exist.  However,  you  twist  the  mstter —  | 
whether  you  desire  it  or  whether  you  fear 
it— that  la  really  the  queelion  before  your  I 
Lordships  to-night.  The  Bill  it»elf  isi 
feamed  and  brought  before  this  House  in 
a  very  inudione  manner,  and  my  noble 
Friend  who  introduced  the  measure  in 
eifect  said  of  it— If  any  of  your  Lordships 
entertain  moderate  views  with  respect  to 
the  Iriab  Church,  if  you  wish  to  improre, 
but  still  to  preserve  it,  you  will  be  quite 
safe  in  vottng  for  the  Bill,  and  the  mea- 
sure itself  will  be  perfectly  innocent,  be- 
cause if  such  are  your  sentiments  you 
would  wJBh,  of  course,  equally  with  us, 
to  suspend,  till  there  has  been  further 
legislation,  the  action  of  the  Crown  with 
regard  to  appointrnents.  As  to  whether 
such  a  course,  if  proposed  honAj^,  would 
be  a  proper  one,  I  do  not  now  pause  to 
offer  any  opinion.  I  will  only  point  out 
that  Her.  llajesty'e  Qovemment  proposed 
the  issue  of  a  Commission  with  the  object 
of  getliog  all  the  information  they  oould 
upon  the  subject  of  the  Irish  Cburcb. 
But  the  Beport  of  the  Commission  has  not 
been  waited  for.  And  it  certainly  does 
appear  upon  the  face  of  it  that  if  the 
object  were  to  insure  the  adoption  of  such 
reforms  as  may  be  recommended  on  the 
face  of  that  Beport,  the  presentation  of 
the  Report  itself  would  form  the  natural 
prelude  to  any  action  of  that  nature.  But 
a  stop  ii  put  to  any  expectations  of  the 
kind  by  the  language  of  the  first  BesolU' 
tion.  There  is  an  end  of  all  modificaUons, 
of  all  reforms,  of  all  moderate  measures, 
because  you  say  in  the  first  Resolution, 
"  Deltnia  e»t  Carthago."  I  beg  you  not 
to  lose  sight  of  that ;  you  have  no  choice  ; 
this  Bill  is  a  mere  prelude  to  the  putting 
in  force  of  the  first  Resolution  passed  by 
the  Ilouse  of  Commons.  And  as  the 
noble  Earl  on  the  cress-Benches  (Earl 
Orey]  very  correctly  pointed  ont,  we  hare 
not  the  slightest  hint  meanwhile  of  the 
iateotioos  of  the  Opposition,  either  now 
or  if  ever  they  come  into  Office  :  they  do 
not  give  us  the  slightest  indication'  of 
what  is  to  become  of  the  churches,  the 
incumbents,  or  the  people  who  profit  by 
their  ministrations.  The  whole  thing  is 
left  in  tlie  dark  ;  and  your  Lordships  are 
told  to  vote  this  night  for  a  preparatory 
Bill  to  some  totally  unknown  measure. 
My  Lords,  however  courageous  may  be 
your  political  aspirations,  I  do  not  believe 
you  will  venture  to  take  such  a  step.  Now, 
why  is  this  Irish  Church  to  be  destroyed  ? 
Th»  £arl  of  Malmtthtrg 
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on  its  lo-cined  Bithopi ;  and  wluitetw  elie  be- 
longt  to  its  temporal  obaraoter  ai  an  KttablUh- 
ineot.  Another  let  of  caiet  ii  the  penal  lawi 
direeted  against  the  Jeioits  and  other  religioai 
Ordert,  thoae  odious  enactments  which  make  the 
frreatest  benefiictors  to  religion  and  humanity 
felons,  for  rendering  the  truest  lerrices  to  God 

and  to  their   neighbour And    the 

Coronation  Oath  and  the  Act  of  Settlement, 
which  limit  the  possession  of  the  Crown  to  Pro- 
toatants,  and  make  the  conversion  to  genuine 
Christianity  a  forfeiture  of  title." 

According  to  that  deolaration,  therefore, 
Cardinal  Cullen  would  by  no  means  be 
■atisfied  with  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church,  but  insists  that  the  Grown 
■ball  be  thrown  open  to  the  professor  of 
any  religion  whatever.  At  a  meeting  of 
Boroan  Catholic  priests,  held  at  Limerick, 
on  the  23d  of  December,  1867,  four  Re- 
solntions  were  adopted,  of  which  the  fourth 
ran  as  follows  :— 

**  That  the  very  nature  of  the  remedies  required 
to  make  Ireland  rich  and  contented  renders  it  im- 
possible for  a  British  Parliament  to  adopt  and 
apply  them  ;  and,  besides  that,  home  aspirations 
and  the  plea  for  Irish  intervention  from  abroad 
can  never  be  met  unless  by  restoring  Ireland  her 
nationality,  re-establishing  the  Sovereign  and  the 
Lords  and  Commons  of  Ireland/' 

• 

In  vain  do  I  look  for  any  hope  of  realizing 
those  dreams  sketched  for  us  by  the  noble 
Xarl.  If  we  could  entertain  any  such  hope 
we  might  be  encouraged  to  pass  those  mea- 
anrcs  which  the  Besolutions  come  to  by 
the  other  House  foreshadow.  I  have  been 
deeply  impressed  by  a  letter  written  on 
this  subject  by  a  right  rev.  Prelate,  whose 
position  as  regards  Ireland  and  the  Eoman 
Catholic  Church  is  of  such  importance 
that  every  word  he  says  must  be  weighed 
with  the  greatest  attention.  It  is  true  Dr. 
Vanning,  to  whom  I  refer,  has  not  risen 
to  the  highest  ranks  of  his  Church,  but 
hiB  prsitiae  is  so  high,  the  regard  in  which 
he  is  held  is  so  great,  and  his  zeal  as  a 
propagandist  so  unquestionable,  that  he 
becomes  a  most  dangerous  opponent  in 
controversy,  while  at  the  same  time  his 
conscientiousness  enforces  our  respect. 
Now,  let  us  see  whether  he  encourages  us 
to  hope  that  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church  would  pacify  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland.  In  his  letter  to  the 
noble  Earl  on  the  cross-Benches  (Earl 
Orey)  he  tells  us  in  the  first  place  that  all 
the  penal  statutes  and  eyerything  that 
would  mortify  Irish  Eoman  Catholics  most 
be  abolished  ;  he  then  proceeds  to  say 
that  the  main  question,  which  nothing  else 
can  over-ride,  is  the  land  question.  Now, 
my  Lords,  let  me  ask  you  to  listen  to  what 


a  Eoman  Catholic  priest  of  the  greatest 
authority  says  of  the  land  question — 

"And  now,  my  Lord,  I  will  not  shrink  from 
venturing;  oven  upon  the  land  question,  because  it 
is  the  chief  and  paramount  condition  on  which 
the  peace  of  Ireland  depends.     In  comparison 

with  this  question  all  others  are  light 

I  will  begm,  then,  by  affirming  that  there  is  a 
natural  and  divine  law,  anterior  and  superior  to 
all  human  and  civil  law,  by  which  every  people 
has  a  right  to  live  on  the  fruits  of  the  soil  on 
which  they  are  born,  and  in  which  they  are  buried. 
This  is  a  right  older  and  higher  than  any  personal 
right.  It  is  the  intrinsic  right  of  the  whole  peo- 
ple and  society,  out  of  which  all  private  rights  to 
the  soil  and  its  fruits  are  created,  and  by  which 
those  created  rights  must  always  l>e  controlled. 
A  starving  man  commits  no  theft  if  he  saves  his 
life  by  eating  of  his  neighbour's  bread  so  much  as 
is  necessary  for  the  support  of  his  existence.  The 
civil  law  yields  before  the  higher  jurisdiction  of 
the  divine,  as  the  positive  divine  law  yields  before 
the  natural  law  of  God." 

Dr.  Manning  denies  and  is  bound  by  his 
religion  to  deny  the  Bible  to  the  labourer, 
but  he  has  substituted  for  that  Book  one 
of  the  most  inflammatory  pamphlets  I 
have  ever  known  to  be  published.  I  ask 
any  of  your  Lordships  whether,  if  this 
passage  which  I  have  quoted  were  read 
to  an  uneducated  man,  that  man  would 
not  think  his  Bishop  was  authorizing  him 
to  steal  whatever  he  conceived  he  needed  ? 
Dr.  Manning  goes  on— - 

**  The  poor  are  joint  owners  of  the  usufruct. 
The  land  being  a  fixed  quantity,  and  the  people 
an  extending  quantity,  it  is  inevitable  that  the 
pre-occupntion  of  the  whole  area  of  the  country 
by  a  small  number  of  landlords  must  have  the 
effect  of  excluding  or  disinheriting  the  greater 
part  of  the  people  from  all  possession  of  the  soil." 

Why,  my  Lords,  this  is  nothing  but  pure 
communism  written  by  the  leader  of  our 
Eoman  Catholic  populations;  and  I  ask 
your  Lordsliips  whether  after  this  you  can 
hope  to  pacify  Ireland  by  the  violent  mea- 
sures recommended  by  such  priests,  and 
produce  those  good  fruits  which  alone 
can  justify  the  passing  of  such  a  Bill  ? 

Now,  my  Lords,  one  of  the  charges  made 
against  the  Church  of  Ireland  is  that  it 
does  not  fulfil  its  mission  ;  these,  I  think, 
were  the  words  of  my  noble  Friend.  But 
I  have  a  statement  here  by  the  Eoman 
Catholic  Bishops  of  Cashel  and  Clonfert, 
strongly  recommending  that  Catholic  Uni- 
versities should  be  established.  They 
say— 

"  How  many  a  Oatholic  lost  his  faith  in  Trinity 
College,  let  tlie  long  array  of  names  familiar  to 
the  public  testify— of  sizars,  and  scholars,  and 
fellows,  of  high  dignitaries,  too,  even  of  Bishops- 
some  living,  some  dead,  all  witnesses  to  the  dan- 
ger of  such  a  place  to  Catholics,  for  they  were 
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born  and  baptiiad  In  th«  bowm  of  the  Oatholio 
Cbaroh,  and  tbej  lost  their  &ith  Id  Trlnilf  Col- 
lega.    If  lomo  Catbolioi  h»n   paued  throngh 

Trinity  College  without  tiMing  loit  It,  quati  per 
iftiem,  otfaen  haie  mftde  ihipwreok  of  tbs  faith 
bj  openlj  paMiiig  oTor  to  Protcitaiitiuii,  and 
otheri  again  bars  had  their  faith  to  undermined 
u  on  their  deatlibed  to  refiiM  the  miniltratioai  of 

Bo  the  Roman  CathoIii»,  at  all  erente, 
bear  witneu  to  the  fact  that  the  udIod  of 
Froteatanta  and  tnembera  of  their  ' 
Church  in  Trinity  College  has  hronght 
about  many  conrersioni  to  ProteBtantiam. 
Then  the  Irish  Church  is  complaiued  of 
because  it  does  not  proselytise,  and  that 
the  number  of  Frotestanta  does  not  ia- 
orenae;  but  here  is  a  letter  to  my  noble 
Friend  near  me  (the  Earl  of  Derby], 
aigried  by  an  incumbent  of  eight  yean, 
and  the  writer  aaye — 

"  When  a  jronng  man  I  vai  appointed  to  a 
e«rao]P  in  a  midland  aountjp.  The  population  wai 
rural,  and  conilitad  atmoit  entirely  of  small  fir- 
man, with  from  tveotj  aoraa  to  fiftf  morei  each, 
and  these  they  generally  nunaged  to  ODltirate  hy 
the  bands  of  their  own  bmllii*.  The  property  be- 
longed to  an  English  proprietor,  who  h»d  cleared 
'  the  estate  of  all  the  old  trnantrics,  and  dirided  it 
in  this  manner.  About  ona-fburth  of  the  popula- 
tion was  Prottitant  and  the  rest  were  Roman 
Catholics.  The  Holy  Soriptursa  had  found  an 
entranae  into  almost  erery  house,  and  the  results 
were  remarkable.  Erery  Sunday  morning  in  the 
Commnnion  Serrioe,  ss  I  eonoluded  lbs  Nieene 
Cre«d,  one  or  more  Roman  Catholios,  eaoh  ao- 
eompanied  by  two  Protestants,  left  their  pews 
and  came  to  me  at  the  Communion-table,  and 
asked  to  he  reoeired  into  the  Protestant  Chnroh 
of  Ireland.  Eaoh  of  these  Roman  Catholics  had 
been  carefully  eiamined  by  myeelf  some  time  be- 
fore, and  I  DOW  reoeired  them  pnblioly,  aaoord- 
ing  to  a  form  prescribed  by  my  Bishop.  The 
effect  of  this  going  on  Sunday  after  Sunday  was 
very  striking,  and  continued  for  six  months  with- 
oat  the  exception  of  a  single  Sunday.  DariDg 
those  six  months  I  reoeired  110  persons,  being  an 
average  of  more  than  four  persons  eaoh  Sunday," 

Tbe  writer  proceeds  to  tay  tbat  the  greatett 
terror  existed  among  tbe  Roman  Catholic 
population  lest  their  conTersion  should  be 
kaown,  because  many  conTerts  had  been 
■hockiogly  persecuted.  These  oases,  all  of 
which  ocourred  in  his  own  parish,  he  fully 
describes  with  names  and  dates. 

Something  was  said  by  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Qranrille)  regarding  the  fears  your 
Lordsbipe  might  entertain  if  the  Irish 
Church  were  disestablished  ;  but  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  as  he  proceeded  in  his 
speech  ray  noble  Friend's  arguments  were 
rather  directed  against  Establishments  of 
all  kinds.  He  gave  us  an  acconnt  of  the 
prosperity  and  Christian  feeling  existing 
among  the  members  of  the  Churches  id 
T^  Marl  of  Malnmlurj/ 
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•hipSy  from  your  acqaaintanoe  with  human 
natuTOt  must  know  that  when  a  strong 
will  and  a  vaoillating  will  oome  side  by 
aide,  the  latter  is  absorbed  by  the  former, 
and  the  strong  becomes  stronger  than  be- 
fore. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  may 
have  no  intention  of  the  sort  at  present ; 
bat,  looking  at  his  own  position,  and  bear- 
ing in  mind  the  character  of  his  Col* 
leagaes  we  may,  before  many  years  are 
paat,  see  him  coming  forward  and  vindi- 
eate  his  consistency,  employing  similar 
ai)gaments  against  tiie  English  Establish- 
nient  that  he  now  uses  against  that  of 
Ireland. 

Now,  my  Lords,  we  have  heard  a  good 
deal  said  about  the  respect  which  is  to  be 
paid  to  Tested  interests,  and,  as  far  as  1 
•an  understand,  those  vested  interests  re- 
late to   the   Archbishops,   Bishops,    and 
elargy  of  the  Church.     But,  my  Lords, 
I  want  to  know  what  is  to  become— not 
of  the  Tested  interests  of  Bishops  and 
Anhbishops — but  of  the  vested  interests 
of  the  poor?     The  poor  of  this  country 
have  a  right  to  their  churches,  and  the 
elergy  cannot  refuse  to  attend  them  in 
their  last  moments,  or  to  visit  them  in 
time  of  sickness.  That  right  has  been  theirs 
ainee  Saxon  and  Korman  times ;  for  there 
haa  always  been  a  State  Church,  though 
the  form  of  religion  may  have  changed. 
What  is  to  become  of  the  poor  in  Ireland 
if  this  measure  is  carried  ?    Why,   my 
Lords,  one  thing  above  all  astonishes  me, 
and  that  is,  that  this  Bill  should  be  sup- 
pcvted  by  so  large  a  number  of  Dissenters 
and    Nonconformists  in  this  country.     I 
■honld   like    them   to    re-consider    their 
opinion  on  this  matter,  because  I  cannot 
eonceive  anything  more    blind    on  their 
part  than  that  they  should  contend  for  the 
oeatmotion  of  the  English  Establishment. 
Where  we  look  upon  the  Boman  Catholic 
veligioa  with  mistrust  and  suspicion,  their 
fheliDg  is    one    of   positive  repugnance. 
Che  gulf  between  them  and  the  Boman 
OathoHos  is  hr  greater  than  the  one  be- 
tween the  Boman  Catholics  and  the  mem- 
tevi   of   the    Established    Church.     The 
doatnaction    of  the    Established   Church 
iDTolTes  the  destruction  of  the  rampart 
"which  that  Establishment  now  presents 
"between  them  and    Boman    Catholicism. 
Wlien    that   rampart  has  disappeared  it 
irill  be  impossible  for  them  to  contend 
^with  the  superiority  of  the  Boman  Ca- 
tikolio  oi^nization.  They  must  disappear; 
^tihey  will  be  swept  away,  and,  in  a  religious 
if  perish  and  lose  Uieir  entire  indepen- 


dence. This  desire  for  the  destruction  of 
the  Established  Church  is  not,  I  know, 
held  by  all  Dissenters.  There  are  some 
Dissenters  as  much  opposed  to  the  spolia- 
tion of  the  State  Church  as  we  are  ;  but 
I  look  with  regret  and  great  astonishment 
at  the  favour  with  which  many  of  them 
view  this  change.  If  your  Lordships  will 
permit  me,  I  will  remind  you  of  the 
opinions  held  by  men  a»  great  as  any  now 
sitting  in  either  House  of  Parliament. 
Sir  Bobert  Peel,  speaking  in  1833,  not  of 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Church,  but 
of  the  abstraction  of  a  portion  of  its  re 
venues  by  the  Appropriation  Clause,  said- 

''If  loDg  posfesBion  and  the  prescription  ol 
more  than  three  centuries  were  not  powerful 
enough  to  protect  the  property  of  the  Choroh 
from  spoliation,  there  would  be  little  safety  for 
prirate  property  of  any  description,  and  still  lets 
for  that  description  of  public  property  which  was 
in  the  hands  of  lay  corporations." — [8  Harnard, 
XT.  370.] 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  spoke  as  follows 

on  the  18th  of  March,  1844  :^ 

"  With  respect  to  the  Church  of  Ireland,  I  beg 
of  your  Lordships  to  recollect  that  the  Protestant 
Church  in  Ireland  has  existed  in  that  country  for 
a  period  of  nearly  SOO  years ;  that  it  was  main- 
tained in  that  country  during  a  century  of  con- 
tests, rebellions,  and  massacres ;  that  during  a 
contest  for  the  possession  of  the  Crown  the  Pro- 
testants of  that  country  encountered  that  contest 
and  kept  possession  of  their  Church ;  that  dur- 
ing another  century  it  was  maintained  through 
much  opposition,  and  under  difficulties  of  all 
descriptions  ;  that  at  the  period  of  the  Union 
the  Parliament,  who  had  the  power  either  to  con- 
sent to  the  Union  or  to  refuse  their  consent,  sti* 
pul^ted  that  the  Protestant  Church  in  Irsland 
should  be  maintained,  and  maintained  on  the  same 
footing  as  the  Protestant  Church  of  England  in 
this  country.  My  Lords,  the  Parliament  of  Ire- 
land had,  under  the  auspices  of  the  King  of  this 
country,  the  power  of  either  making  or  not 
making  that  compact.  Your  Lordships  entered 
into  that  compact  with  the  Parliament  of  Ireland, 
and  I  entreat  you  nerer  to  lose  sight  of  the  fact ; 
I  entreat  you  not  to  suffer  yourselves  to  be  pre* 
vailed  on  to  make  any  alteration  in,  or  to  depart 
in  the  slightest  degree  from,  the  terms  of  that 
compact,  so  long  as  you  intend  to  maintain  the 
Union  between  this  country  and  Ireland.  It  is  the 
foundation  upon  which  the  Union  rests — it  is  a 
compact  which  you  entered  into  with  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Ireland,  and  from  which  you  cannot 
depart  without  being  guilty  of  a  breach  of  fiiith." 
H!3  Bantard,  Ixxiii.  1171.] 

Dr.  Slevin,  Professor  of  Canon  Law  at 
Maynooth,  said  in  1826 — 

'*I  consider  that  the  present  possessors  of 
ChuBoh  property  in  Ireland,  of  whaterer  descrip- 
tion they  may  be,  have  a  just  title  to  it.  They 
have  been  binA  fide  possessors  of  it  for  all  the 
time  required  by  any  law  for  prescriptions,  even 
according  to  the  pretensions  of  the  Church  of 
Rome,  which  requires  100  yean." 
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Tlutt  ii  the  opinion  of  the  Raman  Catbolio 
ProfcMorof  Canon  Law  at  Haynooth.  Ur. 
Planket,  in  adTOoaiing  Roman  Catholio 
olaims  on  the  6th  of  May,  1824,  aaid— 

"The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hums)  •ridentlf 
thnoght  that  PBiliam»nt  wore  nt  lilwrtj  to  d«il 
wilh  lbs  prDpcrl^  of  the  Cburob  aiaatlf  in  the 
ume  wnr  ><■  '^  i^  were  n  im  or  *nT  otber  pro- 
perty of  the  SUto  :  nrd  thi«  npinion  'b«  grounded 
Qpon  >  lupposllion  orpnblio  npcauilr.  Nov,  that 
the  propiTly  of  Iho  Church  might  not  be  inter- 
fered wilh  na  well  n*  tlie  properlj  of  the  SUte  in 
a  Mie  of  publio  nrceultj  be  would  not  aiaert ; 
but  be  it  obiened  tbtt  upon  the  ume  principle 
the  pri'alo  property  of  every  man  in  the  kingilom 
WM  equally  liable,  lie  knew  Terj  well  ih.it  both 
the  properly  of  the  Church  and  the  property  of 
Individunli  mutt  yield  to  Che  exigenciei  of  (he 
Stale  :  to  thiiie  the  pi'operty  of  the  hon.  Gcntle- 
mnn  himsplf,  na  well  aa  of  every  other  Member 
who  hpnrd  him,  niuat  give  way  :  but  he  would 
maintiin  that  the  property  of  the  Churoh  waa  ae 

taared  na  nny  other Wilh  rcepect  to  the 

ProleiUnt  Eatnbliihment  of  tbe  ooanlry,  ha  conii- 
dered  it  neceaaary  for  the  lecurily  ofnll  aeoti.nnd 
be  thought  that  there  ihould  not  only  be  an  Ki- 
tahliihed  Church,  but  that  it  ihould  be  richly 
cndoiie<l.  and  ita  dlgnil.irira  be  enabled  to  tnke 
their  alatloni  wilh  the  nobloa  of  the  land.  But, 
■peaking  of  It  in  a  political  point  of  view,  he  had 
no  heaitatlon  to  etats  that  the  exintenoa  of  tbe 
Proteatant  Eatabliubment  waa  tbe  great  bond  of 
onion  between  the  two  ooontriea,  end  if  aver  that 
unfortunnlo  moment  ihould  nrrire  when  they 
would  mihly  Iny  ihelr  hands  on  the  property  of 
the  Churvh  to  rob  it  of  ill  righla,  ihat 
they  would  aenl  the  doom  i    '  ' 


—[3  Hatuard, 
xl.  671-a  *,6T*.] 

Uy  Lords,  I  hare  quoted  these  passages 
from  the  speeches  of  men  who  oconpied 
a  distinguished  position  in  both  Houses  of 
Parliament,  and  it  certainly  does  seei 
me  that  I  do  not  weaken  them  when  I 
repeat  them,  for  tbe  warning  they  give 
appears  as  it  were  a  Toice  from  another 
world.  These  are  the  deliberate  judgments 
of  men  of  raat  ability  and  experienoe — 
all  of  whom  served  their  oountry,  ono  of 
whom  saved  it — all  of  whom  loved  it, 
and  watohed  over  ita  interests  with  a 
pasaionate  devotion.  If  ever  yoa  re- 
garded with  gratitude  and  veneration  their 
great  services,  I  entreat  you  now  oalmly 
to  coDsider  and  give  weight  to  their 
opinion,  and  then  I  am  satisfied  you  will 
follow  the  course  to  which  I  invite  you, 
and  will  reject  the  proposition  which  has 
been  made  for  reading  this  Bill  a  second 
time. 

Thx  Earl  OF  CLARENDON:  Uy  Lords, 
I  will  commence  with  tbe  same  promise 
which  was  given  by  my  noble  Friend  who 
has  just  sat  down— to  be  brief— and  as  the 
best  way  of  keeping  to  that  promise,  I  will 
n,  Earlo/Malmtthur!/ 
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pointmeniB  in  the  Irish  Church.  I  will 
not  follow  my  nohle  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
ICalmesbnry)  for  the  same  reason.  In  fact, 
be  knows  as  little  of  Ireland  as  he  does 
of  any  foreign  country.  He  has,  indeed, 
read  as  the  account  of  a  gentleman  who 
lie  says  has  signed  his  name ;  but  the  same 
gentleman  has  sent  his  accounts  to  every- 
body else,  and  we  all  know  that  it  is  thirty- 
foar  years  since  his  prosleytizlng  success 
oconrred.  My  Lords,  knowing  that  many 
Peers  are  most  anxious  to  address  you  on 
this  subject,  I  long  hesitated  before  1  yen- 
tared  to  trespass  on  your  attention ;  but 
having  been  long  officially  connected  with 
Ireland,  and  having  the  warmest  interest 
in  that  country,  I  am  desirous  of  explain- 
ing the  vote  I  shall  give  and  taking  my 
ehare  of  the  responsibility  which  at- 
taches to  my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Granville) 
and  those  who  have  brought  forward  this 
Bill.  I  wish,  also,  to  protest  against  being 
thought  either  sacrilegious  or  adverse  to 
the  interests  of  religion  because  I  presume 
to  discuss  or  desire  to  alter  the  social 
status  and  political  power  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland.  I  wish,  also,  to 
eipress  my  strong  disbelief  that  this  Church 
has  so  utterly  failed  to  root  itself  in  the 
hearts  and  consciences  of  its  members  that 
its  inestimable  benefits  ar6  not  sufficiently 
appreciated  to  make  it  independent  of 
what  is  called  Establishment — of  State  aid 
and  countenance.  I  think  that  the  State 
<— that  is  Parliament — has  a  right,  clear 
and  andoubted,  to  sever  the  connection 
between  the  Church  and  State  whenever  it 
deems  it  to  bo  for  the  public  good  to  do 
80  ;  and  I  believe  it  to  be  for  the  good  of 
Ireland  and  for  the  good  of  England  that 
the  Established  Church,  so  far  as  Ireland 
is  concerned,  should  cease  to  be  connected 
with  the  State.  1  say  this,  because  my 
noble  Friend  seems  to  tliink  the  Bill  now 
before  your  Lordships  is  not  a  hond  fide 
Bill — that  it  does  not  carry  its  real  pur- 
pose on  the  face  of  it,  and  that  its  real 
meaning  is  disestablishment.  I  do  not 
agree  with  the  noble  Earl.  I  understand 
it  to  be  a  Bill  for  tho  disestablishment  of 
the  Irish  Church,  and  nothing  else.  That 
is,  at  all  events,  what  I  mean.  Looking 
at  it  in  this  light,  it  only  remains  to  ask. 
Does  the  Irish  Established  Church  fulfil 
the  objects  for  which  it  exists  ?  Does  it 
■aiisfy  the  hopes  and  intentions  of  its 
supporters?  Is  it  a  cause  of  peace  and 
union,  and  the  means  of  propagating  the 
truth ;  or  is  it  a  source  of  constant  com- 
plaint and  ill- blood  to  a  large  portion  of 
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Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  Ireland  ?  I  say 
it  does  cause  bad  blood,  and  I  say  it  has 
completely  failed  as  a  Missionary  Church. 
I  say  it  is  the  direct  source  of  continual 
discontent  to  the  Native  population.  I 
would  ask  still  more — whether  this  Church 
is  kept  and  maintained  by  reverence  and 
affection,  or  by  force  ?  '  I  ask  your  Lord- 
ships whether,  supposing  Ireland  at  this 
moment  to  be  a  tahula  rasa,  and  the  ques« 
tion  had  to  be  settled  by  the  Lords  Spi- 
ritual and  temporal,  would  you  plant  such 
a  Church  in  Ireland  ?  What  does  all  your 
knowledge  and  experi^co  teach  you  ? 
That  it  has  utterly  failed  as  a  Missionary 
Church — that  it  is  notoriously,  necessarily 
impotent.  It  is  a  constant  source  of 
grievance  to  millions  of  your  fellow-sub- 
jects whom  it  is  our  interest  to  conciliate, 
and  whom  we  have  no  right  to  offend.  It 
is  also  the  occasion  of  contempt  against  us 
to  foreign  nations,  who  regard  it  as  a 
practical  commentary  on  all  our  lectures 
of  morality,  moderation,  and  the  rights  of 
the  people,  and  in  reply  to  all  our  argu- 
ments for  toleration  invariably  point  to 
the  Irish  Church,  and  tell  us  to  pluck  the 
beam  out  of  our  own  eye  before  we  pre- 
sume to  pull  out  the  mote  in  our  brother's 
eye.  I  say  it  is  impotent  as  a  Missionary 
Church,  not  on  account  of  its  doctrine, 
but  on  account  of  its  social  status  and 
political  power  —  Protestant  ascendancy 
meaning  in  Ireland  Catholic  subjugation 
and  inferiority;  and  when  it  is  called 
nothing  but  a  "  sentimental "  grievance, 
let  us  ask  ourselves  how  long  we  ourselves 
should  be  willing  to  submit  to  such  a 
grievance  imposed  upon  us  by  those  whose 
only  right  to  do  so  was  that  some  of  their 
religious  opinions  were  different  from 
some  of  ours?  We  should  also  bear  in 
mind  that  it  is  absolutely  a  point  of  honour 
with  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  not 
to  leave  their  Church,  because  to  do  so 
would  be  to  leave  a  Church  that  has  been 
stamped  with  the  stigma  of  inequality 
and  inferiority  in  favour  of  one  which  the 
State  has  invested  with  adequate  revenues 
and  with  a  position  of  superiority.  I  was 
long  enough  in  Ireland  to  know  what 
missionary  work  really  was,  and  I  know 
it  was  scarcely  attempted  by  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  but  was  carried  on  by 
means  of  money  from  England,  and  there- 
fore  was  entirely  the  result  of  voluntary 
effort.  Well,  if  there  be  any  truth  in 
this — if  we  cannot  boldly  and  conscien- 
tiously stand  up  in  the  face  of  the  world 
and  defend  the  Established  Church  as  an 
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institution,  why  ehoald  we  not  haw  the 
courage  to  pasH  b  finol  sentence  of  con- 
demnnfion  ?  My  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Mulmesburj)  says  there  is  a  Royal 
Commiasion  still  siltinfc,  and  that  grpat 
rtfoms  will  be  introduced.  But,  my 
Lirds,  they  will  come  too  late— it  is  too 
Inie  now  to  adopt  a  middle  course.  The 
time  has  gone  by  for  such  a  policy.  The 
frifnds  of  the  Irish  Chiircli  were  not  wise 
in  lime  ;  lliey  did  not  see  that  concessions 
mode  in  time  might  have  produced  a  dif- 
ferent policy,  and  ihut  a  house  without  a 
foundation  was  not  likely  to  Btnnd  on 
osonult.  But  now  a  crisis  has  come  in 
Jreliind— I  do  not  apeak  of  the  Feniun 
eontipiracy  or  the  suspcnHon  of  the  HaheiiB 
Corpus  Act;  but  I  mCHn  that  gcnenil 
'  Ticriun  n  bich  bus  t»ken  holil  of  the  m 
of  men  that  lliings  ere  n«t  rif^ht,  that 
justice  is  not  done;  and,  notwiihstunding 
indications  of  miiterial  prosperity,  dis 
tent  is  greater  and  more  generul.  I  »Hy, 
tlierefnre.  that  until  tho  evils  which  exist 
in  Ireland  be  remt-ditd,  the  right  arm  of 
Kn)-lund  is  paralyzed,  and  we  cannot  hold 
our  true  position  iimong  nations.  Well, 
if  it  bo  ndniilled,  and  it  cannot  be  denied. 
that  the  Irish  Church  constitutes  one  of 
those  evils,  why  not  make  a  TJgoroiis 
effort  to  do  away  with  it  ?  I  should  my- 
self be  must  happy  if  I  thought  it  possible 
to  do  justice  to  Ireland  without  disestab- 
lishing the  Church ;  but  I  declare  I  see  no 
other  means  of  arriving  at  that  religious 
equality  which  is  necessary  for  Ireland, 
and  indispensable  to  the  character  of  this 
country,  bolh  at  home  and  abroad,  lly 
Lords,  I  can  only  say  that  I  have  been 
mni.li  with  foreigners,  many  of  them 
ardent  admirers  ol  our  inatilulions,  of  our 
liberties,  of  the  vigour  of  our  character, 
and  the  general  rectitude  of  our  rule ; 
but  none  of  them  have  ever  been  able  to 
reconcile  the  roRinlenauce  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  with  that  love  of 
justice  and  toleration  which  manifests 
itself  in  Englishmen  in  other  respects. 
Uany  a  tirne,  in  annwer  to  their  inquiries 
I  have  felt  deeply  humiliated  at  my  in- 
ability to  defend  the  Irish  Establishment. 
My  Lords,  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  read- 
ing a  very  short  extract  from  a  widely  cir- 
culated journal ;  and  I  ask  your  Lordships 
to  listen  to  it  because  it  showa  in  a  striking 
manner  the  anomalies  of  the  Irish  Church. 
It  is  said  to  be  from  the  pen  of  an  illui- 
trious  foreign  resident  in  this  conntry : — 
"  Aa  ve  hara  tirttij  stated,  tfaa  Eitabliihed 
Chiirch  of  Irelnnd  numberi  12  Biahops,  622  vioan, 
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too  mach  of  that  oountry  to  think  that  it 
will  at  once  produce  contentment,  loyalty, 
and  prosperity  "as  by  the  stroke  of  the 
enchanter's  wnnd."  Old  wounds,  my 
Lords,  do  not  heal  so  quickly  as  that. 
But  let  ua  do  what  is  just  and  expe- 
dient ;  let  us  satisfy  our  consciences,  and 
if  we  do  we  shall  disestablish  the  Irish 
Church.  The  Royal  Commission  may  re- 
commend great  reductions  in  dignitaries 
and  Bishops,  and  a  different  distribution 
of  revenues;  but  that  will  not  alluy  the 
grievance  of  which  the  Irish  people  com- 
plain. The  same  argument  applies  to  this 
proposal  to  disestablish  the  Irish  Church 
which  applied  last  year  to  the  Government  | 
measure  of  Heform.  The  late  Government 
introduced  a  moderate  measure  for  the  re- 
daction of  the  franchise;  a  measure  which 
I  say  advisedly  would  three  years  ago  have 
produced  general  satisfaction,  and  would 
bnye  lasted  for  ten  or  twenty  years.  But 
the  Government  which  turned  them  out 
for  attempting  an  increase  of  the  consti- 
tuency, which  was  denounced  as  revolu- 
tionary, were  at  that  very  time  passing 
through  that  unconscious  curriculum  which 
enabled  them,  I  will  not  suy  to  go  nut 
with  honours,  but  to  open  the  gates  to  the 
greiit  democracy.  Well,  my  Lords,  I  hope 
Ihutthe  same  piincipleA  will  be  acted  upon 
now — that  your  Lordships  will  feel  that 
•*  bit  by  bit  *'  reform  with  the  Irish 
Church  will  not  do.  and  that  you  will 
also  apply  that  true  Conservative  doctrine 
of  not  making  wry  faces  at  what  is  in- 
evitable. I  say  that  this  measure  is  in- 
evitable, because  right  opinion  and  sound 
policy  is  in  its  favour.  Notwithstanding 
th.'  efforts  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  get  up 
a  religi^ius  cry — ^notwithstanding  his  state- 
ment after  dinner  that  the  Liberal  party 
was  divided  in  a  policy  hostile  to  religion, 
property,  and  law — notwithstanding  all 
this  the  Irish  Established  Church  will  be 
disestablished.  Uy  Lords,  the  only  reason 
that  1  heard  to  the  contrary — the  only 
reason  that  my  noble  Friend  who  has  just 
sat  down  put  forward  is,  that  if  you  dises- 
tablished the  Irish  Church  the  English 
Church  will  be  involved  in  the  same  late. 
I  utterly  deny  the  truth  and  validity  of 
such  reasoning,  because,  in  the  first  place, 
I  believe  in  my  conscience  it  will  bring 
safety,  and  not  danger,  to  the  Church. 
But  even  if  it  were  true,  that  would  be  no 
reason  for  persevering  in  a  wrang  course. 
If  you  proclaim  your  fears,  whether  real  or 
imaginary,  that  if  yoa  act  justly  towards 
Ireland  it  may  be  .the  means  of  injuring 


the  English  Church,  I  cannot  fancy  any 
better  argument  for  a  repeal  of  the  ITnion. 
As  I  have  said  before,  I  am  perfectly  con- 
vinced that  the  reason  to  which  I  have 
alluded  is  no  reason  whatever  with  regard 
to  the  English  Church,  because  the  case  of 
the  two  Churches  is  entirely  dissimilar — 
they  do  not  occupy  similar  positions — they 
are  in  a  different  category.  The  position 
of  the  Irish  Church  was  so  well  described 
by  my  noble  Friend  behind  me  that  I  will 
pass  it  over.  But  this  I  will  say,  that  if 
the  position  of  the  two  Churches  were 
alike  then  the  same  measure  would  a])ply 
to  both.  But  they  are  wholly  dissimilar. 
The  Church  of  England  depends  on  the 
good- will  of  the  majority  of  the  nation  ;  her 
clergy  minister  to  the  spiritual  wants  of 
the  people  in  a  manner  that  is  acceptable 
to  them  ;  and  be  assured  that  it  is  that 
good- will  and  acceptable  ministration,  not 
the  pomp  and  circumstances  of  Establish- 
ment, which  enable  her  to  hold  her  own. 
I  have  not  lived  so  long  in  Ireland  without 
having  learnt  to  appreciate  the  signal  vir- 
tues of  the  Irish  clergy — more  especially 
of  the  working  clergy.  I  know  there  are 
exceptions;  but  still  tlie  conduct  of  the 
Protestant  clergy  of  Ireland  as  a  body  is 
most  exemplary;  to  the  extent  of  their 
small  means  they  are  very  charitable ;  they 
are  not  distrusted  by  their  Catholic  neigh- 
bours :  and  their  removal  from  the  parishes 
in  which  they  labour  would  give  cau^-e  for 
much  regret  But  is  such  an  event  likely 
to  happen  ?  Why,  it  would  be  shocking 
to  think  that  there  could  be  a  doubt  of  a 
future  provision  for  them,  when  we  re- 
member that  nine-tenths  of  the  soil  of  Ire- 
land belong  to  Protestants,  whereas  only 
one-sixth  of  the  population  are  of  that  re- 
ligion. My  noble  Friend  opposite  says 
that  such  a  change  as  this  measure  con- 
templates is  alarming,  on  account  of  its 
bearing  upon  the  Constitution  and  the 
Coronation  Oaths.  But  during  the  last 
forty  years,  whenever  any  reforms  of  this 
nature  have  been  proposed,  we  have  heard 
so  much  of  these  Protestant  Oaths  that  I 
confess  that  sort  of  appeal  moves  me  very 
little.  Many  of  your  Lordships  will  re* 
member  the  threats  and  the  wails  which 
proceeded  from  the  same  quarter  when  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  told  his  party  that  he 
preferred  the  grant  of  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion to  the  civil  war  which  he  thought  was 
otherwise  inevitable.  Again,  when  the 
Church  Temporalities  Bill  was  brought  in, 
there  was  a  great  meeting  of  all  the  Bishops 
and  clergy  of  Ireland;  who  agreed  to  a  pe- 
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tition  saying  that  they  tiewed  tbe  Bill 
\rilh  the  utmoHt  alaroi  as  being  calculated 
to  nadennine  and  ruin  the  Church,  and  em 
a  direct  -violation  of  the  Act  of  Union. 
My  noble  Friend  %ho  had  charge  of  the 
Bill  would  not  listen  to  snch  threats.  What 
can  wo  think  of  their  belief  in  the  truth 
and  efficacy  ottheir  own  faiih  and  doctrine 
when  we  tind  Froteatants  solemnly  declar- 
ing that  their  religion  would  be  undermined 
and  would  cease  to  exist  on  account  of  a 
change  which  left  in  Ireland  ten  Proteatant 
Biahope  for  a  Protestant  papulation  not  so 
largo  09  that  contained  wiihin  the  single 
diocese  of  London  ?  And  what  reasons 
hoTO  we  now  to  listen  to  such  fears  i 
these  ?  We  are  told  that  the  two  Cliurchi 
are  so  indissolubly  linked  that  the  fate  of 
the  one  is  bound  up  with  thot  of  the  other, 
BO  that  we  cannot  deal  with  the  Irish 
Church  as  reason  and  justice  require,  he- 
cause  thereby  we  should  affect  the  Church 
in  England,  where  reason  and  justice  do 
not  require  such  a  measure.  According 
to  this  opinion,  the  two  Churches  are  like 
Siamese  twins,  owning  but  one  life  between 
them  ;  and  though  it  is  hnowQ  that  one  of 
the  twins  is  paralyzed,  we  must  not  treat 
it  for  fear  of  injuring  the  other,  which  is 
healthy  and  Tigorous.  I  hope  we  shall  not 
ho  deterred  IVom  dealing  with  the  Irish 
Church  by  such  arguments  as  theso.  We 
cannot  be  blind  to  the  fact  that  the  Church 
of  England  is  in  considerable  danger;  but 
that  danger  arises  not  from  without  but 
from  within  ;  not  from  external  l^islatioD, 
but  from  internal  dissensions  and  from  that 
danger  which  proverbially  threatens 
house  divided  against  itself,"  It  is  High 
Church,  Low  Church,  and  Broad  Church, 
with  their  bitter  aniraositiea,  their  un- 
seemly brawls,  and  the  trouble  they  give 
to  quiet,  thoughtful  men  seeking  for  au- 
thority and  for  peace  but  finding  none— 
these  are  the  things  which  really  and  truly 
imperil  the  Church  ;  and  compared  viUi 
them,  the  danger  which  it  fears  from  dis- 
establishment in  Ireland  is  small  indeed. 
Instead  of  danger  or  harm  I  believe  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Church  in  Ireland 
will  be  a  strength  and  benefit  to  the 
Church  in  England. 

Before  sitting  down  I  cannot  help  fol- 
lowing Ttp  what  was  said  hy  my  noble 
Friend  at  the  close  of  his  speech.  This 
Bill  is  merely  the  corollary  of  that  liberal 
Kesolution  which  was  passed  after  long 
and  exhaustive  debates  in  the  Uonee  of 
Commons.  I  believe,  as  my  noble  Friend 
says,  that  some  such  Bill  as  this  will  be 
The  Earl  of  Clarendon 
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bound  not  to  disregard  that  public  opinion. 
Such  a  result  cannot  be  secured  bj  Act 
of  Parliament,  but  it  may  be  attained  by 
a  moral  determination  on  our  part,  indi- 
vidually and  collectively,  to  look  at  great 
questions  in  a  somewhat  more  liberal  spirit 
than  that  in  which  we  have  been  wont  to 
look  at  them,  so  as  to  do  away  with  the 
constant  doubt  and  suspicion  which  now 
exists  out-of  doors  as  to  what  the  Lords 
Trill  do  upon  the  great  questions  of  the  day. 
There  is  as  much  ability,  there  is  as  much 
knowledge,  there  is  more  experience  in 
this  House  than  in  the  House  of  Commons; 
and  there  is  no  reason  whatever  why  we 
should   not  stand  well  with  our  fellow- 
oountrymen   and  retain  the  position  we 
once  held  by  consulting  their  feelings  and 
their  wishes.     I  trust  your  Lordships  will 
not  deem  me    presumptuous  for  making 
these  remarks.     I  make  them  with  the 
conviction  that  both  sides  of  this  House 
must  equally  desire  to  stand  well  with  the 
country.  I  look  upon  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Church,  however  it  may  be 
delayed,  as  inevitable.     Your  Lordships' 
vote  against  this  Bill  may  be  viewed  with 
indifference,  because  there  will  be  a  con- 
viction in  men's  minds  that  you  will  be 
compelled  to  reverse  your  decision  ;  but  if 
it  is  not  viewed  with  indifference,  it  will, 
I  fear,  be  because  it  will  be  regarded  as  a 
proof  that  your  Lordships  refuse  to  do  an 
act  of  justice  and  fair  dealing  to  Ireland. 
The  iLRCHBisEOP  OF  CANTERBUEY : 
My  Lords,  I  propose  to  detain  you  but  for 
a  short  time ;  but  I  cannot  bring  myself  to 
give  a  silent  vote  on  a  question  which  I 
deem  to  be  pregnant  with  such  serious  conse- 
quences to  the  Church  and  to  the  country  as 
that  which  is  now  before  us.     My  Lords,  I 
think  it  is  very  difficult  to  exaggerate  the 
importance  of  the  matter  under  discussion. 
I  feel,  in  common  with  many  others,  that 
principles  which  we  hold  most  dear,  and 
which,  in  connection  with  our  institutions, 
"we  believe  to  be  of  essential  and  vital  im- 
portance, are  imperilled  by  the  measure 
before  us.     You  may  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  religious  Establishments  and  the 
union  of  Church  and  State ;   I  can  only 
say  that,  believing  that  union  to  be  of  the 
most  vital  moment,  I,  with  many  who 
think  with  me,  feel  it  my  duty  to  contend 
to  the  last  for  its  maintenance.     It  has 
been  asserted  that  this  question  of  the  dis- 
efltablishment  of  the  Irish  Church  does 
not,  and  ought  not,  to  affect  the  English 
branch  of  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland.    My  Lords,  I  conceive  it  to 


be  my  duty  to  maintain  the  contrary  of 
that   proposition,  and  for   this  reason- 
It  is  not  that  I  do  not  acknowledge  that 
the  position  and  the  circumstances  of  the 
English  Church  are  very  different  from 
those  of  the  Irish  Church ;   but  I  cannot 
but  recollect  that  the  great  principle  on 
which  the  assault  is  made  upon  the  Irish 
Church  equally  affects  all  existing  Estab- 
lishments, and  that  is  the  principle  of  re- 
ligious equality.      I  ask,  after  this  par- 
ticular Establishment  has  been  destroyed, 
can  the  English  Establishment,  can  the 
Scottish  Establishment,  stand  before  that 
principle,  if  it  be  carried  out  consistently  ? 
I  do  not  attribute  to  all  the  supporters  of 
this  Bill  a  desire  to  overthrow  all  religious 
Establishments  ;  but  I  find  in  their  ranks 
such  a  latent  connection  with  those  in  this 
country  who  are  well  known  as  the  strenu- 
ous advocates  of  the  overthrow  of  all  Es- 
tablishments that  I  cannot  but  see  great 
danger  in  the  distance  for  our  own  Church. 
To  my  mind  it  would  be  a  less  evil  to 
continue,  with  certain  modifications,  the 
existence  of  the  Irish  Establishment  than 
to  sanction  a  principle  that  would  tend  to 
subvert  all  Establishments.    In  early  days 
I  was  myself  a  consistent  supporter  of 
Catholic  Emancipation.      That  was  at  a 
time  when  the  advocacy  of  such  opinions 
was  a  certain  barrier  to  one's  temporal 
advancement;  but  I  believed  the  protesta- 
tion then  made  that  that  great  measure 
would  involve  no  danger  for  the  Protestant 
Establishment.     But,  my  Lords,  I  have 
lived  to  be  undeceived  ;   I  have  lived  to 
see  that  no  concessions  of  that  character 
can  possibly  satisfy  those  to  whom  they 
are  made.     Justice  to  Ireland  has  been 
loudly  insisted    on.      My   Lords,    I    am 
strongly  convinced  that  the  great  majority 
of  the  Irish  peasantry  will  rue  the  day  on 
which  the  Irish  Church  Establishment  is 
subverted.     I  have  visited   Ireland  ten 
times  in  the  course  of  my  life ;   and  al- 
though I  do  not  pretend  to  know  as  much 
of  it  as  many  of  your  Lordships,  this  I  am 
quite  persuaded — that,  looking  back  to  the 
period  of  the  Irish  famine  and  the  Irish 
fever,  the  Protestant  clergy  were  the  great 
benefactors  of  the  Irish  peasantry.     The 
people  remember  that  fact  with  gratitude, 
and  they  will  lament  the  day  on  which 
those  benefactors  are,  to  a  certain  extent, 
deprived  of  the  means  of  subsistence.     I 
should  like  to  read  to  your  Lordships  part 
of  a  letter  giving  the  opinions  of  a  distin« 
guished  statesman  in  America.     It  is  to 
Uiis  effect.     He  says  that  by  sacrificing 
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tha  Iri»li  Church  a  atrong  indiicemcnt  is 
offered  to  ihe  PeniaD  Brotherhood  to  re 
double  their  efforts  at  agitation  ond  to 
persevere  in  the  commission  of  terrible 
erimca ;  so  ns  to  force  concession  after 
conceBsion,  till  there  is  nothing  more  to 
give  on  tlio  one  hnnd,  and  Ireland  not 
worth  rotiiiniiig  on  tlio  other.  Tho  dis- 
Qiidowini'nt  of  the  Irish  Church  would 
prove  nn  iiirentivo  to  fn-ah  depredntiona. 
My  Lords,  it  ie  quite  certain  that  this  pro- 
posal will  give  no  real  satisfaction  \a  such 
peraona.  What  do  they  tell  us?  They 
say  they  want  Ireland  for  the  Irish;  tho 
land  roust  be  given  up  to  thcro;  the  Union 
must  be  repealed;  short  of  all  this  they 
will  accept  nothing  as  u  real  boon.  I  hold 
in  my  hand  an  extract  from  a  New  Tork 
orgnn  of  the  Ffnion  Brotherhood,  called 
Tht  Iriak  PeopU,  nhich  status  that — 

"Tho  ohjact  of  the  Fcninn  Brothprhnod  ia  to 
'-  ■-■  '  (•pamtion  fmm  Eng- 


lanil.  I 


up  b«rare  the  world  > 


.     lt» 


Rill  e 


>ur--.-au.. 

intiuiMl   J 


jr  tiMt   II 


liih  (iovorninoiii 
■tn-n^lhcns  ilw  Fi'ninni,  .  .  '  .  Thvrrfbre  ■< 
ODunifl  Ihe  ncorpiance  of  anac-uioni,  and  there 
foro  we  reoDgniie  ever;  conceuioa  as  a  vtctorj." 
Tho  game  article  adds  that  tho  effect  of 
this  measure,  if  cotried,  will  be  tliia -ho 
U'Cs  a  fiimiliar  phrase— "Out  go  the  par- 
sons, neck  and  cvo|),  the  landlords  to  ful- 
\fiir  at  an  early  day."  I  recollect  thnt, 
many  years  ago,  in  a  Legislative  Assoicbly 
in  a  ncighbonriiig  country,  it  was  aaJd. 
"lei  now  soiiimes  ni  CatholiqiitM  ni  Chri- 
tient."  Ifinv,  I  lielie^e  that  tlie  acknow- 
ledgment of  Christianity  by  tlie  State  is 
the  only  true  safeguard  for  the  national 
prosperity,  and  when  the  time  ahall  come 
that  either  in  this  or  in  the  other  Eouao 
of  Parliament  it  shHll  be  said  "  Here  we 
are  ntither  Cutholic  nor  Christian,"  it  will 
bo  an  evil  day  for  the  country. 

TitK  EiBL  OP  DERBY:  My  Lorda,  I 
fear  thiit  my  alrength— more  especially  at 
this  late  liour — will  render  me  very  little 
capable  of  treating  this  queation  in  a  man- 
ner worthy  of  its  gravity  and  importance; 
hut  there  are  occasions  on  which  strong 
feelings  and  earnest  conviotiona  overpower 
tho  sense  of  physical  weakness;  aiid  I 
trust  tljis  may  be  so  far  the  com  with  me 
now  that  I  shall  be  enabled  to  express  lo 
your  Lordships  some  portion  at  least  of]  my  most 
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the  aversion  and  ftpprehension  with  which  [  (the  ArchI 
I   regard    this  most   dangerous   laeaaarc.    I  do  not 
When  I  eay  "this  most  dangerous  mea-  I  had    givei 
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belief  that  it  does  not  represent  the 
opinion  of  the  country  now^if  you  are 
prepared,  upon  the  opinion  of  that  dying 
House  of  Commons,  to  take  this  important 
step  —  a  House  of  Commons,  moreover, 
which  was  elected  hy  a  constituency  to 
whom  this  question  wos  never  submitted, 
and  so  far  as  it  was  brought  forward  at 
the  General  Election  had  every  reaKon  to 
believe  that,  if  the  question  should  be 
raised,  it  would  encounter  the  determined 
opposition  of  the  Government  which  it  was 
returned  to  support — if,  my  Lords,  you 
are  prepared  to  do  ull  this,  then  I  have 
Dot  a  word  to  say,  and  you  will  pass  this 
Bill  as  a  necessary  preliminary.  On  my 
part,  however,  I  must  enter  my  protest — my 
solemn  protest — against  the  doctrine  that 
we  are  entitled  to  deal  as  it  is  proposed  to 
deal  with  this  Church  property  in  lrel»nd, 
any  more  than  wo  are  justified  in  dealing 
with  the  property  of  any  personal  corpora- 
tion in  the  kingdom.  I  go  further,  per- 
hapsy  in  this  respect,  than  some  of  those 
even  who  are  prepared  to  vote  against  tliin 
Bill,  and  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland ;  but  I,  for  my  part, 
deny  the  moral  competency  of  Parliament 
to  pass  a  measure  such  as  that  indicated 
by  the  Kesulutions  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. When  I  spoke  just  now  of  a  pre 
Bcription  of  more  than  300  years,  I  did 
very  little  justice  to  the  argument  I  am 
bringing  betore  you,  because  the  prescrip- 
tion of  more  than  300  years  would  point 
to  the  Keformation  us  the  first  peiiod  in 
whioh  the  Church  obtained  a  right  to  its 
possessions.  Kuw,  the  right  of  the  Church 
of  this  country — the  Church,  whatever  it 
might  have  been — the  right  of  the  Church 
to  the  possessions  of  the  Church  dates 
from  a  period  antecedent  not  only  to  the 
lieformation,  but  antecedent  to  the  exist 
ence  and  creation  of  Piirliament.  It  was 
stated  in  a  debate  a  few  years  ago 
by  a  right  hon.  Friend  of  mine  (Mr. 
Gathorne  liardy),  now  a  Secretary  of 
State,  that  there  is  actually  at  this  mo- 
ment a  living  in  the  diocese  of  Mcath 
which  was  the  property  of  the  Church  in 
the  sixth  century — that  is  600  years  be- 
fore the  conquest  of  Ireland  by  England, 
and  before  the  subjection  of  Ireland  to  the 
power  of  the  Papacy.  My  Lords,  the  Re- 
formation did  not  create  Church  property. 
The  Beformation  was  partly  political  and 
partly  religious.  It  was  a  protest  against 
Koman  Catholic  doctrine,  and  against  the 
usurpation  of  the  See  of  Eome.  It  was 
the  termination  of  a  long   struggle,   for 


which  the  minds  of  the  people  had  been 
long  prepared,  and  it  laid  down  certuin 
conditions  for  those  who  were  to  shure  in 
the  pecuniary  beuefits  of  Church  propel  ty, 
whioh  conditions  were  complied  witli  to 
a  great  extent  by  the  great  majority  of 
the  bishops  and  clergy  of  that  day.  There 
were  transfers  from  individuals,  but  there 
was  never  a  question  of  transferring 
Church  property  to  the  State,  or  of  stcu- 
liirizing  it.  Tliere  was,  indeed,  one  ex- 
ception— the  confiscation  of  the  property 
of  the  monasteries.  It  was  a  deep  and 
dark  blot  upon  what  would  otherwise  have 
been  a  glorious  page  of  the  history  of 
this  country.  There  is  no  doubt  those 
monasteries  required  reform — that  tliere 
were  many  abuses — that  their  properly 
might  have  been  applied  more  advan- 
tageously to  the  service  of  the  Church  of 
which  they  were  members  than  according 
to  the  svsti'm  which  existed  ;  but  that 
was  no  ground  for  an  act  of  which  I  am 
happy  to  say  there  has,  up  to  the  present 
moment,  been  no  similar  example  —  tlie 
confiscation  of  ecclesiastical  property  and 
the  distribution  of  that  property  among 
the  rapacious  nobles  and  courtiers  of  the 
time.  Yet  we  look  back  to  that  period, 
and,  acknowledging  the  infamy  of  the 
tiaiisaction  by  which  this  propert}'  first 
came  into  the  possession  of  those  noble 
families,  we  do  not  at  the  present  moment 
dispute  the  validity  of  their  titles.  We 
acknowledge  that,  however  faulty  the 
original  ut-quirement,  long  prescription 
affords  a  title  to  those  who  by  unjustifiable 
means  became  possessed  of  it.  ^ow,  why 
in  it  that  you  do  not  apply  similar  princi^ 
pies  to  a  Church  which  bus  been  muih 
longer  in  possession  of  its  property,  and 
which  has  a  much  older  and  stronger  title 
— one  untainted,  too,  by  an  act  of  injustice 
— than  that  of  the  donations  of  oionustio 
property  to  those  families?  But  uhat  I 
am  surprised  at  is  that  this  principle 
shouLl  be  adopted  and  this  measure  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Koman  Catholic  Members  of 
your  Lordship's  House.  1  think  it  is  a 
maxim  which  has  always  been  strictly 
adhered  to  by  all  Roman  Catholics  that 
nullum  tsmpus  occurrit  Jicclesia ;  that, 
however  long  the  Church's  right  may  be 
in  abeyance,  it  never  can  be  utterly  abo- 
lished  ;  that  it  is  always  capable  ot  being 
revived,  even  alter  the  lapse  of  300  years. 
But  we  seem  inclined  to  read  thut  maxim 
us  a  certain  person  is  reported  to  read 
Scripture — namely,  backwards.  Not  ni^ 
lum  tempm  oecurrtt  JSecUsia  —  no  time 
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shall  injure  the  righta  of  the  Choroh— but  I  there  beii 
nullum  tmput  oeeurrit  EeeUtia  —  no  and,  there 
length  of  prcBoription  shall  give  a  right  to  |  me  to  act- 
the  Church,      Individuals  at  the  end  of  '  '- 

fifty  or  sixty  years  have  an  iudefoaaible 
right  to  their  property;  the  Church  has 
held  its  property  3O0,  500,  or  600  years ; 
yet,  hecause  it  is  the  Church,  you  claim 
the  right  to  take  away  its  property.  I 
trust  that  such  a  principle  may  not  be 
adopted  by  your  Lordships;  and  as  long  aa 
it  is  in  my  power  I  shall  protest  against  it, 
in  the  conviction  that  I  am  speaking  in  the 
coase  of  justice  and  right,  and  of  the  main- 
tonance  of  property.  A  noble  Lord  (Earl 
Itussell),  when  I  mentioned  this  question 
about  monastio  property  answered,  "  Oh, 
yes,  that  is  all  very  well ;  but  there  is  a  per- 
sonal representative  in  the  one  case  and  no 
personal  representative  in  the  other."  Kow, 
I  confess  I  cannot  draw  such  a  distinction. 
There  is  no  personal  representation  by 
inheritance  or  entail ;  but  in  the  case  of 
every  clergyman  who  sncceeds  to  a  benefice 
there  is  a  personal  representative  of  the 
original  corporation.  Tbe  endowments  of 
the  Church  were  not  conferred  upon  the  . 
individual  clergyman  for  his  own  use  or  i 
benefit.  They  were  conferred  upon  the  but  perso 
clergyman  as  a  corporation  solo,  as  a 
trustee,  bound  to  hand  down  to  his  suc- 
cessor that  property  which  he  enjoyed  in 
consideration  of  the  duties  he  performed  ; 
and  that  individual  corporation  sole  was  a  • 
member  of  a  large  aggregate  corporation, 
which  corporation  was  responsible  for  the 
due  mainienance  and  application  of  the 
property  of  the  Church.  The  right  hon,  i 
Gentleman  who  has  the  credit — or  dis-  i 
credit— of  this  Bill  objected,  I  recollect, 
in  the  strongest  terms  to  the  principle  of  a  i 
salaried  or  stipendiary  clergy.  I  agree  1 
with  him,  and  I  think  the  great  merit  of  1 
the  constitution  of  the  Church  of  England  ' 
is  that  its  olerfiy  are  neither  salari^  uor 
stipendiary.  They  are  men  in  possesMon  < 
of  a  freehold  for  life,  and  they  are  trus- 
tees of  that  freehold  for  their  successors. 
They  receive  that  property,  and  they  are  ' 
bound  to  maintain  it.  They  are  free  in  all  I 
respects  from  the  inconveniences,  on  the  . 
one  hand,  of  the  voluntary  system,  which 
aubjeott  the  clergyman  to  the  caprice  of  1 
his  parishioners ;  and,  on  the  other,  they  /  taice  ii  aw 
are  perfectly  free  from  being  overborne  by  |  for  signal 
the  influence  of  tbe  Crown,  or  the  Minister,  conferred 
They  enjoy  their  freehold  for  life,  and  Friend  wb 
their  right  to  it  is  as  complete  and  entire  as  I  of  Marlbt 
that  of  any  of  your  Lordships  to  the  pro-  ]  Dnke,  Blei 
perty  you  possess.  When  you  speak  of  were  give; 
Th»  Earl  of  Dtrhy  ' 
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will  anj  human  being  contend  that,  while 
leaving  the  present  possessors  to  enjoy 
them  for  their  life,  ParliamoDt  which 
granted  may  resume  the  gifts,  and  at  its 
pleasure  despoil  those  two  noble  Dukes  of 
their  inheritance  ?  But  I  say  Parliament  did 
not  grant  the  property  which  is  now  held  by 
the  Church  in  Ireland.  As  I  have  already 
■aid,  there  is  at  least  one  benefice  which 
has  gone  through  all  the  changes  that 
Ireland  has  passed  through — which  has 
gone  to  the  independent  Church  of  Ireland 
in  the  first  place,  then  to  the  Papal  Church 
"whioh  wos  imposed  upon  it  by  the  unjus- 
tifiable act  of  England,  and  lastly,  has 
been  transferred  to  the  Established  Church 
of  the  country,  Parliament  had  certainly 
nothing  to  do  with  that  benefice.  It  is 
notorious,  moreover,  that  six-sevenths  of 
the  glebe  lands  were  conferred  from  con- 
fiscated estates  by  the  legal  grants  of  Pro- 
testant Sovereigns  ;  and  it  would  not  be 
difficult  to  show  that  the  immense  pre- 
ponderance of  the  property  now  held  by 
the  Church  in  Ireland  has  been  granted 
since  the  Reformation.  It  has  been 
granted  by  Protestant  Sovereigns,  or  given 
or  bequeathed  by  pious  and  munifi- 
cent Protestants,  and,  more  especially 
since  1833,  it  has  been  the  produce  of 
the  taxation  of  the  clergy.  Now,  do  you 
mean  to  take  away  property  which  never 
belonged  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
and  to  take  it  away  upon  the  ground  of 
injastice  to  the  Roman  Catholics?  Do 
you  mean  to  violate  all  those  solemn 
obligations  ?  Do  you  mean  to  run  counter 
to  all  the  principles  which  led  to  the  great 
Revolution  of  1688  ?  I  do  not  require  to 
be  told  that  the  Revolution  of  1688  was 
mainly  caused  by  the  unjustifiable  viola- 
tion of  the  laws  of .  the  country  by 
James  II. ;  but  upon  what  ground  were 
those  violations  committed?  They  were 
all  of  them  in  obedience  to  Roman  Ca- 
tholic councillors  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
troducing the  Roman  Catholic  religion 
into  this  country,  and  for  the  purpose, 
as  far  as  could  be  done,  of  putting  down 
Protestantism.  It  was  the  resentment  of 
this  country  at  the  attempt  to  set  up  the 
Boman  Catholic  religion,  from  which  it 
had  suffered  so  grievously  before,  that 
led  to  great  discontent  and  to  the  Revo- 
lution which  introduced  William  III.  to 
the  Throne  of  England.  I  have  heard  it 
said,  "How  wisely  William  III.  acted 
with  regard  to  Scotland;  why  did  he 
not  act  in  the  same  manner  with  regard 
to  Ireland  ? ''    I  answer  that  William  III. 


was  not  an  idiot.  He  was  a  very  shrewd, 
a  very  sagacious,  and  a  very  far-seeing 
Sovereign  ;  and  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  in  respect  of  the  different  phases  of 
Protestantism  he  acted  much  more  from 
political  than  from  religious  considera- 
tions. He  found  that  in  Scotland  the 
Presbyterians  were  the  steady  opponents 
of  the  fallen  family,  while  the  Episco- 
palians were  the  supporters  of  that  family. 
Consequently  he  did  not  interfere  with 
the  religion  of  the  Presbyterians,  who 
were  favourable  to  himself;  but  bad  ho 
adopted  in  Ireland  the  policy  which  it  is 
said  would  have  been  similar  to  that 
which  was  pursued  in  Scotland,  what 
would  he  have  done  ?  William  the  De- 
liverer came  into  this  country  to  free  it 
from  the  chains  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion  and  the  Papal  See ;  but  if  he 
had  done  what  it  is  now  said  he  ought 
to  have  done,  he  would  have  re-intro- 
duced the  Popish  religion  as  the  estab- 
lished religion  of  Ireland,  and  thus  have 
overthrown  the  very  principles  which  he 
had  been  brought  over  to  this  country  to 
vindicate  and  uphold.  It  really  is  not 
necessary  to  answer  the  question  ;  by 
its  ridiculous  absurdity  it  answers  itself. 
Again,  Queen  Anne,  dealing  with  an 
independent  country,  entered  into  an  ar- 
rangement by  which  the  Presbyterian  was 
for  ever  to  be  the  established  religion  of 
Scotland.  Many  of  my  noble  Friends 
here  who  hold  property  in  Scotland  are 
Episcopalians ;  but  I  do  not  believe  they 
object  to  being  obliged  to  contribute  to 
a  Church  of  which  they  are  not  members. 
But  what  is  the  case  in  Ireland  ?  The 
Protestant  religion  is  the  religion  of  the 
minority,  no  doubt ;  but  it  is  the  religion 
established  in  that  country  by  an  indepen- 
dent Parliament — Protestant,  no  doubt, 
but  for  the  return  of  Members  to  which 
Roman  Catholics  had  a  right  to  vote. 
That  Parliament  at  the  time  of  the  Union 
between  the  two  countries  entered  into  a 
stipulation  by  which  the  Churches  of  both 
should  thenceforth  be  one  united  Church, 
and  that  the  Protestant  religion  should  bo 
maintained  as  the  religion  of  Ireland. 
Considering  that  arrangement  was  declared 
to  be  a  fundamental  condition  of  the  Act 
of  Union,  I  do  not  think  it  is  too  much  to 
say  that  to  do  away  with  it  would  be  to 
imperil  the  Union,  and  that  such  a  step 
ought  not  to  be  taken  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament  without  the  strongest  motives 
and  without  the  deepest  conviction  of 
its  necessity.    My  Lords,  what  is  it  that 
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the  Roman  Catholics  deeira  in  IrelancIT  Ij-tmrLordi 
1  am  told  it  is  equality.  I  want  to  know  of  all  cUii 
in  what  respect  is  it  Ihey  hare  not  relieved  f 
equality  ?  I  want  to  know  whether  with  oheerfulty 
regard  to  property,  to  civil  right*,  to  ad-  [  the  full 
misainn  to  publio  offlcea,  with  regard  to  i  their  edm 
eierytliiog  in  eucial  and  politiciil  positiuns,  \  for  Tarion 
they  aren»t  on  a  footing  of  equality  with  sll ;  nince  then 
Her  Majealj'g  oilier  subject*  ?  Nay  more,  ,  that  direc 
I  a*k  whether  tlie  Rumun  Catholic  dinrch  .  amount  of 
in  Ireland  is  not  more  free  and  indepen- i  my  Protei 
dent,  more  frt-e  from  all  Government  ,  rtispoBed  1 
control,  than  she  is  in  any  nther  country  i  There  ia  i 
of  Europe.  whulhiT  ProlcRtnnt  or  Roman  to  make  1 
Catholic  ?  I  only  hope  Lhat  in  eome  cases  aggression 
sho  does  not  abu^e  the  liberty  she  has  in  ever  give 
Imlund  of  conducting  her  own  affutrs,  teat  in  y 
subject  only  to  the  observance  of  the  law  movement 
of  the  country.  My  Lords,  there  is  only  sive.  Wli 
one  tiling  the  Uoman  Catholics  in  Ireland  united  twi 
do  not  poasess,  and  lhat  is  the  property  cijdes  on 
belonging  to  tlieir  neighbours.  That  is  we  must  i 
their  only  cause  of  complaint.  Mind  you,  ordinary  ^ 
there  is  09  much  security  for  properly  poB-  common  i 
sesaed  by  the  Cutholio  Church  in  Ireiund  |  hold  to  t! 
as  tor  thu  property  of  the  Church  ot  i  of  their  oi 
England  in  Ireland,  or  for  the  properly  '  other  bod) 
of  any  privuto  individual.  But,  ray  Lords,  men ta  ere 
it  is  a  most  dangerous  principle  to  lay  of.  Yet  i 
down  that  equality  in  possessions  is  neoes-  opposite  v 
eary  fur  social  and  political  equality,  this  occoa 
What  right  is  aocred — what  right  is  secure  temporary 
— if  we  listen  to  the  person  who  com-  Comrauni. 
plains  that  because  he  is  not  equal  in  pos-  cumetanne 
sessions  to  his  neighbour — because  his  those  of 
property  is  not  as  large,  not  as  extensive  disextablis 
— therefore  he  haa  neither  equal  social  Ireland,  a 
rights  nor  equal  political  power  T  That  my  Lords, 
principle  goes  to  the  root  of  all  property,  who  intr<i 
It  cannot  bo  maintained  ;  its  consequenced  am  one  o 
cannot  have  cnti-rodinto  the  mind  of  those  equality  i 
who  use  this  argument  in  favour  of  what  the  princij 
they  call  perfect  equality.  When  you  ported  by 
take  that  position  anil  use  that  argument   endowmen 


3  case  of  the  Irish  Church,  I  want 
to  know  how  you  can  escape  applying  it  to 
the  Church  of  England  or  any  other 
Church  ?  Mind,  I  am  not  saying  that  the 
COSD  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  and  that  of 
the  Churcli  in  England  are  similar,  or  that 
the  two  Establishments  stand  on  precisely 
the  same  footing ;  but  I  sny  that,  when  you 
come  to  the  argument  of  equality  founded 
on  the  possession  of  property,  the  Church 
of  England  and  the  Church  of  Scotland 
are  involved  in  the  consequences  of  that 
argumeut  just  as  much  as  the  Church  of 
Ireland.  My  Lords,  for  the  siz-and-forty 
years  during  which  I  have  had  the  honour 
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as  light  follows   darkness.     Let  me  first   Koman  Catholics  were  admitted  to  those 

oull  your  Lordship^)'  attention  to  a  pn^^ago  Parliamentary  privileges  which  I  for  one 

which  represents  the  views  and  opinions  fully  rigoiced  to  see  them   ohtain ;  but  I 

of  the   Nonconforitiist  party.      Here  is  a  will   read   a  short  paj»sage  from  the   exr 

passage    from   a    recent   number   of   the  pressed  opinions  of  a  highly  respectable 

Nonconformiit —  Roman  Catholic  Judge  very  lately  removed 

iffpu    r  :  u  nu     1         4-        Ml      .  L   A    11  ^rom  among  us,  the  late  Mr.  Justice  Shee, 

"  The  Irish  Chiirob  quf'stion  will  not  bo  flfially  v           i      •     ai  • 

dUpoteil  of  bi'tore  the  public  mind  will  b(*  prepared  who  spoke  m  this  manner— 

to  eiiterUin  propoaah  in  reference  to  the  Scottish  ««  xiie  Church  by  law  established  is  the  Church 

Kirk  and  the  Chmch  of  England.  As  it  has  been  i  of  a   community  overvwhcro  considerable  in  re- 

with  our  l*:stablishmenCH,  so  probably  will  it  be  ,ppct  of  property,  rank,  and  intelligence.     It  is 

with    the   others.      Their    time   is    fixed.     Mr.  girong  in  the  prescription  of  three  centuries  and 

Gladstone  is  but  now  treading  on  the  verge  of  a  [^  ^he  support  whiuh  it  derives  from  the  supposed 

wide  region  of  change.     He  knows  not  whither  iUentitv  of  its  interests  with  those  of  tho  Church 

bit  convictions   will  ultimately  impel  him.     He  ofEaJand.     Nothing  short  of  a  convulsion,  tear- 

m%y  be  regarded  as  raised  up  and  qualified  by  ing  up  both  Establishments  by  the  roots,  could 

l>ivine  Providence  for  great  and  beuefioial  pur-  accomplish  its  overthrow." 
potet." 

If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   has  heen  ^  ,^'^»'  \  *""'«  rV?  fi  ^Ih  ??f  •* 

«  raised  uj  and  qualified  by  Divine  Pro-  *'""  °'^*"  '"!'f  ''^^^J  stated-that  this 

.J ,1  V      ..  ^      .■     ^.  ^    L'   yx      J  measure  was  introduced  in  a  manner  and 

Tidence     for  the  extinction  ot  all  endow-  «.     4*       i    j-      ^    i.i         .      i         i     • 

^^    ,            .            .          „  .             . ,  at  a  time  leading  to  ti»e  natural  conclusion 

mentSy  he  must  now  be  walking  on  the  ,u  *  •..                    *  j      *i.      u        -i.    «u 

-             •  •        r  Ai          -A            i-  that  It  was  prompted  rather  by  party  ob- 

Teree  or  a  precipice  of  the  existence  of.,        j       j-*  .-r                 i 

u:  u  u         .         i.    u        4-1  lects  and  a  de^re  to  gratify  personal  am« 

in- hich  he  pro(essej« to  be  entirely  unaware,  i.-       -i        ,               »  .  ,.•'   *^  ..           ._ 

T       -11       I   i.      11              Til-          •  u  oit>on  than   by   a  conviction  ot  any  im- 

1    will  not   trouble  your  Lordslnns  wiih  ,.  .              •'..     «      .,       ,              •'.  •, 

_                4  ..           u  4        I       •             *i  mediate  necessity  for  the  change.     Allow 

many  quotations;  but.ns  bearing  on  tlu*  .          .,•'       TJi-r*i 

.     »:     ^  J     r  .      f  *i  me  to  remind  your  LordAliips  of  the  cir- 

iustice  and  safetv  of  the  mea<^ure  now  pro-  ,                ,         i  •  i    *i  • 

'i         1         V           vnjxj  cumstaiices  under  winch  this  measure  was 

posed,  prrhaps  I  may  be  aHomHi  to  read  introduced.     In  1866  the  late  Government 

one   passage    from    Lord    Flunket,    than  i-u-^^v.!.-      i«                 u-        j 

_i    JT       **                         .              J        *  '©It  it  to  be  their  duty,  upon  being   de- 

wlioro  no  person  was  a  stronger  advocate  ,.    ,  j           i     ,•           •     •  i      c  1.1    •    o 

^r  D           n  »u  r      1  •            j  *u         i  feated  on  a  leading  principle  of  their  Ke- 

01  Koman  Cutholic  claims,  and  than  whom  c         t»'ii    ^     i.i.                tX  •      m            ;i 

_     ^ *^  *.  •     1        i.                     •  *•  f*>rm  Bill,  to  throw  up  their  offices,  and 

no  one  entertained  a  stronger  cimviction  *.    •    •      '         .1           *^i.            r  *!    • 

X.    4,  ..             i.-         r  41           I  •  to  insist  upon  the  acceptance  of  their  re- 

that  the  granting  of  those  chums  was  en-  .       .  •       *^  t                n  ^    .      «     «.   .u  i. 

..    ,           •  .     ^     •*!.  .1.          '  s.               c  signations.     I   was   called   upon  at  that 

tirely  consistent  with  the  maintenance  of  ..       .        j    *  1     i.i             ^  -wi     ^  *      c 

At.    i  4  ui-  u  J  nu      V-  •     T    1      1      T     J  time  to  undertake  the  responsible  duty  of 

the  EsUbluhed  Church  m  Ireland.     Lord  ,.^^^5       ^  j,j„j,          j  »„„lj  ^^^  ^l^  . 

Plunket  used  this  language-  ^„„^„K  ^^  ^y^^^  J;^^^,^  j^^^  ^„,j  ^ght 

"An  honest  Roman   Catholic  cannot  choose  hon.  Gentlemen   the  injustice    of  believ* 

whether  there  shall  be  a  Protestant  Establish-  i„g  that  their   resignation   was  merely  a 

mentor  not.    That  is  not  the  question  which  an  „i.«^  «««:««„f;^«    ;»*»»/i^/i   ♦/v  k«  f.A\^L,^A 

honest  man    asks    himself.      What    an    honest  «''^"^  resignation,  intended  to  be  followed 

Roman  Catholic  says,  is—'  I  find  the  Protestant  hjf    a    declaration    upon    my  part    that    a 
Church  Establishment  a  part  of  the  Stato  for  ;  Conseryative    Government   could    not    be 

formod.     I  do  not  impute  that  to  them; 
I  believe  that  their  resignation  was  per* 


these  300  years  ;    it  has  imbedded  itself  in  the 
Constitution,  and  is  so  amalgamated  with  it  that 

it  cannot  be  overtnrned  without  overturning  the    r    4i       •  j       '4i.      4.  1 

State  itself,  and  the  valuable  privileges,  ri|hts,  ^^^^^7  "°c®re,  and  without  any  sucli  ar. 
and  libertiea  which  wo  enjoy,  and  which  we  ex-  rtcre  petisie  as  I  have  described.  But  it 
pect  our  families  and  posterity  to  enjoy,  under  it.  '  must  not  be  forgotten  that  I  came  into 
Tho  Englisl)  Church  Establishment  is  intimately  Office  with  a  standing  majority  against  mo 
eoDDected  and  bound  up  with  the  Established  ^f  gQ  ^^  jq  ^^^  j  ^^^^^^  ^  ^ieen  a 
Churehin  Ireland;  and  neither  tho  English  Ls-  '■        ,  .-  ,. V   j  4  j  rk/n  -^u     7 

Ublishment.  nor  the  State  authorities  in  England  madman  if  I  had  accepted  Office  without 
mnd  Ireland,  will  over  permit  the  Church  of  Ire- ';  a  full  conviction — though,  of  course,  I  did 
land  to  be  injured,  or  the  Protestant  ascendancy,  j  not  deem  it  respectful  or  decent  to  make 
in  the  proper  sense  of  the  word,  to  be  destroyed.' "any  conditions  with  my  Sovereign—that 
—[3  Hansard,  iv.]  ,  j^  j  ^^^^^  ^^^  majority  hostile  1  should 

I  -need  not  quote  opinions  to  tho  same  i  have  the  right  of  appealing  to  the  country 
effect  which  were  given  by  many  Eoman  !  and  ascertaining  whether  they  were  will- 
Catholic  gentlemen,  by  Mr.  0*Connell '  ing  to  support  me  in  carrying  on  the  Fub- 
bimself,  by  Mr.  Blake,  a  well-known  lie  Business,  or  whether  they  preferred 
Boman  Catholic,  and  '  by  others  at  that  [  my  predecessors,  or  the  formation  of  any 
time.  I  will  not  refer  to  the  declarations  |  other  Ministry.  It  so  happened,  how- 
made  by  the  Bishops  in  1826,  although  lever,  that  in  1867  we  were  enabled  to 
tbeie  were  the  conditions  upon  which  the  !  carry  a  most   important  measure  —  the 

1  ^E\T%\  IS^x^VA. 
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English  Berorm  Bill— but  unaccompanied 
by  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Bills,  tbe  neces- 
sary complements  of  that  measure,  or  the 
other  Bills  wliicti  it  wns  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  introduce.  Moreover,  under  the 
conditions  of  the  Reform  Bill  itself,  it  was 
impossible  that  the  now  Parliament  could 
be  summoned  before  the  end  of  1669  or 
the  beginning  of  1870.  The  Government 
therefore  had  not  the  option  of  appealing 
to  the  country — which  would,  after  all, 
have  been  on  appeal  to  the  old  consti- 
tuencies, and  not  to  the  new  ;  and  it  was 
taking  advantage  of  that  supposed  help- 
less condition  of  the  Oovomment  that 
those  in  Opposition  took  the  opportunity 
of  introducing  suddenly,  and  without  any 
Notice,  a  proposition  which  till  tliat  time 
they  had  strenuously  opposed,  and  forced 
it  upon  the  Goveroment  and  tbe  House  to 
the  great  inconvenience  of  Public  Busi- 
ness sod  to  the  czolusion  of  important 
questions  which  it  was  most  desirable  to 
deal  with,  Tbe  point  thus  choseu  was 
one  upon  which  tbe  constituencies  had  U' 
opportunity  of  expressing  tbcir  opinion 
for  in  tbe  votes  which  they  had  given  at 
the  Gcnerol  Election  in  favour  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  Lord  Falraerston  they  had 
every  reason  to  believe  that  the  Members 
of  that  Govern  meat  were  pledged  aa 
deeply  as  men  could  be  to  resist  any  mea- 
sure of  the  kind  now  before  the  House. 
It  is  a  long  time  ago  certainly — at  the 
time  when  Lord  Palmerston,  according  to 
the  language  which  has  beeu  used  by 
some  of  our  opponents,  was  a  "stupid, 
bigoted,  blind,  benighted  Tory  " — it  was 
in  1828,  immediately  previous  to  tbe 
passing  of  tbo  Catholic  Relief  Bill,  that 
tho  noble  Lord  in  a  striking  speech  de- 
clared his  sentiments  upon  this  subject. 
And  observe  in  what  manner  Lord  Pal- 
merston treated  this  very  question  of  the 
possible  danger  to  the  Protestant  Estab- 
lishment in  Ireland  front  the  admission  of 
tho  Roman  Catholics.     He  says- 

"  The  ohangei  whieh  the  Cfttbolio  sre  inppoiod 
to  iiini  at  Bro  cbaogcs  wfaich  oould  onljr  be  e^tad 
bj  tho  oonaurrancs  of  the  whole  ot  tbe  LegUli 
lure,  sad  see  wbat  various  iniprobabiliti«»,  not  I 
mj  impoiaibilitiaa,  muit  combine  Itefors  tbeie 
fears  oonld  ba  rcnliied.  I  will  aappoee  that  a 
GovernmeDt  bard  preued  to  csrr;  ■□me  meuure 
of  their  o<rn,  or  to  reiiit  tome  measure  of  their 
oppoDODte,  were  to  purchaae  the  lupport  of  the 
Catholic  band  by  promiaing  to  introduce  aome 
change  injurioua  to  or  lubreratfo  of  the  Froteat- 
ant  raligion.  In  the  Srit  place,  tbo  Ooaaent  of  tho 
Suvereigu  on  tbo  Throoe," — 

whom  Lord  Fulmerston  was  by  no  means 
The  Mrl  of  Dfrii/ 
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Earl*-the  policy  was  announced  which 
Her  Majesly's  Gorernment  intended  to 
punue  with  respect  to  the  Irish  Church 
Establishment— 

"  I  thiDk  it  right  at  onoe  to  state  that  Her 
Majesty's  Goyeroment  deem  it  their  duty  not  to 
gire  their  assent  to  the  Resolution  proposed.  . 
.  .  .  The  real  issue  is  not  whether  any  part 
of  the  Establishment  can  be  reformed,  but  whether 
it  shall  continue  to  hare  any  ezistenoe  whatever 
as  an  Established  Church.  That  being  the  case  " 
— obserre  Sir  George  Grey  does  not  speak  merely 
lor  himself—*'  Her  Majesty's  Government  hare  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  they  are  not  prepared  to 
undertake  the  responsibility  of  proposing  to  Par- 
liament a  Bill  calculated  to  effect  that  object. 
Tbey  believe  that  this  object  cannot  be  obtained 
•xeepi  by  means  which  must  inflict  great  injury 
upon  Ireland  and  involve  the  country  in  the  risk 
of  very  great  dangers.  The  object  can  only  be 
clfeoted  by  exciting  the  bitterest  animosities  in 
that  eountry,  by  producing  a  conflict  of  opinion — 
and  I  do  not  say  that  matters  would  stop  even 
there — which  must  throw  back  the  improvement 
of  Ireland  to  a  great  extent,  and  must  retard  to  an 
indefinite  time  the  arrival  of  the  period  that  we 
are  sometimes  inclined  to  hope  for,  when  Irishmen, 
irrespective  of  creed  and  politics,  will  combine  to- 
gether with  unanimity  and  energy,  to  promote  the 
moral,  social,  and  material  well-being  of  their 
eonntry."— [3  HanMard,  dxxviii.  896,  398.] 

Bat  that  is  not  all,  for  Sir  George  Grey 
goes  on  to  say — 

*'  We  have  the  Irish  Protestant  Church  estab- 
lished as  an  existing  institution  in  Ireland.  It 
it  not  of  recent  creation,  it  rests  upon  the  prescrip- 
tion of  centuries,  and,  to  use  the  expression  of  a 
distinguished  Roman  Oatholio  layman,  it  is  rooted 
in  oar  institutions.  The  firm  belief  of  the  Go- 
Tornment  is  that  it  could  not  be  subverted  without 
roTolntion,  with  all  the  horrors  that  attend  rovo- 

Intion As  a  matter  of  feeling,  no 

doubt  there  is  a  ^evance.  I  am  not  surprised 
at  discontent  existmg  from  the  cause  I  have  men- 
tioned, and  I  should  be  glad  to  redress  it.  But  it 
is  impossible  to  do  so  without  producing  evils  of 
fsr  greater  magnitude  than  those  which  now  exist, 
and  without  involving  the  country  in  dissensions 
which  would  be  totally  destructive  of  peace  and 
of  jm>gress.  For  these  reasons,  believing  that  the 
object  avowed  by  those  who  have  brought  forward 
the  Resolution  is  one  which  could  not  be  attained 
without  great  mischief,  being  of  opinion  that  no 
practical  grievance  exists,  and  that  in  attempting 
to  redress  the  theoretical  grievance  a  great  shock 
would  be  given  to  our  laws  and  institutions,  I 
can  have  no  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
remment  in  opposing  the  Motion." — [3  Hansard, 
olzzviU.  400,  402.] 

That  was  on  the  28th  of  March,  1865, 
immediately  before  the  General  Election, 
and  was  the  manifestation  to  the  country 
by  the  Government  of  the  day  of  the 
line  of  policy  which  they  intended  to  pur- 
sue if  elected. 

Earl  RUSSELL :  Will  you  read  what 
Mr.  Gladstone  said  ? 


The  Earl  of  DERBY :  Oh,  certainly 
I  will  read  it.  Would  you  like  me  to 
read  the  whole  of  it  ?  Independent  Mem- 
bers are  particularly  fond  of  calling  upon 
the  Govemment,  more  especially  just  pre- 
vious to  a  General  Election,  to  pledge 
themselves.  Mr.  Dillwyn  did  so,  and  Mr. 
Gladstone  answering  him  interprets  his 
Motion  as  declaring  that— 

**  Within  a  very  short  period — if  not  in  the 
dying  days  of  this  Parliament — the  Executive  Go- 
vernment of  the  country  ought  to  grapple  with 
these  anomalies  and  inequalities  which  svbsist  in 
the  ecclesiastical  state  of  Ireland,  and  to  propose 
a  measure  for  the  purpose  of  settling  them.  Is 
that  so  ?  "—[3  Hansard,  olxxviil.  482.] 

Mr.  Gladstone  then  goes  on  to  argue ;  he 
docs  not  deny  that  the  Irish  Church  is  in 
an  unsatisfactory  state,  but  in  common 
with  his  Colleagues  he  repudiates  the  ob- 
ligation to  propose  remedial  measures. 
He  then  asks  Mr.  Dillwyn  to  place  him- 
self in  the  position  of  a  Minister,  and 
says  — 

"  But  where  are  the  materials  with  which  my 
hon.  Friend  would  proceed  to  work  ?  I  suppose 
him  to  be  in  the  position  of  the  Government,  and 
to  have  introduced  his  Bill.  What  support  does 
he  think  he  would  receive  ?  Would  the  Presby- 
terians of  Scotland  readily  support  a  measure 
which  transferred  the  endowments  of  Ireland 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  f  Does  he  think 
the  Nonconformists  of  England  would  support 
him  ?  Were  he  on  the  Treasury  Bench  what  sup- 
port does  he  think  such  a  project  would  receive 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Iladfleld) 
at  his  post  ?  But  it  may  be  said  there  is  another 
mode  of  proceeding  ;  you  may  transfer  these  en- 
dowments from  religious  to  secular  purposes.  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  in  my  belief  the  mind  of  the 
country  is  against  such  a  project,  and  I  think  my 
hon.  Friend  would  find  this  a  more  difficult  propo- 
sal stUl."— [^Wrf-] 

I  have  acceded  to  the  request  of  the  noble 
Earl  who  wished  for  extracts  from  Mr. 
Gladstone's  speech.  Your  Lordships  have 
heard  what  he  said  when  he  declined  to 
pledge  the  Government  in  the  last  days  of 
a  dying  Parliament,  and  in  what  way  he 
showed  how  repugnant  to  the  Nonconform- 
ists would  be  any  proposal  to  hand  over  the 
emoluments  of  the  Irish  Church  to  the 
Roman  Catholics ;  and  as  for  the  sugges- 
tion that  the  property  should  be  secu- 
larized, Mr.  Gladstone,  it  appears,  thought 
that  the  most  objectionable  of  all.  These 
points  formed  the  basis  of  the  advice  he 
gave  to  his  hoo.  Friend,  and  in  them  we 
have  Mr.  Gladstone's  opinions  in  1865.  I 
must  remind  you  then  that  when  the  Gen- 
eral Election  took  place  in  that  year  not 
only  was  not  the  question  of  the  Irish  Es- 
tablishment brought  to  the  test  of  the 
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haitiDgs;  bat  the  oonstitnenoiea  had  orery 
reason  to  belieT«  that,  if  ever  it  should  ba 
raised,  it  would  meet  iritb  the  Btrongeat 
opposition  from  the  GoTernment  of  Lord 
Palmereton.  Lord  Palmerstoa  unfor- 
tunately died,  and  events  have  brought 
about  the  convereion  of  the  right  hon, 
Gentleman;  I  do  not  wish  to  gayanjihing 
disronpcctful  of  him,  fur,  though  his  con- 
Tcrsion  may  have  been  Buddeu,  I  hare  no 
doubt  it  wna  sincere.  I  have  mndc  these 
quotiitions,  not  to  show  inoonsiEtency,  but 
that  the  conititiM^ncies  of  the  country  had 
no  reason  to  believe  such  measures  as  those 
now  advocated  would  be  passed  by  Ihe 
Government  of  that  day. 

With  respect  to  the  manner  in  which 
these  Resolutions  l)ave  be<>n  brought  Tor- 
ward,  I  aj;ree  with  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Mnlmesbury)  that  it  would  have 
been  more  courteous  if  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  communicated  to  your  Lordships 
the  Resolutions  they  had  -passed  before 
proceeding  with  the  Pill  wliich  they  have 
now  sent  up  to  us  without  any  remark  or 
ofTering  any  reasons  in  support  of  it.  The 
Eesolutions,  however,  are  now  public  pro- 
perly, and  whpn  wccomo  toloiikinlo  (hem, 
it  is  Cfrtuinly  extrai'rdimiry  thiit  from  first 
to  lasi  the  word  *' disenrlowmi'nt"  is  not 
mentioned  ;  we  read  onlv  of  "  disestahlisli- 
ment."  ["  Hcnr!"]  Do  the  noble  iJube 
and  the  noble  Earl  opposite  who  gave  tliat 
cheer  wish  to  intimate  that  dt-4'nduwment 
is  not  contemplated  ?  Rut  disendowment 
is  one  thing  and  disestablishment  another. 
'I'here  mny  be  disestablishment  without 
disendowment,  and  riisendowment  without 
disesta)!] it'll m en t  ;  but  I  em  certain  that 
noble  Lords  opposite  will  not  resort  to  such 
a  quibble  as  that  becBUso  the  word  "  dia- 
cnduwrat^nt  "  does  not  appear  in  the  ReM- 
lulion  disestabliHhment  only  is  meunt. 
while  they  at  the  same  moment  press  on 
the  Government  a  mi'asure  which  cnntem 
plates  both  tiiiestablishment  and  disendow- 
mt-nt.  lt('garJingdiscstuNi<ihmcnt  Iconfias 
I  cannot  see  in  what  way  it  is  contemplated 
—  whether  suddenly  or  gradually — ami 
if  gradually,  in  what  condition  the  Church 
in  Ireland  will  be  left  during  Ihe  process  ? 
The  real  Leader  of  the  Liberal  party,  how- 
ever, (Mr,  Bright),  adilressing  a  meeiing 
the  other  day  in  Liverpool,  told  his  hearers 
that  the  Church  in  Korth  Wales  was  in  a 
considerable  minority  with  reference  to  the 
population,  and  that  the  people  there  miffht 
coniiidor  it  a  hardship  that  they  were  in  the 
same  ])ositiun  as  the  Roman  Cutholiea  of 
Ireland;  and  his  only  cxous«  for  not  taking 
7»«  £arl  ofDerhs 
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«*WiU  jon  to  tbe  utmoBt  of  jour  powor  main- 
tmin  the  lawi  of  God,  the  tnie  profeMion  of  the 
Goppel,  mnd  the  Protestant  reformed  religion  es- 
tablished bj  law,  and  will  jou  maintain  and  pre- 
serve inviolnblj  the  settlement  of  the  United 
Church  of  Kngland  and  Ireland,  and  the  doctrine, 
worship,  discipline,  and  government  thereof,  as 
by  law  established  within  England  and  Ireland, 
and  the  territories  thereunto  belonging  ?" 

This  Her  Mnjesty  has  solemnly  sworn  to 
do:  and,  my  Lords,  the^e  words  constitute 
either  a  solemn  and  personal  obligation  on 
the  Sovereign  or  else  they  are  unmeaning 
and  even  blasphemous.  You  cannot  re- 
lieve the  Sovereign  from  that  obligation. 
Her  Parliament  may  pass  a  measure  which 
in  that  case  She  has  practically  no  longer 
the  power  of  objecting  to ;  but  that  fact 
does  not  relieve  the  Sovereign  from  the 
obligation,  the  right,  and  the  duty  of  re 
presenting  to  an}*  Ministry  which  She  may 
cull  to  her  counsels  the  position  in  which 
She  would  be  placed  if,  acting  on  their 
advice,  She  were  to  take  a  step  in  direct 
Tiolation  of  her  solemn  declaration  and 
Oath  that  She  will  maintain  inviolate 
the  United  Church  of  Ireland  and  Eng- 
land. That  Oath  would  be  violated  if 
Her  Majesty  were  advised  to  disestablish ; 
it  wonld  not  be  violated  by  regulating  the 
Chnrch — it  would  be  violated  by  disuniting 
the  Church  the  union  of  which  She  has 
sworn  to  maintain. 

1/Vhat,  then,  is  the  real  object  aimed  at 
by  the  promoters  of  this  measure  ?  Who 
are  they  whom  it  is  sought  to  gratify  ; 
still  more,  who  is  to  be  satisfied  by  this 
measure?  Now.  my  Lords,  I  confess  that, 
notwithstanding  the  statement  of  my  noble 
Friend,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Protes- 
tant Church  is  any  grievance  whatever  to 
the  people  of  Ireland.  I  do  not  deny  that 
by  disestablishing  and  disendowing  the 
Protestant  Church  you  will  gratify  the 
Koman  Catholic  hierarchy— you  will  gra 
tify  them — but  you  will  not  satisfy  them. 
Ton  may  give  them  greater  opportunity 
Ibr  exercising  that  preponderating  autho 
rity  which  enables  them  to  keep  the 
priests  and  people  in  a  complete  state  of 
servitude — I  had  almost  said,  of  absolute 
slavery.  I  believe  that  many  of  the  Bo- 
man  Catholic  priests  feel  that  the  existence 
of  a  Protestant  Establishment  side  by  side 
with  their  own  Church  is  a  security  for 
civil  liberty,  and  protects  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholio  laity  against  aggression  on  the  part 
of  the  hierarchy  which  would  be  otherwise 
intolerable.  I  am  quite  certain  that  there 
is  a  growing  desire  among  the  lower  classes 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  to  consider  not 


what  they  are  to  gain,  bat  what  they  are 
to  lose  by  a  measure  of  this  kind.  They 
have  now  among  them  in  every  parish  an 
educated  gentleman,  of  moderate  income, 
the  whole  of  which  is  spent  among  his 
immediate  neighbours,  and  the  greater 
part  of  it  in  works  of  kindness  and  cha- 
rity. He  is  the  man  to  whom  they  go  in 
times  of  difficulty — he  is  the  man  to  whom 
the  labourer  takes  his  money  for  safe  keep- 
ing, and  whom  even  the  Roman  Catholic 
parishioner  frequently  consults  instead  of 
his  own  priests.  They  feel,  moreover,  that 
they  are  at  the  present  moment  living  in 
amity  and  friendship  with  their  Protestant 
fellow-countrymen  ;  they  have  no  cause  of 
complaint  against  them  ;  they  feel  that 
upon  the  Protestant  clergy  they  depend 
for  a  great  portion  of  their  livelihood  and 
for  many  acts  of  kindness.  Bishop  Moriarty 
himself  bears  testimony  to  the  character 
of  the  Irish  clergy.  I  am  perfectly  will- 
ing to  confess  that  in  old  days — but  those 
days  have  happily  long  since  gone  by — 
nothing  could  be  more  disreputable,  no- 
thing more  scandalous,  nothing  less  likely 
to  promote  reformation  of  any  kind  than 
the  character  of  the  great  body  of  tho 
Irish  clergy.  That  was  the  cose  from  the 
days  of  Spenser  to  those  of  Dean  Swift, 
and  even  later  %  but  during  the  whole  of 
the  present  century  it  has  been  impossible 
to  find  a  body  of  men  more  pious,  better 
educated,  and  better  informed  than  tho 
Irish  clergy ;  as  I  have  said.  Bishop 
Moriarty,  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishop, 
bears  testimony  in  the  most  handsome 
manner  to  the  pureness  of  their  lives  and 
and  to  their  gentlemanly  bearing,  and 
particularly  to  the  chanty  with  which 
they  treat  persons  of  all  denominations. 
And,  my  Lords,  let  me  ask  what  is  the 
chief  evil  under  which  Ireland  labours  ? 
Is  it  not  n on  residence  .^  And  yet  you 
now  propose  to  remove  a  body  of  gentle- 
men who  are  always  resident— often  tho 
only  resident  gentleman  who  is  to  be  found 
in  many  of  the  parishes  of  Ireland.  Do 
you  think  that  such  a  proposal  will  pro- 
mote peace  and  contentment  among  the 
inhabitants  of  Ireland?  Will  they  not 
feel  that  you  are  removing  from  among 
them  their  best  friends  ? 

My  lords,  I  think  it  has  been  urged 
that  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland 
has  signally  failed  as  a  Missionary  Church; 
but  your  Lordships  should  remember  that 
the  situation  of  a  minister  of  the  Irish 
Church  in  a  Roman  Catholic  district  is  a 
very  hard  one.     If  he  confines  himself  to 
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the  diligent  saperiiiteiideiiae  of  hla  own 
flock,  he  ia  told  that  the  great  work  of 
the  Beformation  is  makiag  no  progKU — 
that  ho  makes  no  converts,  end  that  the 
whole  of  his  labour  is  therefore  a  failure. 
ir,  on  the  other  hand,  he  acts  energeticallj 
— if  he  endeavours  to  proselytize 
spread  the  doctrines  of  his  Cburoh  among 
his  Roman  Catholic  neighbours — he  it  ' 
nonnced  as  an  ecolesiastical  flrebrand 
term  is  too  opprobrious,  no  obloquy  too 
great  to  be  bestoired  upon  him.  These  are 
the  Scylla  and  Cbarybdis  between  which 
the  Protestant  clergyman  has  to  st«er.  If 
he  confines  himself  to  the  dnties  of  his 
Church  he  is  said  to  be  doing  no  good. 
If  he  is  energetic  in  his  conduct  the  em- 
phatic term  of  "  eouper  "  is  bestowed  upon 
fiim;  and,  as  in  the  case  of  the  relief  ad- 
ministered bj  the  English  clergy  during 
the  time  of  the  famine,  all  his  com- 
munications, actions,  and  kindnesses  to 
Boman  Catholics  will  be  attributed  to  a 
desire  to  proselytize.  I  say  again  that 
the  Boman  Catholic  population  of  Ireland 
will,  in  my  belief,  lose  rather  than  gain 
by  the  removal  of  the  Frotestaut  clergy- 
man— a  removal  which  will  in  any  case 
be  far  from  contributing  to  the  peace  and 
tranquillity  of  Ireland.  For  what  will 
be  the  result  ?  In  place  of  the  clergy  you 
propose  to  remove — men  of  whom  you 
complain  if  they  confine  themselves  to 
tlieir  own  fiocks — you  will  hnve  an  ir 
tion  of  agents  from  the  Missionary  Socie- 
ties. These  persons,  whose  zeal  is  not 
always  tempered  by  discretion,  will  sud- 
denly spring  into  activity,  and  at  once 
occupy  the  vacant  ground.  From  the 
moment  that  that  happens  you  may  have 
an  increase  in  the  number  of  nominal 
Protestants,  but  it  will  be  accompanied 
by  such  a  storm  of  animosity  as  has  not 
been  witnessed  for  many  years  past.  It 
will  give  rise  to  religious  feuds  and  ani- 
mosity in  places  whero  nothing  of  the  kind 
prevails  at  the  presfut  moment.  That, 
and  not  univcrssl  peace  and  contentment, 
will  he  the  result  of  carr}'ing  this  measure 
into  ofiect.  One  word,  my  Lords,  with 
regard  to  the  alleged  grievance  of  the 
Irish  Church,  And  here  I  shall  again 
quote  from  what  is  considered  to  be  the 
Boman  Catholic  organ — namely,  the  Tab- 
Ut.    That  journal  says — 

"  Tbo  wound  of  Ireltnd  i>,  that  wheraa*  tha 
great  miyoritj  of  ths  popalatioa  of  JreUnd  ars 
Romnn  Catholici,  a  Tory  Urge  proportion  of  the 
■oil  of  that  oountrjr  bctongi  to  tho  ProteitanU, 
and  tba  Proteitanti  form  the  majorit;  of  thoie 
Tin  Hart  of  Ihrb^ 
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before  we  know  what  is  the  opinion  of 
the  country,  we  were  at  once  to  adopt 
the  course  proposed  to  us  by  the  Lower 
House.  Tour  Lordships  are  perfectly 
well  able  to  judge  for  yourselves  what 
course  will  be  roost  consistent  with  your 
principles,  your  position,  and  your  dignity 
as  an  independent  branch  of  the  Legisla- 
ture ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  your  Lord- 
ships will  be  affected  by  the  declaration 
that  by  rejecting  this  measure  you  will  be 
seeking  a  cause  of  quarrel  with  the  other 
House.  If  any  party  is  to  be  made  liable 
for  bringing  this  Ilouse  into  collision 
with  the  other  Houso,  I  must  hold  it  to 
be  that  party  which,  immcdiati'ly  before 
a  General  Election,  brings  questions  like 
this  under  the  notice  of  Parliament,  and 
calls  upon  you  to  pass  a  measure  to  which 
they  know  you  will  not  consent,  merely 
on  the  ground  that  the  House  of  Commons 
has  passed  it,  and  that  it  is  your  duty  to 
defer  to  their  opinion.  My  Lords,  there 
is  a  portion  of  the  Press,  more  especially 
a  journal  which  claims  to  itself  supremacy 
amongst  the  journals  of  this  country — a 
journal  which  sometimes  acts  the  part  of  the 
candid  friend,  and  sometimes  in  a  tone  of 
concealed  menace  warns  the  Ilouse  of  Lords 
as  to  the  course  they  are  to  pursue — not, 
indeed,  that  it  signifies  much  what  course 
they  take  except  for  their  own  interests^ 
but  they  must  take  care  not  to  adopt  a 
course  which  shall  run  counter  to  the  de- 
clared feeling  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
But,  my  Lords,  that  feeling  has  not  yet 
been  tested  or  declared :  we  do  not  know 
that  it  is  the  feeling — wo  do  not  believe 
it  is  the  feeling — of  the  people  of  this 
country.  But  we  do  believe  that  we  are 
called  upon  by  the  promoters  of  this  Bill 
to  do  violenco  to  the  principles  which  wo 
hold  most  dear ;  to  agree  to  that  which  in 
our  belief  will  be  injurious  to  the  Protes- 
tant religion — a  religion  which  we  are 
determined  to  uphold ;  to  agree  to  that 
which  in  our  opinion  is  an  invasion  of  the 
rights  of  property,  and  which  must  ulti- 
mately extend  to  all  other  kinds  of  pro- 
perty ;  which  is  based  upon  principles 
which,  being  once  applied  to  Ireland, 
cannot  fail  in  time  to  be  applied  to  Eng- 
land also ;  which  will  create  confusion 
and  discontent  for  a  long  period,  and 
which  will  be  sure  to  create  angry  feeling 
among  different  classes  on  a  subject  which 
of  all  others  is  most  calculated  to  give 
riae  to  those  feelings.  For  my  own  part, 
I  am  told  that  the  course  1  am  taking  in 
resiating  this  measure  is  not  a  popular  one. 

YOL.    CXCII.  [tHIBD  SF.BIES.] 


Ky  Lords,  I  do  not  pretend — no  one,  I 
suppose,  does  pretend — to  be  entirely  in- 
different to  the  feelings  of  my  fellow- 
countrymen  ;  but  I  have  never  yet  courted 
popularity  for  the  sake  of  popularity.  As 
long  as  I  am  a  Member  of  this  House— 
which  is  an  independent  branch  of  the 
Legislature — I  shall,  without  caring  whom 
I  offend  or  whom  I  please,  express  the 
honest  conviction  of  my  mind ;  and  your 
Lordships,  in  dealing  with  this  question, 
will,  I  doubt  not,  be  actuated  by  the  same 
feelings.  Your  Lordships  will,  I  am  sure, 
adopt  whatever  you  believe  to  be  right 
in  principle,  safe  in  policy,  and  wise  in 
performance,  undeterred  by  menace  on 
the  one  hand,  and  by  persuasions  on  the 
other.  But  if  you  were  not  to  pursue 
that  independent  course,  and  were  simply 
to  register  the  opinions  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  it  would  be  better  not  to  be 
than  to  exist  under  such  a  slavery.  I 
am  satisfied  that  your  Lordships  will  deal 
with  this  question  according  to  your  con- 
sciences and  your  judgment;  and  I  believe 
that  in  so  dealing  with  it,  and  in  rejecting 
the  hasty  measure  to  which  you  are  in- 
vited by  the  House  of  Commons  to  give 
your  assent,  you  will  give  fresh  cause  to  a 
grateful  country  to  thank  God  that  they 
have  a  House  of  Lords,  and  to  thank  God 
that  by  the  firmness  of  that  House  of 
Lords  incalculable  evils  have  been  warded 
off  from  the  people  of  this  nation. 

The  Eael  of  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
Lords,  I  never  felt  so  much  in  need  of  the 
indulgence  of  your  Lordships  as  in  rising 
to  follow  the  noble  Earl,  and  attempting 
to  answer  some  of  the  arguments  he  has 
used  with  an  authority  and  force  to  which 
I  know  I  cannot  aspire.  My  Lords,  when 
the  noble  Earl  rose,  I  thought  we  should 
have  had  some  answer  to  the  speech — 
which  I  believe  was  unanswerable — made 
by  my  noble  Friend  who  moved  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Bill  (Earl  Granville). 
That  speech  was  certainly  not  answered 
by  the  noble  Earl  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  nor 
was  it  answered  by  the  noble  Earl  who  has 
just  sat  down.  My  noble  Friend  who 
moved  the  second  reading  recommended 
the  Bill  as  a  measure  of  justice  to  Ireland ; 
but  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  carefully  avoided  deal- 
ing with  that  argument.  He  did  not  even 
refer  to  the  word  "justice  " — he  referred 
mainly  to  the  Beformation  instead.  The 
main  argument  of  the  noble  Earl  was 
that  this  Bill  was  an  interference  with 
property.    But  there  is  a  great  difference 
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in  the  natnro  of  property  ;  Mid  the  argu- 
ment of  tho  noble  Earl  condemDi  not  only 
the  CDurse  now  proposed  to  bo  taken,  but 
that  which  hns  been  taken  over  and  over 
P[;ain  in  this  country.  The  nobln  Earl 
referred  to  tho  fact  that  the  family  of  my 
noblo  Frieod  ntar  me  (Earl  RubbcII)  pos- 
BCBses  many  of  tho  former  abbey  lande. 
Koff  we  all  know  that  tho  changes  made  i  mow,  a  i 
in  the  time  of  Henry  VIII.  were  made  1  worth  i 
with  more  or  less  violenee  ;  but  Buppose  1  noble  Ei 
all  the  lauda  then  belonging  to  the  great '  impropri 
abbeys ha<l  remained  Church  property  aod  !  I  admit 
had  been  tied  up  in  mortmain,  wliat  would 
now  hare  been  the  piieition  of  affairs? 
If  anything  could  have  inclined  the  sober 
English  to  revolutioQ,  it  would  hare  been 
tho  perpetuation  of  such  a  state  of  things 
as  was  almost  recommended  by  the  noble 
Earl.     The  noble  Earl  apoko  with  great 
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this  measure.  Se  said  we  were  going  to 
rob  the  corporations  of  their  property. 
How,  I  never  thought  that  the  property 
of  corporations  rested  on  the  same  fooling 
aa  private  property.  If  anything  would 
produce  a  feeling  of  insecuriiy  it  would  be 
to  say  that  the  property  of  corporations 
and  private  property  stood  on  the  same 
footing.  I  adiiere  to  the  distinction  which 
has  been  drawn  between  private  and  cor- 
porate property  ;  the  former  beiog  that  to 
which  there  are  lineal  successors,  and  the 
latter  having  no  such  lineal  successors.  It 
is  said  that  the  clergy  have  a  vested  inte- 
rest in  Church  property  of  the  same  kind 
as  private  property ;  but  if  there  be  no 
distinction,  how  did  tho  noble  Earl  deal 
with  the  Irish  Church  when  he  took  away 
■o  many  Dishopa  and  made  an  arrangement 
with  regard  to  tithes  by  which  2S  per 
cent  of  the  tithes  were  deducted  from  the 
property  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  ?  If 
tithes  are  private  property,  it  was  a  rob- 
bery of  the  corporations  sole— to  use  tho 
noble  Earl's  phrase — so  to  deal  with  them. 
I  hardly  thought  that  argument  could  have 
been  brought  forward  by  tho  noble  Earl. 
Tho  noblo  Earl  used  another  a^ument. 
He  said  that  the  property  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland  did  not  rest  on  Parliamentary 
titles.  Cut  the  noblo  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  used  a  Tcry  different  argu- 
ment last  year.  My  Lords,  my  view  ia 
this — the  whole  nation  are  the  hein  of 
p'opertysuch  as  that  of  the  Irish  Church. 
Tou  can  compensate  the  present  holders  of 
Church  property,  or  you  may  respect  their 
Tested  interest ;  but  Parliament  has  a  per- 
fect right  to  deal  with  the  property  of  tho 
Tht  Earl  of  KimltrUy 
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iatence  of  dutffeotion  as  the  reason  for 
bringing  it  forward.  My  noble  Friend 
who  introduced  this  Bill  was  therefore 
perfectly  justified  in  referring  so  far  to 
the  Fenian  conspiracy  as  an  argument 
for  considering  this  Bill. 

Eabl  GREY:  My  noble  Friend  who 
introduced  this  Bill  declared  that  in  1 866 
there  was  no  outbreak  or  acts  of  violence 
on  the  part  of  the  Fenians ;  and  I  ex- 
pressly stated  that  there  was  a  conspiracy. 

Eavl  GRAI^VILLE  :  I  must  request 
the  noble  Eari  to  confine  himself  to  an 
explanation  of  his  own  speech,  and  not 
explain  my  speech,  which  he  has  totally 
misrepresented. 

Thb  Eahl  op  KIMBERLEY:  The 
noble  Earl  draws  a  distinction  between 
outrages  having  been  committed  and  out- 
rages not  haying  been  committed.  But  I 
say  the  existence  of  the  Fenian  conspiracy 
"was  as  well  known  then  as  it  is  now. 
And  observe,  my  Lords,  how  dangerous 
the  argument  would  be  to  say  that  when 
you  know  of  the  existence  of  disaffection 
that  is  not  sufficient.  Will  my  noble 
Friend  allow  me  to  ask  him  at  what  time 
those  questions  ought  to  be  considered  ? 
Are  we  to  be  told  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land are  apathetic,  and  that  therefore 
there  is  no  need  of  legislation,  or  that  if 
they  are  not  apathetic  they  are  in  a  state 
of  conspiracy?  Are  wo  to  be  told  that 
disaffection  is  not  enough,  and  that  we 
must  wait  for  tumults  and  rebellion  ?  My 
Lords,  my  own  view  is  this — not  that  we 
should  consider  any  subject  of  this  kind 
without  regard  to  consequences,  but  that 
when  it  is  manifest  that  dissatisfaction 
exists  that  is  a  reason  why  all  fair  men 
should  consider  whether  there  is  not  some 
radical  vice  in  the  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land, and  if  there  be,  should  apply  a  re- 
medy as  soon  as  possible.  Parliament  has 
shown  —  the  present  Government  have 
shown  quite  as  much  as  the  former  Go- 
Temment — that  they  can  repress  disaffec- 
tion and  maintain  law  in  Ireland ;  but  I 
say  that,  having  done  this.  Parliament  and 
Qovemment  are  bound  to  see  whether 
there  are  not  grievances  of  which  the  Irish 
justly  complain,  and,  if  there  are,  to  show 
an  eagerness  to  consider  them — and  espe- 
cially at  a  time  when  the  civil  liberties  of 
the  country  have  been  suspended.  But  to 
return  to  the  argument  of  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Derby).  The  noble  Earl  re- 
ferred to  the  policy  of  William  III.,  and 
told  us  that  that  Monarch  could  not  pur- 
sue the  same  policy  in  Ireland  as  he  did 


in  Scotland,  because  the  people  of  Eng- 
land would  not  allow  him.  But  let  me 
point  out  to  the  Honse  what  an  inconsi- 
derate thing  it  is  to  adhere  to  a  policy  the 
greater  part  of  which  has  been  aban- 
doned. The  noble  Earl  joined  in  measures 
for  the  emancipation  of  the  Eoman  Ca-' 
tholics ;  but  is  it  logical  or  wise  to  pre- 
serve one  part  of  a  policy  and  to  aban- 
don the  rest  of  it  ?  You  think  that  our 
ancestors,  who  perhaps  were  as  wise  as 
ourselves,  would  not  approve  our  policy. 
Our  ancestors  were,  I  dare  say,  very  good 
Protestants — I  am  afraid  they  would  be 
called  **  good  Protestants"  in  some  parts 
of  the  North  of  Ireland.  They  thought 
it  their  duty  to  extirpate  the  Koman  Ca« 
tholics  of  Ireland  ;  they  endeavoured  to 
do  so  by  penal  laws  and  by  excluding  the 
Eoman  Catholics  from  civil  and  political 
rights.  No  doubt  they  succeeded  to  some 
extent  in  diminishing  the  number  of  Ro- 
man Catholics  in  that  country  ;  and  if 
they  had  been  as  cruel  as  the  Inquisitors 
in  Spain,  or  the  persecutors  of  the  Albi- 
genses  in  France,  they  might  have  extir- 
pated the  Boman  Catholics  altogether. 
But  what  have  we  done  ?  We  have  ad- 
mitted the  Eoman  Catholics  to  equal  poli- 
tical power  with  ourselves;  and  is  it 
reasonable,  then,  to  pursue  a  policy  which 
gives  us  the  advantages  neither  of  the 
policy  of  exclusion  pursued  by  our  ances- 
tors, nor  our  own  policy  of  religious  free- 
dom ?  I  believe  our  ancestors  would  con- 
demn such  a  policy  quite  as  much  as  I 
condemn  it.  The  noble  Earl  repeated  the 
argument  which  had  been  used  before — 
that  the  interests  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land were  bound  up  with  those  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland.  But  that  argument 
was  so  well  disposed  of  by  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon)  that  it  is 
scarcely  necessary  to  refer  to  it.  I  will 
ask  your  Lordships,  however,  is  it  a  wise 
thing  to  make  the  cause  of  Protestantism 
in  Ireland  identical  with  that  which  a 
large  portion  of  the  people  of  Ireland  re- 
gard as  an  injustice?  The  noble  Earl  then 
touched  on  an  argument  which  he  justly 
said  was  one  of  great  delicacy,  and  he 
referred  again  to  the  question  of  the  Coro- 
nation Oath  of  the  Sovereign.  He  said, 
''  Beware  lest  you  recommend  a  measure 
which  is  in  direct  violation  of  the  Oath  of 
the  Sovereign."  Now,  I  ask  the  House 
whether  this  is  not  a  dilemma  which  the 
noble  Earl  should  not  have  raised  ?  What 
is  it  but  a  dangerous  dilemma  which  places 
the  Sovereign  in  a  position  in  which  She 
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may  hare  to  submit  to  a  Tiolatian  of  her 
duty  or  of  hi^r  CoTonation  Oath?  That  in 
dangerouH  grountl,  which  ought  not  to  be 
lightly  entered  on.  My  Lords,  tho  eon- 
Blitulional  doetrine  ia  that  the  Sovereign 
is  left  lo  transact  these  matters  with  lier 
responsible  Advisers,  and  Porliamcnt  looks 
for  a  policy  to  the  responsible  Advisem 
stone.  Further  than  that  it  ia  not  wise 
for  UB  to  go.  If  wo  want  a  warning,  have 
wo  not  hnd  it  in  our  past  history  ?  Can- 
not tho  noble  Garl  remember  that  one  of 
(he  most  unfortunate  circutn stances  that 
ever  happened  in  our  liistory  was  when 
the  scruplcB  of  George  III.  prevented  Mr, 
Filt  end  Lord  Castlereagh,  as  they  notori- 
ously did,  from  carrying  out  the  whole  of 
the  policy  they  intended  at  the  time  of 
the  Union  ?  Tlmt  is  a,  precedent  the  most 
unhappy  that  could  be  quoted— a  prece- 
dent which,  whether  by  the  advice  of  the 
noble  Earl  or  any  other,  I  hope  no  Sove- 
reign of  England  will  over  follow.  Before 
I  ait  down  I  wish  to  refer  shortly  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Barl  on  the  cross- 
Bcuches  (Earl  Grey],  beeauae  he  touched 
on  a  branch  of  the  subject  on  which  I 
have  expressed  opinions  not  altogether 
different  from  his  own.  And  here  I  ma; 
remark  that  I  do  not  think  noble  Lordi 
opposite  are  to  be  congratulated  on  thi 
support  given  them  by  my  noble  Friend 
Certainly  anything  more  utterly  opposed 
than  the  views  of  my  noble  Friend  and 
those  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  it  ia 
difficult  to  conceive.  My  position  is  not 
precisely  that  of  my  noble  Friend,  but  it 
It,  unhappily  for  me,  nearer  to  him  than 
that  of  the  noblo  Earl  opposite  ;  and  be- 
cause I  approach  nearer  to  him  be  will  nc 
doubt  entertain  a  stronger  feeling  agaioat 
me.  He  it  was  who  first  set  tho  queation 
of  the  Irish  Church  in  motion  in  the  coun- 
try ;  and  now,  when  he  finds  a  great  party 
prepared  to  bring  it  to  a  crisis,  he  calls 
them  a  "motley  crew  ;"  and  the  noble 
Ear!,  because  he  finds  some  difierence  of 
opinion  among  those  who  upon  the  whole 
rather  agree,  goes  at  once  and  joins  him- 
self to  those  from  whom  he  entirely  differs. 
The  noble  Earl's  view  is,  that  the  best 
B^tem  of  dealing  with  the  Churches  in 
Ireland  is  by  a  system  of  concurrent  en- 
dowment. Last  year,  when  my  noble 
Eriend  (Earl  Russell]  brought  thia  subject 
under  the  attention  of  the  House,  I  ven- 
tured to  express  an  opinion  that  there 
were  considerable  advantages  which  might 
be  derived  from  the  concurrent  endowment 
of  the  religious  denominations  in  Ireland. 
7X*  liari  of  KimlerUy 
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That  is  Boant  encoaragoment  to  those  who 
propose  the  endowment  of  the  Eoman 
Catholic  Cbnrcb.  Again,  the  Presbyterians 
have  met  and  bave  passed  the  strongest 
resolutions  setting  forth  their  extreme  ab- 
horrence of  any  endowment  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church.  The  last  quotation  I 
Bhall  read  is  equally  strong  to  tbo  same 
effect  from  some  of  the  representatives  of 
the  Established  Church ;  for  a  deputation 
which  waited  upon  the  Prime  Minister 
from  the  Central  Protestant  Defence  Asso- 
ciation in  Dublin  submitted  to  him  the 
following  resolution : — 

'^Tbat  we  strenuously  oppose  any  attempt  to 
endow  the  Roman  Cntholio  Church  or  the  Roman 
Catholic  priesthood  in  Ireland,  whether  out  of  the 
■o-ealled  rerenues  of  the  Established  Church  or 
otherwise,  and  will  use  our  utmost  endeavours  to 
defeat  any  proposition  which  may  be  made  for  the 
parposa  of  so  endowing  the  Roman  Catholic 
Charoh  or  priesthood,  either  directly  or  indi- 
rectly." 

So  the  Presbyterians,  Boroan  Catholics, 
and  members  of  the  Established  Church, 
equally  repudiate  any  such  endowment. 
Well,  then,  we  are  driven  to  the  alternative 
which  my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Grey)  men- 
tioned when  he  said  that  he  should  prefer 
disestablishment  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
existing  religious  inequality  in  Ireland. 
That  is  exactly  the  position  which  I  take, 
and  to  which  I  think  we  are  driven.  I 
believe  that  religious  inequality  is  the 
Bource  of  great  evils,  and  may  lead  to  still 
greater  evils.  The  noble  Earl  said,  "Why 
should  you  single  out  Ireland  to  be  the 
one  country  in  Europe  where  the  voluntary 
principle  is  exclusively  to  prevail,  and 
where  there  is  to  be  no  connection  be- 
tween Church  and  State  ?  "  I  reply, 
''Why  should  you  single  out  Ireland  to  be 
the  one  country  in  Europe  in  which  the  fla- 
grant injustice  prevails  of  the  Church  of 
the  small  minority--of  one-eighth  of  the 
population — being  maintained  against  the 
wishes  of  four-fifths  of  the  population  ; 
a  Church  which,  instead  of  being  enthroned 
iQ  the  hearts  of  the  nation,  is  looked 
upon  as  a  landmark  of  subjection  and 
disregard  of  the  national  sentiment  ?  *' 
That  is  a  position  of  singularity  in  which  it 
18  most  undesirable  that  the  Irish  Church 
should  stand.  For  these  reasons,  I  ven- 
ture to  support  the  Bill  proposed  by  my 
noble  Eriend  (Earl  Granville) ;  and  1  can- 
not do  better  in  conclusion  than  quote  the 
words  of  my  noble  Eriend  (Earl  Grey) 
who  moved  its  rejection.  In  1866, 
ppeakiog  of  the  principles  by  which  our 


legislation  for  Ireland  ought  to  be  guided, 
my  noble  Eriend  said— > 

"  The  first  is,  that  we  should  legislate,  as  far  at 
possible,  according  to  the  wishes  of  the  Irish 
people  ;  and  the  second  is,  that  on  the  important 
question  of  the  Irish  Church,  we  ought  to  do  full 
and  impartial  justice  to  the  Irish  people,  in  the 
same  spirit  as,  if  the  circumstances  of  the  two 
countries  were  reversed,  we  should  desire  the  Irish 
people  should  do  to  us." — [3  Hantard,  clzxxii. 
378.] 

These,  my  Lords,  are  the  principles  .upon 
which  I  ask  you  to  act  in  accepting  this 
Bill.  So  long  ago  as  the  time  of  Queen 
Elizabeth,  it  was  said  by  Spenser  in  his 
well-known  essay  upon  Ireland,  that  no 
proposals  meant  for  her  good  could  bo 
brought  to  a  good  end.  I  say,  act  upon 
principles  of  justice  towards  Ireland,  dis- 
miss old  feelings  and  prejudices,  and  you 
may  yet  put  an  end  to  that  fatal  spell 
which  has  so  long  estranged  from  you  the 
hearts  of  the  Irish  people. 

The  Bishop  op  LONDON :  My  Lords, 
I  cannot  agree  with  either  of  the  noble 
Earls,  formerly  Lords  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, who  have  spoken  this  evening,  in 
regretting  that  the  noble  Earl  on  the  cross- 
Benches  (Earl  Grey)  was  the  person  to 
move  the  rejection  of  this  Bill.  1  think  it 
is  of  the  greatest  importance  that  a  ques- 
tion such  as  this  should  be  lilted  out  of 
the  region  of  party  politics  ;  and,  in  my 
opinion  the  noble  Earl  has  done  good  ser- 
vice in  drawing  the  attention  of  the  coun- 
try to  the  importance  of  discussing  this 
question  quite  independently  of  such  party 
considcralions.  The  noble  Earl  opposite 
me  (Earl  Granville)  referred  to  some  words 
which  fell  from  me  on  a  former  occasion, 
and  which  I  regret  that  he  misunderstood 
as  insinuating  improper  motives  on  the 
part  of  the  originator  of  this  Bill  *'  else- 
where." Far  be  it  from  me  to  impute  such 
motives  to  one  for  whose  ability  and  cha- 
racter it  is  impossible  not  to  entertain  the 
highest  admiration.  IVhat  I  did  mean  to 
say  was  that  the  circumstances  under  which 
this  great  question  has  been  brought  before 
the  country  have  been  such  as  to  raise  in 
the  minds  of  many  a  feeling  that  it  has 
been  made  more  of  a  party  question  than 
is  desirable,  seeing  it  involves  so  many 
great  and  sacred  interests.  I  trust  that  in 
discussing  this  question  I  shall  approach  it 
with  an  earnest  desire  to  act  in  a  spirit, 
not  only  of  justice  but,  of  conciliation  to- 
wards those  who  are  supposed  to  be  op- 
pressed by  the  existence  of  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland.     I  think  I  may  «a:^^ 
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in  tha  name  of  my  right  rev.  Brethren,  the  Chnro 

that  every  concession  which  it  ia  right  to  vacant.     ] 

make  we  are  quite  ready  to  make ;  but  we  the  period 

ore    not   convinced    that    the    particular  of  Duhlin 

measure  which  lies  before  us  is  likely  to  most  rev, 

benefit  either  Ireland  or  the  Empire.     In  diocese  v 

the  course  of  tiiis  debate  we  have  heard  if  avaoam 

very  little  ahout  the  Kill-    Indeed,  I  doubt  administei 

whether,  short  as  it  ia,  the  Bill  has  been  great  Prot 

carefully  read,  except  by  a  few  persona  will  be  tl 

here  present.     The  Bill  is  a  very  short  that  groui 

one,  but  it  is  not  so  unimportant  as  the  Bill  in  it: 

noble  Eari  who  moved  its  adoption  seemed  totally  difi 

to  think.     It  does  not  appear  to  me  to  be.  Bill  I  evi 

as  has  been  said,  a  more  corollary  of  the  pensory  B 
Kesolutione  passed  in  the  other  Uonse  of   be  laid  bel 

Farliament.     The  noble  Earl  on  the  cross-  and  it  wil 

Benches  (Earl  Orey)  pointed  out  that,  whe-  sory  Bills 

tber  inlontionall^  or  not,  it  is  so  devised  to  any  ofS 

as  to  kill  tho  Irish  Church  by  a  lingering  that  oflSce 

death.     Saw,  it  is  generally  declared  that  which  me 
the  Bill  is  founded  upon  tho  precedent  of  ment.    So 

the  Act  of  1833.     I  altogether  deny  that  proposed  i 

statement-Whatwasdoneiniaaa?  Atthat  nectcd  wil 

time    Parliament  deliberately   considered  ample,  so 

what  changes  should  bo  made  in  the  Irish  matter  tr. 

Church,  and  they  embodied  those  changes  portant  bi 

in  an  Act  specifying  certain  sees  which  whereas  t 

were  not  to  he  filled  up,  and  declaring  that  fices  and  i 

the  occupants  of  certain  other  sees  were  patronage, 

to  perform  all  the  apiritual  duties  of  the  be  made  ti 

lapsed  bishoprics.  There  was  no  suspension  one  whici 

of  spiritual  funotioos  in  the  Irish  Church,  for  tho  al 

Everything  was  regularly  provided  for.  whether  y 

But  what  is  proposed  here  ia  that  after  endowmen 

August,  1868 — and  probably  for  an  indefi-  important 

nite  period — there  shall  be  no  appointment  suspension 

whatever  in  the  Irish  Church;  and  I  main-  in  the  oou 

tain  that  no  provision  is  made  for  carrying  proposed  : 

on  the  spiritual  concerns  of  any  diocese  College  of 

which  may  fall  vacant  in  the  meantime.  No  more  kinc 

doubt  I  shall  be  told  of  the  clause  which  Maynootb 

in  case  of  vocancies  embodies  certain  pro-  lished  Chu 

visions  in  tho  Act  of  1833,     But  who  is  man  is  to 

the  person  to  act  in  case  of  a  vacancy  ?  Maynooth, 

fiot  a  Bishop  at  all.     He  is  the  dean,  the  said  in  re( 

vicar  general  or  tho   orchdeacon  ;  and  by  — that  th 

the  Act  of  I6il3  he  is  not  called  upon  to  pointed  si 

carry  on  the  spiritual  work  of  tho  diooese  pecuniary 

but  10  refer  certain  things  to  the  £ccle-  after  be  i 

siastical   Commissioners,    and   do   certain  only  is  thi 

things  which  are  in  no  way  a  carrying  on  Catholics 

of  spiritual  work  in  the  diocese.     What  I  lawyers, 

maintain  is,  that^  whereaa  the  Act  of  1833  lawyers  w' 

provided  for  tha  complete  performance  of  these  case 

spiritual  duties  in  the  diocese,  the  mea-  suspensory 

sure  now  before  your  Lordships  ia  so  con-  thoy  are  ti 

atrueted,  whether  per  incuriatii  or  from  teresta  are 

Maiioe  prtpemt,  that  it  entirely  stops,  and  of  Parlian 

that  for  an  indefinite  time,  tha  action  of  to  be  coot 
Tht  Siikop  of  Limdm 
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them.  This  shows  us  that  there  must  bo 
some  mistake  somewhere  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  this  Bill  has  been  drawn  up,  and  it 
confirms  the  impression  which  the  noble 
Earl  on  the  cross-Benches  expressed,  that 
it  is  a  hnrricd  piece  of  legislation  of  which 
few  caa  tell  the  result  if  it  should  be 
carried.  But  now  with  regard  to  the  general 
principle  on  which  alone  this  Bill,  even  if 
altered  and  its  defects  removed,  can  be  jus- 
tified— ^namely,  that  it  is  desirable  to  dis- 
establish the  Irish  Church — there  is  a 
great  difficulty  in  knowing  what  is  meant 
by  disestablishment.  But,  besides  that, 
it  surely  is  not  a  thing  to  be  adopted  with- 
oat  having  some  plan  before  us.  How  in 
the  world  is  a  body  like  this  House  to  give 
its  assent  to  a  mere  name,  without  under- 
standing what  is  intended  by  it  ?  What 
the  noble  Earl  on  the  cross*Benches  called 
on  yonr  Lordships  to  require  was  that  the 
Bcheme  should  be  produced  ;  and  when 
produced  I  am  sure  there  is  no  Member  of 
the  right  rev.  Bench  who  will  not  be  glad 
to  give  it  his  full  consideration  in  the  hope 
that  some  satisfactory  solution  of  the  very 
difficult  questions  connected  with  the  Irish 
Church  may  be  arrived  at.  But,  my  Lords, 
to  disestablish  and  disendow  tlie  Irish 
Church  does  not,  I  confess,  appear  to  me, 
BO  far  as  I  can  form  any  notion  of  the  pro- 
cess, a  measure  which  is  likely  to  do  good 
to  Ireland.  The  noble  Earl  referred  to 
the  case  of  Canada,  and  mentioned  in 
glowing  terms  the  great  success  that  had 
attended  the  Canadian  Church  after  it  had 
undergone  that  process ;  but  I  do  not 
know  that  the  Canadian  Church  has  ever 
been  disestablished.  According  to  my 
understanding  of  that  case  it  was  this — 
that  whereas  the  clergy  in  Canada  were  in 
possession  of  certain  lands,  by  a  Bill  brought 
into  Parliament  those  lands  were  commuted 
for  a  money  payment  of  some  eighteen 
years*  purchase  ;  and  it  was  generally 
nnderstood  that  a  very  good  bargain  had 
been  made  by  the  Canadian  clergy,  who 
were  quite  willing  to  accept  the  arrange- 
ment, and  who  found  themselves  in  pretty 
nearly  as  comfortable  a  position  as  they 
occupied  before  the  change.  There  was 
a  transmutation  of  their  lands  for  a  large 
Bum  of  money  vested  in  the  Church  So- 
ciety, which  paid  them  good  interest  for 
it.  Thus  far  as  regards  the  disendowment 
of  the  Canadian  Church.  Then  as  to  its 
disestablishment.  I  know  that  the  pre- 
sent Bishop  of  Montreal  was  appointed  by 
the  Crown ;  and  I  believe  until  very  re- 
cently every  Bishop  was  appointed  by  the 


Crown.  I  know  that  a  recent  Act  of 
the  Canadian  Legislature  enables  the 
Church  to  carry  on  its  affairs ;  but  I  do 
not  know  that  there  is  not  still  an  appeal 
from  its  Courts  to  the  Privy  Council  at 
home.  I  do  not  believe  anyone  can  say 
for  certain  that  that  power  of  appeal  is 
destroyed  in  the  Canadian  Church.  There- 
fore, this  disendowment  and  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Canadian  Church  is  certainly 
very  unlike  the  position  which  many  of 
those  who  have  been  most  anxious  to  press 
forward  this  question— I  do  not  say  their 
Leader — have  contemplated  as  the  future 
position  of  the  Irish  Church.  As  to  the 
Church  in  Australia,  its  Bishops  are  still 
appointed  by  the  Crown.  Are  we  to  un- 
derstand that  after  the  Irish  Church  is 
disestablished  and  disendowed  the  Crown 
is  still  to  go  on  appointing  its  Bishops  ?  If 
so,  I  do  not  think  the  Roman  Catholics  will 
find  themselves  to  be  in  a  very  different 
position  from  that  which  they  now  occupy. 
In  fact,  there  is  such  a  confusion  of  thought 
as  to  the  proposition  that  it  is  impossible 
for  anyone  to  tell  what  it  means ;  and 
your  Lordships  are  almost  asked  to  assent 
to  a  scheme  without  having  it  explained  to 
you  what  it  intends.  And,  my  Lords,  I 
must  doubt  whether  the  Irish  people  are 
really  anxious  for  this  measure,  whatever 
it  may  be.  Where  is  the  proof  that  they 
are  anxious  for  it?  Tho  Irish  people 
are  to  be  considered  in  two  aspects.  I 
suppose  there  is  no  doubt  there  is  a  large 
body  of  agitators  in  every  country,  and 
that  in  Ireland  there  are  more  of  them 
than  exist  elsewhere.  Those  agitators  in 
Ireland  are  to  be  divided  into  two  classes 
— some  of  them  are  political,  some  eccle- 
siastical agitators  ;  but  tho  body  of  indus- 
trious, honest,  and  moderate  men  who  are 
the  mainstay  of  every  country,  whether 
they  be  Catholics  or  Protestants — where  is 
the  proof  that  they  are  in  favour  of  this 
measure  ?  I  know  that  a  document  has 
been  published  declaiming  against  the 
Protestant  Establishment;  and  I  know 
that  when  a  manifesto  like  this  is  put  for- 
ward it  becomes  a  question  of  honour,  and 
it  is  difficult  for  persons  to  desert  their 
co-religionists  by  refusing  to  put  their 
names  to  the  document ;  still,  I  believe 
that  the  great  body  of  the  moderate  Eoman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  are  not  in  favour  of 
this  proposal.  I  believe  most  fully,  with 
the  noble  Earl,  that  there  are  no  persons 
who  benefit  more  by  tho  existence  of  the 
Established  Churoh  in  Ireland  than  the 
moderate  Boman  Catholio  body.      Your 
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lordships  are  awsre  that  a  great  change 

baa  Mcurred  lately,  cot  only  in  Ireland 
but  in  the  whole  of  Europe,  with  regard  lo 
the  position  and  the  Benliments  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  body  ;  ihat  in  every  country 
perhaps  of  Europe  there  is  a  growing  pro- 
gress of  tho  Ultramontane  party — that  b( 
influential  aro  they  even  in  this  country 
that  they  were  able,  not  long  since,  to 
silence  the  Home  and  Foreign  Itepuw. 
a  work  conducted  by  some  of  tho  ablest 
and  most  liberal  Roman  Catholics  in 
the  country.  And  wbero  tho  Roman 
Catholics  are  left  entirely  under  the 
dominion  of  the  Ultramontane  party, 
there  they  cease  to  retain  their  liberties. 
The  existence  of  a  power  like  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  is  by  no  means 
unfavourable  to  their  liberty.  Sut, 
Lords,  I  do  not  know  why  the  feelings  of 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland  are  to  ho  left 
out  of  viow  in  considering  whether  thii 
measure  is  desirable  or  not.  Your  Lord- 
ships may  have  seen  a  book  written  by 
one  of  the  Masters  in  Chancery  in  Ireland, 
and  read  tho  testimony  he  bears  to  the 
way  in  which  the  Protestants  of  that 
country  form  the  marrow,  the  sinews,  and, 
indeed,  the  life  of  its  industry.  Is  it 
then  to  be  thought  that  if  this  measure  is 
looked  upon  by  them  as  a  slight  and  ai 
injury  we  are  to  pay  no  heed  to  their  feel- 
ings? I  believe  that  what  Ireland  wants 
is  peace  and  quietness,  and  the  carrying 
forward  of  that  admirable  policy  which 
hos  been  going  on  ever  since  the  late  Earl 
Orey  was  Frimo  Minister  of  this  country 
— the  policy  of  gradually  bringing  up  toge- 
ther  tliose  who  have  hitherto  been  estranged 
in  a  combined  system  of  educalion,  which 
the  persons  jou  desire  to  gratify  are  deter- 
mined lo  destroy— a  corobioed  system  of 
education  both  for  tho  poorer  and  the 
upper  classes.  Who  are  the  opponents  of 
the  naltonal  system  of  education  in  Ire- 
land but  this  Ultramontane  party,  who 
alone  seem  to  be  satisfied  with  this  mea- 
sure ?  Who  are  the  great  enemies  of  the 
Queen's  Colleges,  and  of  the  combined  sys- 
tem of  education  in  them,  but  that  very 
party  ?  So  that  those  measures  which 
seem  to  me  the  best  remedial  measures  for 
Ireland  will  be  inevitably  stopped  by  the 
triumph  of  that  party.  As  to  the  future  of 
Ireland,  my  hope  for  it  is  that  Parliament, 
calmly  considering  all  the  difficulties  of 
the  case,  hearing  the  Report  of  tho  Com- 
missioners, which  is  likely  to  be  laid  be- 
fore Ds  in  the  course  of  the  next  month, 
■hould  make  such  changes  as  are  dictated 
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poaeibl;  assume.  It  is  vain  therefore  to 
■By  that  yon  are  aimply  going  to  remore 
the  Established  Choroh  and  bring  about 
religious  equality.  What  yon  are  goiog 
to  do  if  you  do  not  take  care  is  tliis — to 
band  over  Ireland  altogether  to  the  Boroan 
Catholio  Church,  leaving  the  Protestant 
Chnrch  to  do  its  work  as  best  it  can, 
prinoi pally  supported  by  contributions  from 
Bocieties  in  England.  In  the  course  of 
A  abort  time  in  three-fourths  of  Ireland 
the  Protestant  religion,  I  do  not  say  will 
disappear  for  it  will  not  do  that,  but  it 
irill  be  maintained  by  great  effort ;  where- 
aa  yon  will  have  the  rival  and  dominant 
Church  in  the  most  exaggerated  form  of 
its  doctrines,  moat  difficult  for  you  to  ma- 
BBge,  always  working  on  to  the  further 

anestions  of  the  land  and  of  the  repeal  of 
le  Union. 


BRISTOL  ELECTION.— REPORT. 


On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Ltttbltok, 
Further  debate  adjourned  till  To-moT' 


HouM  a<^urna<9  at  half  put  Twelve 

o'oiook,  tM.,  till  halt  put 

Ten  o'elook. 


HOUSE    OF    C0MM0K8, 

Thuniay,  June  35,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  Nmw  Mnieia  Siroax  —  William 

Unwin  Bcrgnte,  cuuire,  for  Siamrord. 
SDrFLT— con«i(fenK{  in    Cammittee — Civi^    SlR- 

Poauo  BiLLi — Ordtred~'OT3\w>i^  and  Trnprove- 
iD«ntorLnnilt(IreIand)SupplcmeTitnl(No.2)*: 
Oerka  orths  Cence.^o.,  (IrcUnd)  *. 

Fint  Rtading—Contn%\o-it  Disenwa  Act  (l^BB) 
Annndnient  *  [193]  ;  Clerka  of  tbe  I'ence,  ba 
{Ireland)*  [101]  ;  Drainage  nud  ImproTemen 
of    Land!  (Ireland)    Supptsoiental   (N'o,  2) 
[IQBJ. 

BewBd  Raidiag—^aHii».j  Companiel  (Ireland) 
AdvaDiwt*  [ITT];  New  Zeainnd  (Ugiilative 
Conneil)*  [ISfi]  ;  Unirertitjr  Eleoti ant  (Voting 
Paprni)*  [leT]  ;  Coniular  MairiBgei  ■  [188]. 

CotnmiUae  —  Kleolion  Fetitiona  and  Corrupt 
PraoticBi  nt  Elections  (re-comm.)  [03]  — 
K.P.:  CoDrti  or  Law  Feoa,  Ac,  (Scotland)* 
[US] :  Kenewable  Leatcboid  Convcrsioa  (Ira- 
land)  Act  Extanaion  ht-eomm,)  *  [132]. 

ibpoTl  —  Regjatration  *  [iaT-190];  Local  Qa- 
Terament  Supplemental  (No.  3)*  [131-191]; 
Cnrragh  of  llildare  *  [131-193];  Courts  ot 
Law  Feai,  «e., (Scotland)*  [IfiS]  ;  Renevabie 
LMMbotd  Convertion  (Ireland)  Act  Eiteaiioti 
(r*.»qm.)*[l82]. 

Conndertd  at  amended  —  Entail  Amecdniont 
(Scotland]*  [110]. 

Third  Ji(a Any  —  Kapreaantntion  of  Iha  Feoptt 
(Ireland)*  [71];  Petroleum  Act  Amendment' 
riTlll  BaUwsjt  (IreUnd)  Aoti  AnwDdment ' 
[ltS),amip(uied. 


That  John  William  Miles,  eaquire,  ia  not  duly 
elected  a  Citiisa  to  aerve  in  thia  preuDt  Parlia. 
ment  for  the  Citj  of  Briatol. 

That  the  laat  Election  for  the  said  Citv  i*  a  void 
Election. 

And  the  aaid  Detenu inaticas  were  ordered  to  bs 
entered  !□  the  Joumnli  ofthis  Houae. 

Houae  further  infonned,  that  the  Committee 
had  agreed  to  the  following  Reulntioni : — 

That  the  aaid  John  William  MUee  waa,  bj  his 
Agenta,  gniitj  of  briberr  at  the  last  Election  for 
the  Citj  of  Bristol,  but  such  bribsrj  waa  oom- 
mitted  without  tbs  knowledge  or  eonaent  of  the 
aaid  J.  W.  Milea. 

That  it  was  proved  to  tbe  Committee  that  treat- 
ing  prevailed  to  aome  extent  at  tbs  aaid  Eleotion  : 
but  it  waa  not  prOTcd  that   luoh  treating  took 

K'aoewith  tbe  knowledge  of  Che  aaid  John  wilUam 
ilea. 

That  the  Committee  have  no  reason  to  believe 
that  Corrapt  Praclieea  eitanaivalj  prevailed  at 
the  e»id  Election,  regard  being  had  to  tbe  nam- 
ber  of  Registered  Eieetora  for  the  aaid  Cilf  of 
Briatol. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Minates  of  Eridenee  taken  before  tbe  CDm< 
mittee  to  belaid  before  this  IIouBe.—(ifr..^in(>M.} 

METROPOLIS— NEW  COURTS  OF  JU4. 
TICE.— QUESTIONS. 

Ub.  BBNTINCE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  tlie  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Judges  of  the  Designs  for  the  New 
Courts  of  Justice  were  unanimous  in  re- 
commending the  design  of  Kr.  Street  aa 
the  best  for  eiteroaj  elevation  ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  be  will  give  the  names  of  the 
Judges  who  supported  the  recommenda- 
tion; whether  the  votes  of  Mcasrs.  Sliaw 
and  Pownall  were  token  on  tlie  question, 
and  whether  they  or  either  of  them  con- 
currred  in  the  decision  come  to  ;  whether 
the  Lord  Clianeellor,  as  Head  of  the  Courts 
of  Justice  Building  Committee,  has  not 
ennounoeci  that  the  object  of  the  competi* 
tion  was  to  test  generally  the  relative  me- 
rits of  tlie  architects,  so  that  Mr.  Street's 
design  was  oonsequently  adopted  as  the 
iiest  architectural  conipoaition  ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  will 
exhibit  Mr.  Street's  saecessfiil  design  in 
the  Library,  in  order  that  tbe  House  may 
test  the  decision  of  the  Judges  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  re- 
gretted  that  ho  was  not  in  a  poaition  l» 
answer  the  first  two  Questions  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemsn,  not  being  aware  whether  the 
Judges  were  unanimous,  or  wliethcr  the 
votes  of  Messrs.  Shaw  and  Pownall,  tbe 
professional  Judge*  employed,  were  taken 
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or  not.    Atl  the  informatioo  in  the  po» 
■ion  of  the  Treaeury  vrould  be  laid  u| 


milwaji ; 
ipon  I  enoe  had 

1  table  in  ft  daj  or  tno.  He  saw  no  the  Act  n 
poaaiblo  advantage  in  placing  Mr.  Street's  much  diap 
deiign  in  the  Library.  It  had  been  pub-  lation  iritli 
licl;  eibiliiled  for  many  ireelcs,  if  not  be  quite  I 
months,  in  jaitapoiition  with  the  other  that  lach 
dcsigna  for  [he  Courts  of  Justice.  during  the 

Mn.  LAYARD  said,  he  wished  to  know.  ,  that  a  S 
Whether  the  designa  had  been  exhibited  >  pointed  ea 
to  the  publie  at  large  or  lo  privileged  '  purpose  of 
persons  !  Carriers' 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  be-  j  them  mor 
tiered  that  the  public  had  the  opportunity  I  quirement 
of  gaining  admission  to  the  eihibilion  of  i 
the  designs.  i     UNITEn 

Uft.   BBNTINCK  :    Would    the    hon. 
Genilemnn    take   any   stops    to  ascertain  j      „      „ 
whether  tho  Judges  were  unanimous  ?  i  .i     o 

Mr.  SCLATEB- booth  said,  he  could  7^  ^''"' 
not  ndmit  that  it  was  unj  psrt  of  bis  duty  '  .  "  P""! 
to  answer  thst  Question.    ^  '  i  'l^t*""  ' 

Mr.  M.  chambers  said,  he  wished  '  '^"  *"'  **! 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  >  f^  ""*"' 
If  the  intention  of  tlie  GoTsmnient  to  an.  '  ™  "*"«' 
point  Mr.  Street  (whose  design  was  ap- |  *"*''*', Y" 
proved  by  the  Judges  for  oloratiou  only)  P  * 
sole  Architect  of  the  New  Law  Courts  was  '"^  "'  *" 
commnnicated  to  the  Koyal  Coniniission,  "*'°'  ,{ 
and  whether  the  Royal  Commission  has  ~"°"  °U 
eipressed  any  opinion  on  tlie  appointment  1  \  °°  '^  ^ 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  isid,  that  the  """8«"" 
intention  to  appoint  Mr.  Street  was  com-  i  '""""S  "j' 


municatcd  to  the  Royal  Commission  without 
delay.  The  Commissioners  had  since  held 
no  meeting,  and  they  bad  therefore  ei- 
preased  no  opinion  on  the  subject;. 
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GENERAL  CARRIERS'  ACT. 

qtJESTIOX. 

Ur.  carter  said,  be  wished  to  ask  '  there, 
tbe  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  '  F"^'"B  i 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  GoTernment  in  ""uld  not 
withdrawing  from  tho  Railways'  ReguU-  *"J  ■^"'^ 
tion  Bill  the  Clauses  they  had  inserted  ^  '■^^  ^^ 
in  it  for  amending,  in  certain  respects,  the  '"*  '' 

General  Corners'  Act,  were  satisfied  that 
the  provisions  of  that  Act,  passed  nearly 
forty  years  since,  ore  suitable  to  the  re- 
quirements  of  tbe  present  day;  or  whether 
tho  Government  still  remain  of  opinion 
that  the  Carriers'  Act  requires  amendment, 
and  ought  to  be  revised  by  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  in  reply, 
that  tho  Boord  of  Trade  had  given  great 
consideration  to  the  question,  and  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  tbe  CarrierB  Act, 
passed  in  1830,  was  unsuiled  to  the  eiist- 
ing  state  of  things,  especially  in  regard  to 
ifr.  Solattr-£oQ(h 
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meni  to  stop  the  Slave  Trade  carried  on 
between  Macao  and  Cuba  and  Pern,  under 
the  name  of  Coolie  Emigration  ? 

Lord  STANLEY:  Sir,  the  abuses  at- 
tending on  the  practice  of  Coolie  emigra- 
tion from  Macao  are  grave  and  notorious. 
We  have  from  time  to  time  brought  the 
matter  under  the  notice  of  the  Portuguese 
Government,  and  we  have  invited  Portugal 
to  co-operate  \nt\\  France,  England,  and 
other  Powers  in  endeavouring  to  come  to 
Bomo  satisfactorj  arrangement  with  the 
Chinese  Government  on  the  question  of 
Coolie  emigration  generally.  To  that 
communication  we  have  as  yet  received  no 
answer  from  the  Portuguese  Government. 
With  reference  to  the  parallel  drawn  by 
the  hon.  Member  between  the  Coolie  emi- 
gration and  the  slave  trade,  I  may  remind 
him  that  in  the  case  of  the  slave  trade, 
wherever  it  is  carried  on,  wo  have  the  right 
to  interfere  by  treaty  either  with  Portugal 
or  with  any  other  Power  that  may  be 
eoncemed.  In  the  case  of  the  Coolie 
emigration,  we  have  no  right  of  inter- 
ference whatever,  except  that  right  which 
every  Government  has  to  give  such  friendly 
advice  to  any  other  Government  as  it 
thinks  fit.  But  beyond  that  we  have 
no  power. 

ARMY— SUPERANNUATION   ALLOW- 
ANCES.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  tlve 
hardship  inflicted  upon  Officers  of  the 
Army,  Ordnance,  Navy,  and  Marines  in 
respect  of  Civil  Services  performed  by 
them,  by  Clause  16,  c.  24,  4  &  5  Will  IV., 
which  regulates  the  superannuation  allow- 
ances granted  to  those  Officers;  and,  if 
BO,  will  he  give  the  subject  his  best  consi- 
deration ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply,  said, 
hia  attention  had  been  very  recently  called 
to  the  operation  of  the  clause  in  question, 
and  it  was  the  opinion  of  many  persons 
well-qualified  to  judge  that  that  operation 
involved  some  hardship  upon  meritorious 
officers.  The  clause  had  been  continually 
interpreted  in  one  sense  only,  and  that  in- 
terpretation could  not  be  altered  except  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  It  would  be  a  very 
serious  question  to  re-open  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  superannuation  allowances ;  and  he 
was  not  prepared  at  present  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  effect  the  object  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  ;  but,  having  heard  of  the 
dissatisfaction  which  had  arisen  under  this 


clause,  he  would  undertake  to  watoh  its 
operation  closely,  and  to  give  the  subject 
his  best  consideration. 

MONEY  ORDERS  AND   STAMPED 
RECEIPTS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  CARNEGIE  said,  in  the  absence 
of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Miller),  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  By 
what  authoritv  the  Board  of  Inland  Re- 
venue  permits  the  Postmaster  General  to 
accept  receipts  for  sums  contained  in 
Money  Orders  of  £2  and  upwards  without 
payment  by  the  recipient  of  the  Stamp 
Duty  of  One  Penny,  in  contravention  of 
the  Act  16  &  17  Vict.,  o.  59  ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  same  privilege  would  be  accorded 
to  a  Company  conducting  money  order 
business,  and  charging  the  public  a  lower 
rate  for  commission  than  is  charged  by  the 
Post  Office  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply,  said, 
the  authority  under  which  the  Postmaster 
General  was  relieved  from  the  obligation 
in  question  was  a  letter  from  the  Treasury 
of  the  20th  of  October,  1853.  The  whole 
subject  was  fully  considered  then,  and  it 
was  decided  there  was  no  ground  whatever 
for  requiring  the  use  of  stamped  receipts. 
A  company  conducting  a  money  order 
business  would  not  be  at  all  in  the  same 
position  as  the  Postmaster  General ;  and 
it  must  be  remembered  that  a  minimum 
commission  of  3d.  was  paid  upon  a  Post 
Office  money  order,  and  this  paid  the 
Stamp  Duty  and  left  yet  a  largo  margin 
for  commission, 

ARMY— CASE  OF  CAPTAIN  BROOKE. 

QUESTION. 

Captain  ARCIIDALL  said,  that  no  one 
deprecated  more  than  he  did  the  putting 
of  Questions  in  that  House  on  questions 
that  had  come  before  the  Horse  Guards  ; 
but  he  must  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  he  can  state  to  the 
House,  whether,  in  the  opinion  of  his  Royal 
Highness  the  Commander-in-Chief,  any  re- 
flection rests  upon  Captain  Brooke's  honour, 
as  an  officer  and  gentleman,  in  consequence 
of  the  dispute  which  has  taken  place 
between  him  and  Captain  Peel  (late  of 
11th  Hussars),  and  his  subsequent  arrest 
and  reprimand  ?  He  wished  further  to 
ask.  Whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
can  state  for  what  Captain  Brooke  was 
reprimanded  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON:  I  think. 
Sir,  the  House,  and  I  think  mj  hon.  and 
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galUnt  Friend  beliiod  me,  will  feel  that  1 
this  Queition  is  put  in  an  unusual  form.  I 
I  cannot  refrain  from  Bnjing  I  obserfs  I 
with  some  regret  the  great  frcquencj  will) 
whioli  militarj  qaestions  of  this  kind  are  , 
made  the  subject  of  Question!  and  Uotions 
in  this  House;  because  I  cannot  help  fear- 
ing that  the  tendency  of  that  great  fre- 
<)uency  is  to  impair  and  endanger  Diililnrj 
dtsciplino.  The  dispute  which  aroae  be- 
tveen  Captain  Brooke  and  Captain  Feel 
had  relation  entirely  to  a  question  of  a 
private  nature.  The  consequence  of  that 
dispute  was,  that  Captain  Brooke  was  led 
to  use  language  of  such  great  impropriety 
that  when  tlie  subject  was  brought  before 
the  Commander-in-Chief  his  Roynl  High* 
ness  thouglit  it  necessary  to  make  it  the 
■ubject  o(  a  reprimand.  I  may  add  that, 
with  a  knowledge  of  tiie  ciroumstancei,  1 
do  not  tiiink  that  hii  Royal  Hightiesa 
oould  have  taken  a  milder  coune  than  he 
did  lake,  and  further  than  that  I  do  uot 
think  1  am  called  upon  to  go. 

CUSTOMS— ESAMININa  OFFICERS. 
QDESTION. 

Ur.  butler  said,  ho  wished  to  aak 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Petition  preiented  to  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury  by  the  Acting  Examining  Officers 
in  Her  MBJesty'e  Customs,  praying  lo  be 
heitrd  before  the  Committee  of  Inquiry, 
will  be  granted  ? 

Mr.  SCLA.TBR-BOOTH,  in  reply.said, 
he  was  unable  to  answer  the  Question  of 
the  hon,  Member  precisely,  and  could  only 
say  generally  that  the  petition  had  been 
receired  and  considered,  and  would  again 
come  under  conaideratiDU  in  due  oourso. 
lie  could  not  say  that  as  yet  any  decision 
liad  been  come  to  respecting  it,  nor  could 
he  say  that  the  Commission  would  be  able 
to  examine  the  officers  personally  ;  but  the 
subject  at  all  eventa  was  under  couaidera- 
tion. 

THE  NATIONAL  ASSEMBLY  OF  SERVIA. 

IDESTIOK. 

Ms.  DARBT  QRIFFITII  laid,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  there  ia  a 
cordial  understanding  between  the  Protect- 1 
ing  Powers  and  tlio  Porte  that  the  Na- 
tional Aiecmbly  of  Servia  should  be  left  at  | 
perfect  liberty,  on  the  occasioa  of  the  pre- 
aent  catastrophe,  to  take  auch  measures  | 
for  providing  for  the  eucoesiton  to  the  Go- 1 
iSir  Jthn  PaHngton  i 
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wnt  (o  tho  ReTflnne  DepartmAiit  m  aeoord- 
Miee  with  the  laggestioD  of  tha  hon.  Qen- 
tleman,  nor  were  anj  instructions  of  that 
Datura  required  ;  becauae,  as  lie  had  for- 
merlj  atated  in  antver  to  a  Queslion,  per- 
•om  who  complained  had  a  remedy  in 
their  own  hands.  Xiiej  were  able  to  go  to 
the  Office  and  demand  a  re-valuation  ;  and 
if  the;  did  ao  and  proved  that  thej  had 
paid  too  high  a  dutj  the  excess  would  be 
rvtarned  to  tliem. 

SCOTLAND-JUDICIAL    SYSTEM. 
aDEsnox. 

Ifx.  BAXTER  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advoeate,  If  the  Rojal  Com- 
mitaion  about  to  be  issued  regarding  the 
Jodicial  Sjitem  of  Scotland  is  to  be  n 
fnll  and  searchiog  inquirj  into  the  consti- 
tution, relative  poiition.  practice,  and  pro- 
cedure of  all  the  Civil  Courts  Superior  and 
Inferior  ;  and,  if,  in  his  opinion,  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Court  of  Session  Bill  now  before 
the  House  will  tend  to  delay  legislative 
action  on  the  Report  of  that  Commit- 
aion  f 

Thb  lord  advocate,  in  reply, 
■aid,  that  a  Rojal  Commission  was  to  bo 
isiued  for  the  purpose  of  instituting  an  in- 
quiry into  the  entire  judioial  system  of 
Scotland  ;  and  he  could  also  state  that 
the  passing  of  the  Court  of  Sesaion  Bill 
would  not  lend  (o  delay  the  Report  of  the 
Commiaaion, 

METROPOLIS-PARK   LANE. 


Mb.  QODDARD  said,  be  wished  to  aslc 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther there  is  any  probability  of  the  long- 
pending  arrangements  with  reference  to 
improving  the  approaohes  to  Park  Lane 
from  Piccadilly  being  shortly  carried  out, 
and  which  the  large  and  incraasing  trafGc 
through  that  narraw  thoroughfare,  as  well 
■a  the  improvements  already  effected  in 
the  upper  portions  of  it,  renders  so  very 
desirable  on  behalf  of  the  public  interests  ? 

Lobs  JOHN  UANNERS  said,  he  must 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  what  happened 
two  years  ago,  when  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  promoted  a  Bill,  for 
opening  Hamilton  Place,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  a  Committee,  by  wham  it  was 
rejected,  and  a  yenr  ago  when  another 
Bill  on  the  subject  and  two  other  Uetropo- 
iilaa  Improvement  Bills  were  referred  to  n 
3elect  Committee,   presided  over  by  the 


I  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlela, 
which  recommended  that  a  new  improve- 
I  ment  rate  should  be  coupled  with  the  con- 
itinuance  of  the  Coal  duties.  The  late 
Government  were  considering  the  propoiHiI 
iwheu  the  change  of  government  occurred; 
the  Session  wos  then  so  far  odranced  tliat 
the  present  Government  could  not  take  the 
'opinion  of  Parliament  upon  the  financial 
part  of  the  question,  and  the;  were,  there- 
fore, obliged  to  drop  the  Bill.  This  year 
a  Select  Committee,  to  which  the  Bill  for 
widening  Park  Lnne  was  referred,  rejected 
it,  and  recommended  that  Hamilton  Place 
should  be  opened,  and  that  the  houses 
on  its  east  side  should  be  pulled  down, 
in  order  to  enable  a  rnadiray  of  sufficient 
width  to  be  made.  What  course  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works  would  be  pre- 
pared  to  take  in  consequence  of  that  re- 
commendation of  the  Select  Committee  he 
could  not  say ;  but  it  would,  he  thought,  be 
their  duly  to  take  the  matter  into  their  con- 

Sm  WILLIAM  GALLWEY  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  although  he  had  not  given  Notice 
of  the  Question,  Whether,  in  any  altera- 
tions that  may  he  made,  they  will  be  ao 
contrived  as  to  avoid  taking  down  half  of 
Hamilton  Place?  He  would  suggest  that 
an  improvement  might  be  mnde  by  remov- 
ing a  house  and  stohles  in  Piccadilly,  and 
running  a  new  Street  in  a  straight  line 
from  Piccadilly  into  Park  Laue  at  Stan- 
hope Qate. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the bon. 
Baronet  bns  not  given  me  Notice  of  his 
Question  ;  but,  so  far  at  least  as  regards  a 
part  of  it,  I  should  imagine  that  it  ought 
to  be  directed  to  one  of  the  representative! 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 

SDPPLT. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Tlint  Mr.  Speaker  do  noir  leave  tho 
Chair," 

THE  PEEL  STATUE.— RESOLCTION. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  he  rose  to  make  a 
Motion  which  had  stood  in  his  name  for  a 
long  lime.  When  Parliament  met  last 
February,  the  first  thing  that  greeted  hon. 
Members  on  their  way  to  tho  Home  was  a 
strange  apparition  in  a  dirty  sheet,  stand- 
iog  close  to  the  railings  by  the  carriage 
entrance  in  New  Palace  Yard.  That  ap- 
parition they  ascertained  upon  inquiry  to 
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ba  tha  Pe«l  SUtas,  and  he  renturad  to  'our  pnblii 
KiTe   Notice — for  a  great  mnny   penont  |  chancier, 


thought  the  Bite  which  had  been  selected 
for  the  Klatue  a  vcrj  bud  one — that  he  would 
bring  llic  matter  before  the  Home.  The 
■tatuo  seemed  to  hsve  been  frightened  bj 
that  Notice,  for  it  one  night  auddenlj  dis- 
appeared, nnd  remained  awaj  for  some 
time.  After  the  lapse  of  a  fortnight, 
however,  it  came  bock  again  corered  a« 
before  in  n  sheet,  which  was  subgequentl; 
lemoved,  and  it  now  stood  open  to  the 
puhlio  Tiew,  he  could  not  sa;  an  object  of 
beauty.  The  whole  aubject  of  the  erection 
of  atatues  throughout  the  oountrj  was  one 
which,  in  hia  opinion,  was  well  worthy  of 
eonaidoiatiun.  How  were  statues  generally 
got  up?  Some  distinguished  Member  of 
Parliament  died,  or  retired  from  public  life, 
and  hia  friends  and  admirers  deemed  him  to 
be  sufficiently  diitinguiahed  to  have  a  statue 
of  him  erected.  They  formed  a  committee, 
eollecled  subscriptions,  and  selected  an 
artist  to  carry  out  that  object,  and,  of 
course,  the  siae  of  tbe  statue  depended 
Tery  much  on  the  amount  of  the  subscrip- 
tions. TliD  statue  completed,  they  endea- 
voured to  procure  the  heat  site  in  the 
metropolis  in  which  to  place  it ;  and  tbe 
whole  proceeding  was  conducted  in  the 
absence  of  all  system  laid  down  by  llie 
GoTcrnment  or  any  other  authority.  Some 
years  ago,  for  iiistanos,  there  was  in  Tra- 
falgar Square  a  statue  of  Br.  Jenner, 
which  public  opinion  declared  not  to  be 
well-mntclied  with  other  statues  in  its  *iei- 
nily,  and  it  was,  in  consequence,  remoTed 
to  Kensington  Gardens.  Again,  there  were 
the  statues  of  Sir  Charles  Napier  and  Sir 
Henry  HaTelock,  tiio  former  of  which, 
peraons  competent  to  judge,  yerj  genorolly 
disapproTod  ;  while  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
the  United  Bcrricc  Club  the  admirers  of 
Lord  Clyde  erected  a  alalue,  which  renre- 
■enlcd  that  distinguished  soldier  standing 
on  a  sort  of  capstan  wiih  an  impossihlo 
Victory,  and  a  still  more  impossible  lion  by 
his  aide,  and  in  its  ricinity  another  statue 
with  which  it  in  no  way  matched.  Again, 
there  was  the  statue  erected  to  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  at  Hyde  I'ark  Coruer,  than 
which  he  knew  of  nothing  more  monstrous, 
and  whlcli  he  had  ventured  to  call  the 
apotlieosia  of  bnd  art  in  this  country.  Since 
ho  Iind  seen  the  Peel  Statue,  howerer,  he 
felt  disposed  to  admit  that  there  might  he 
eometliiiig  oven  worse.  But  that  which  he 
rose  chiefly  to  impress  npon  the  House  was 
the  absolute  want  of  system  which  pre- 
vailed in  this  country  in  conaeclion  with 
Zord  Eieho 
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Appearanoe  of  the  penon  to  be  represented. 
A  cast  of  the  whole  was  then  taken,  and 
m  head  was  then  modelled  and  put  on  the 
old  clothes.  No  one  could  maintain  that 
PeePs  statue  was  an  ornament  to  the 
metropolis ;  and  who  it  was  that  placed  it 
in  its  present  position,  or  what  was  now  to 
be  done  with  it,  he  could  not  pretend  to  say. 
It  bad  been  suggested  that  it  should  be 
buried,  and  another  suggestion  was  that  it 
should  be  put  under  the  "  Buxton  extin- 
guisher," which  was  close  by.  He  was  a 
subscriber  to  the  statue,  though  he  had 
nef  er  been  consulted  about  it ;  and  he  would 
venture  to  suggest  that  it  should  be  put 
into  the  smelting  pot,  and  that  another  and 
different  statue  should  be  cast,  and  then 
Ihey  might  hope  to  have  a  better  statue  of 
Sir  Robert  Peel.  The  question  of  a  statue 
to  Cromwell  had  been  raised,  but  it  would 
be  a  mercy  for  Cromwell  to  be  without  one 
if  it  were  to  be  of  the  kind  in  question. 
As  regarded  the  statues  in  Westminster 
Hall*  he  thought  it  would  be  much  better 
withoQt  them.  He  had  thought  of  asking 
for  a  Return  of  the  statues  outside  the 
building  in  which  they  were  assembled,  for 
ihey  were  so  numerous  that  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  identify  them.  Ho  hoped 
the  House  would  remove  from  the  precincts 
of  Parliament  this  disgraceful  ststue  of 
that  great  man,  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  he 
concluded  by  moving  '*  That,  in  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  the  Peel  Statue  ought  to 
be  removed  from  its  present  site  in  New 
Palace  Yard." 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  seconded 
the  Motion  of  his  noble  Friend  with  great 
pleasure,  and  for  three  reasons.  The  first 
was  because  it  led  up  the  general  question 
of  a  more  efficient  Ministry  of  Arts.  The 
second  was  his  regard  for  the  memory  of 
the  amiable  and  accomplished  artist,  so 
lately  dead,  who  had  unfortunately  pro- 
duced this  statue.  The  third  reason  was 
his  veneration  for  the  great  name  of  Peel, 
which  was  exposed  to  perpetual  ridicule  in 
connection  with  that  unhappy  effigy.  He 
did  not  believe  that  it  was  possible  to  find 
greater  general  lack  of  art,  or  more  over- 
powering mediocrity  and  heaviness  than 
in  that  figure,  stuck  up  in  the  corner  of 
Palace  Yard,  as  if  it  were  an  Inspector  of 
Police  taking  the  numbers  of  the  cabs  and 
seeing  that  the  Members  were  not  run 
over.  He  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend 
that  it  might  be  a  desirable  experiment  to 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Architectural 
Department  by  a  Consultative  Council;  but 
at  the  same  time  he  must,  by  way  of  cau- 


tion, observe  that  due  care  would  have  to 
be  taken  for  the  infusion  of  new  blood,  and 
the  gradual  change  of  its  personnel,  other- 
wise it  would  become  a  focus  of  jobbery 
and  prejudice,  while  it  would  only  conduce 
to  the  stereotyping  for  long  epochs  of  some 
passing  phase  of  art,  if  the  Councillors 
who  had  been  named  at  the  mature  ages  of 
forty  or  fifty  years  were  to  hang  on  as 
effete  septuagenarians.  But  there  was  a 
further  reform  equally  needed,  which  he 
had  already  advocated,  and  which  he  would 
continue  to  urge  until  he  had  won  for  it 
the  attention  which  it  deserved.  The 
Science  and  Art  Department  must  be  sepa- 
rated from  the  Department  of  Elementary 
Education  with  which  it  is  now  so  ill-mated, 
and  must  be  combined  with  the  cognate 
Commissionership  of  Works,  and  then  the 
new  office  of  Works,  Science,  and  Art 
should  be  raised  to  the  position  of  a  first- 
class  Ministry,  whose  tenant  should  be 
capable  of  sitting  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
The  last  consideration  was  yery  important; 
for  the  other  House  is  a  body  which  has 
leisure  to  attend  to  such  questions,  and 
yet  perpetually  finds  itself  pulled  up  from 
never  having  within  itself  any  Official 
charged  with  this  responsibility.  There 
would  then  be  an  Under  Secretary,  who 
would  probably  belong  to  the  House  of 
which  the  Minister  himself  was  not  a 
Member  ;  so  that  both  Lords  and  Commons 
would  possess  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment charged  with  the  official  care  of  ques- 
tions which  were  every  day  increasing  in 
importance.  In  this  case  the  Metropolitan 
Board  might  also  be  relieved  of  somewhat 
of  its  overgrown  power,  and  the  Imperial 
Government  resume,  as  it  ought  to  do,  its 
general  supervision  of  the  improvement  of 
the  Imperial  capital.  In  conclusion,  he 
was  surprised  that  his  noble  Friend  had 
not  pointed  his  case  with  a  reference  to 
Leicester  Square,  out  of  which  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  had  a  few  days  before  ousted 
the  Metropolitan  Board,  by  a  decision 
which  affirmed  that  the  garden,  with  its 
wooden-legged  statue  and  all  the  accumu- 
lated abominations  was  private  property. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Peel  Statao 
ought  to  be  removed  from  its  present  site  in  New 
PaUce  Ytird;*^Lord  Elcho,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Mr.  card  WELL  said,  he  was  not  one 
of  those  who  pretended  to  any  particular. 
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undentandiDg  of  matters  of  art,  and  there- 
fore hiB  few  words  would  be  directed  to  the 
facts  of  the  case  and  to  the  arguments  of 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Elcho).     The  way 
in  whicli  the  statue  originated  was  this — 
when  Sir  Robert  Peel  died  his  friends  na- 
turally met  and  subscribed  to  pay  him  that 
tribute  of  respect  which  no  man  ever  better 
deserved,  and  a  Committee  was  appointed 
to  carry  into  effect  the  wishes  of  the  sub- 
scribers.     Of  that  Committee   his    right 
hon.  Friend  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Colonel  Wilson  Patten) 
was  now    the   only  survivor.     The  other 
members    were    the    Earl   of  Aberdeen, 
Lord  Hardinge,  Lord  Canning,  Sir  James 
Graham,  Mr.   Sidney  Herbert,  and  Lord 
Ashburton.     He  (Mr.  Card  well)  had  the 
honour  to  be  the  honorary  secretary.    The 
Committeo    unanimously    selected    Baron 
Marochetti  as  tho  sculptor;  his  model  was 
publicly  exhibited  at  the  Crystal  Palace, 
and  he  made  a  statue  in  conformity  with 
it ;  but  when  it  was  completed  it  was  the 
opinion  of  Sir  Charles  Burry  that  it  was 
too  large  to  be  placed  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood    of  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, which  was  the  only  suitable  locnlity. 
Baron  Marochetti  most  handsomely  offered 
at  his  own  expense,  to  make  a  new  statue, 
and  accordingly  executed  the  one  which 
was  now  in  Palace  Yard ;  but  he  did  not 
live  to  see  it  placed  on  the  site  first  selected, 
though  he  approved  of  tho  site.   The  Com- 
mittee  asked   the   late    Commissioner  of 
Works  to  give  them  a  site,  and  he  gave 
them   the  one   on  which   the  statue  was 
first  erected  with  the  sanction  of  Baron 
Marochetti.     When,  however  the  railings, 
the  pillars   and  lamps  were  erected,  the 
Committee  were  of  opinion  that  the  site 
was  not    a   suitablo   one.      The    present 
Committee,    consisting    of    the   Duke    of 
Boccleuch,  Lord  Stanhope,  Lord  Hardinge, 
Mr.  Gladstone,  and  the  Chancellor  of  tho 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  consulted  Mr.  Barry 
as  to  the  moat  suitable  site,  and  he  se- 
lected tho  one  on   which  tho  statue  now 
stood,  and  the  Chief  Commissioner  ycry 
handsomely  gave  it  to  the  Committee.  Tho 
argument  was  that  there  should  be  some 
control  in  these  matters  ;  but  would  thej 
have  more  responsibility  by  having  a  Mi- 
nister in  that  House  or  by  having  some 
Council  such  as  that  which  had  been  sug- 
gested by  his  noble  Friend  ?     If  they  were 
to  have  such  a  Council  they  would  have  a 
number  of  amateurs  irho  would  give  very 
good   or  very  bad  opinions ;   and  no  doubt 
everybody  would  object  to  what  everybody 
Mr,  Cardwell 


else  had  done,  boi  there  woold  be  i 
sponsible  authority. 

Lord  ELCHO  explained  that  he  < 
wish  to  alter  the  responsibility  ;  \ 
wished  that  the  Head  of  the  Deps 
should  have  a  Council. 

Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  he  t 
that  a  Minister  who  chose  his  o 
visers  was  much  more  responsible  t1 
who  had  a  Council  sitting  by  hior 
sort  of  quaii  authority,  and  who 
authority  was  only  partial,  imperfc 
;  undefined.  He  thought  that  tl 
course  was  to  leave  the  matter 
hands  of  the  responsible  Minister, 
to  establish  an  amateur  committei 
vise  him. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  aj 
to  the  miserable  system  on  which  i 
ters  were  managed  in  tho  roetrof 
tween  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  \\ 
one  hand  and  the  Government  C 
Works  on  the  other.  The  stntei 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
that  there  was  no  aympathy  betw 
two  Departments,  and  conseqnei 
great  work  was  carried  on  properly 
at  tho  same  time,  the  expenditure  i 
was  enormous.  According  to  the 
on  Public  Buildings  they  were  a 
spend  £4.000,000 ;  and  surely  a  sj 
management  ought  to  be  adoptee 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  House  i 
mons  and  the  country.  Let  them 
a  moment  at  the  ornaments  roni 
House— they  were  perfectly  abson 
Rusk  in  had  written  a  book  call 
Seven  Lamps  of  Architecture^ 
that  neighbourhood  they  had  sevent 
of  architecture,  and  the  whole  plai 
had  been  adopted  was  very  difierei 
that  of  Sir  Charles  Barry.  But  h 
not  make  any  lengthened  remarki 
subject  now,  as  he  had  given  Not! 
he  should  in  the  course  of  next  w 
attention  to  a  Report  which  had  b 
on  the  table  in  reference  to  the  Pul 
partments.  Ho  would  then  take 
portunity  of  going  into  the  whole  q 

Mr.  LAYARD  said,  that  he 
confine  himself  to  the  matter  bef 
House.  He  quite  agreed  with  w1 
been  said  by  his  noblo  Friend  (Lord 
but  when,  some  time  ago,  in  Comm 
Supply,  he  made  a  few  remarks 
Peel  Statue,  he  was  quite  ignorsi 
Baron  Marochetti  was  the  sculptor, 
been  on  terms  of  intimacy  with  the 
and  being  acquainted  with  his  gooc 
ties,  both  social  and  artistic,  it  wi 
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Tery  great  pain  that  he  felt  called  upon  to 
protest  against  the  statue.  This  was  a 
question  of  oven  more  importance  than 
the  memory  of  the  sculptor.  The  statue 
was,  in  his  opinion,  entirely  unworthy  of 
the  site  it  occupied  and  of  the  person  to 
whom  it  had  heen  put  up.  It  was  ill-formed 
and  clumsy,  and  possessed  no  artistic  qua- 
lities whatever.  Ho  thought  that  the  site 
first  chosen  was  not  a  had  one ;  hut  then 
the  architect  put  up  railings  and  lamps 
and  detroyed  the  effect  of  the  statue,  and 
thus  the  statue  was  made  to  he  suhordinate 
to  the  lamps  and  the  iron  railings.  As  to 
the  new  site,  everyone  would  admit  that 
they  should  not  place  a  statue  upon  sloping 
ground,  which  gave  the  impression  that  the 
whole  thing  was  sliding  down.  He  did 
not  agree  that  a  Council  was  necessary  for 
matters  of  this  kind.  The  sculptor  should 
know  the  site  upon  which  his  work  was  to 
be  placed,  so  that  he  might  study  it  with 
the  view  of  producing  a  good  effect.  The 
atatue  of  Lord  Clyde  was  first  placed  he- 
hind  the  parade  ground;  hut  the  position 
was  so  ahsurd  that  the  Chief  Commissioner 
was  ohliged  to  remove  it  to  its  present 
site.  He  hegged  to  suggest  the  desira- 
bility of  lading  down  a  rule  that,  pre- 
viously to  the  erection  of  any  statue,  a 
model  hoth  of  the  sculpture  and  pedestal 
should  he  placed  on  the  site  which  it  was 
intended  to  occupy,  so  that  the  opinions 
and  criticisms  of  the  public  might  be  ob- 
tained before  a  final  determination  was 
arrived  at.  The  French  were  about  to 
build  another  great  triumphal  arch,  and 
they  had  gone  to  the  expense  of  many 
thousands  of  pounds  in  erecting  a  com- 
plete model  of  the  edifice,  and  it  having 
been  fully  criticised,  they  could  now  go  to 
work  with  some  knowledge  as  to  what  they 
were  going  to  do.  He  trusted  the  statue 
would  be  removed. 

Mr.  H.  BAILLIE  said,  he  wished  to 
observe  that  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Elcho) 
had  omitted  to  state  that  the  Wellington 
Statue  at  Hyde  Park  Corner  had  been 
placed  there  in  direct  defiance  of  a  vote  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  What  took  place 
was  this  :  the  Statue  Committee  obtained 
the  consent  of  the  Crown  to  place  the 
Btatue  upon  the  arch;  but  an  address  was 
Toted  to  the  Crown  that  it  should  not  be 
'placed  there.  The  Committee,  however, 
waited  upon  Earl  Russell,  then  First  Mi- 
nister, and  said  that  their  object  was  to 
place  the  statue  on  the  arch  so  that  the 
public  might  have  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
how  it  would  look,  and  they  pledged  them- 
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selves  to  remove  it  if  it  did  not  meet  with 
general  approbation.  The  First  Minister 
assented  to  the  arrangement,  and,  having 
got  the  statue  there,  the  Committee 
said  the  House  of  Commons  or  the  Go- 
vernment might  themselves  move  it  if 
they  thought  fit.  He  quite  agreed  that 
there  should  be  some  responsible  authority 
in  reference  to  the  erection  of  statues  in 
the  metropolis. 

Mr.  BROMLEY-DAVENPORT  thought 
the  Peel  Statue  ought  to  be  removed,  and 
that  it  was  a  disgrace  to  the  memory  of 
his  late  Friend  Baron  Marochetti.  In  his 
opinion  it  would  be  well  if  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  would 
also  remove  all  the  statues  from  West- 
minster Hall,  instead  of  adding  to  their 
number.  He  hoped  that  whatever  experi- 
ments might  in  future  bo  made,  Westmin- 
ster Hall  would  be  held  sacred. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  just  sat 
down  forgot  that  a  short  time  ago  the 
hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr.  Osborne) 
brought  forward  the  question  of  the  stotuea 
in  Westminster  Hall,  and  the  House  de- 
cided by  an  overwhelming  majority  that 
the  statues  should  remain  there.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Haddington- 
shire (Lord  Elcho)  had  suggested  that  in 
matters  relating  to  publio  edifices  and 
works  of  art  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  should  be  assisted  by  a  Council 
similar  to  the  Council  of  India,  which  he 
would  remind  the  House  consisted  of  a 
number  of  gentlemen  who  were  well  paid, 
and  who  were  debarred  from  sitting  in  that 
House.  Probably,  however,  his  noble  Friend 
would  wish  that  the  members  of  his  pro- 
posed Council  should  sit  in  the  House  ;  but 
the  only  result  of  that  would  be  that  their 
deliberations  would  be  adjourned  from  the 
ofiice  to  the  House  of  Commons.  Not  many 
years  ago  the  office  he  now  held  was  as- 
sociated with  the  Presidency  of  the  Board 
of  Health,  and  assisted  by  that  kind  of 
council  which  some  were  now  anxious  to 
associate  with  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works.  The  result  was  that  when  he  suc- 
ceeded to  Office  in  1852  he  found  a  com- 
plete dead-lock.  His  predecessor,  the  Duke 
of  Somerset,  had  taken  measures  to  ex- 
clude every  member  of  the  Board  of  Health 
from  his  own  office,  so  that  no  personal 
communication  could  occur  between  the 
President  and  the  Board  of  Health.  The 
House  found  it  necessary  to  revolutionise 
that  Department,  and  the  Board  of  Health 
was  now  placed  upon  a  more  sensible  foot* 
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ing.  If  a  CohqbU  of  the  antore  now  prO' 
poMd  were  established  the  retalt  would 
probably  be  very  much  the  saiiie.  Then, 
M  to  adTioe  on  nsthetio  subjectB  giren 
by  Bucb  ft  body,  the  Houie  would  re- 
culleot  what  happened  ou  tlio  subject  of 
railway  bridge*.  There  was  one  to  be 
taken  across  tlio  Thames  at  Battcrsea 
Park,  near  the  Suspension  Bridge.  Uany 
leaders  in  the  world  of  ort— gentlemen 
w)io  would,  probably,  form  the  conncil  to 
BEsist  tho  First  Commissioner  of  WorVa 
— took  tho  Hlarm  aud  remonstrated  againat 
this  monstrous  proposal.  They  presented 
a  protest,  but  no  attention  was  paid  to  thoir 
aslhetio  remonstrances,  and  the  bridge  was 
built.  With  respect  to  the  suggestions  of 
the  lion.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge University  (Mr.  BeresFotd  Hope) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Honiton  (Mr. 
Saillie  Cochrane)  he  would  remark  that 
one  of  tho  wisest  things  the  Legislature 
oTer  did  nas  to  release  the  Uetropolitan 
Board  from  all  ties  to  the  office  of  Works, 
and  if  they  now  attempted  lo  make  (he 
Uetropolitan  Board,  whose  revennes  were 
provided  by  taialion  upon  the  people  of 
tho  niotrnpolis,  subserrieut  to  the  Cotorois' 
aioner  of  VVorks,  or  any  other  Government 
office,  there  would  be  no  end  to  tbi 
fusion  and  complaint  that  would 
and  no  metropolitan  improTcment 
ever  be  carried  out.  When  it  was  argued 
that  there  ought  to  be  some  strong  Qo- 
Ternmeot  authority  to  overbear  the  local 
authority  in  such  oases  aa  the  delay  in 
widening  Park  Lane,  he  would  remind  the 
House  that  such  inlerposilion  would  be  at 
variance  with  the  first  principles  of  con- 
stitutional government,  and  that  if  a  de- 
spotic authority  ware  established  it  conid 
only  be  by  means  of  funds  taken  from  the 
eipenditare  of  the  country.  Unless  the 
House  were  prepared  to  plooe  the  cost  of 
metropolitan  iraprovemonts  on  the  Votes  of 
that  House,  it  would  be  unfair  to  overbear 
the  free  decisions  of  the  local  bodies.  With 
regard  to  the  removal  ot  the  Peel  SUtue 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  fur 
Oxford  (Mr.  Cardwell)  had  stoted  so  clearly 
and  succinctly  the  facts  of  the  case  that 
lie  was  willing  lo  leave  the  matter  in  the 
bands  of  tho  House.  The  noble  Lord  had 
not  said  what  he  would  do  with  the  statue. 
[Lord  Elcho  :  Melt  it.]  The  noble  Lord 
was  a  subscriber  to  the  fund,  and  he  might 
Binbo  this  or  any  other  comniunication  to 
the  rigiit  lion.  Member  for  Oiford.  Aa  to 
tho  removal  of  slatuea  in  general,  he  could 
not  defend,  nor  was  it  any  business  of  his 
Lord  Jvhn  Manntri 
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Hoaea  of  Commoni  was  inBenBible  to  art — 
M  he  believed  nine-tenths  of  the  Members 
were — let  them  at  least  be  sensible  of  what 
was  due  to  the  memory  of  a  great  states- 
man. Of  this  statue  he  said,  in  the  words 
uaed  by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  another 
Bubjeot,  Pull  it  down,  and  let  it  cumber 
the  ground  no  longer. 

Mr.  GREGORY  asked  whether  they 
were  to  allow  such  a  caricature  of  the 
lineaments  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  to  stand  for 
all  future  generations  because  it  was  erected 
by  private  subscription,  and  because  the 
Government  could  not  answer  the  question 
as  to  what  was  to  be  done  with  it  ?  He 
would  say  let  the  noble  Lord  hand  it  back 
to  the  subscribers.  It  was  not  their  fault, 
but  their  misfortune  that  it  wos  a  bad 
•tatoe.  At  the  latter  part  of  his  life  Baron 
Marochetti's  works  were  inferior  to  his 
earlier  productions.  If  tho  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  would  not  give  way,  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  divide.  But 
lie  hoped  that  the  Government  would  not 
make  it  a  political  question  and  whip  up 
their  followers  in  a  matter  of  this  kind. 
He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Manners)  would  defer  to  the  manifest  wish 
of  the  House  and  consent  to  the  removal 
of  an  eyesore. 

Mr.  J.  HARDY  said,  he  held  that  no 
atatue  ought  to  be  erected  until  a  model 
of  the  same  sise  had  been  put  up,  so  that 
a  judgment  might  be  formed  as  to  the  effeot 
of  it.  The  Peel  Statue  was  most  objec- 
tionably placed  upon  a  slope,  a  position 
which  no  statue  ought  to  occupy.  He 
would  suggest  its  removal  to  a  place  where 
it  could  not  be  seen. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  71 ;  Noes 
182:  Majority  111. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  the  Peel  Statue  ought  to  be  re- 
moved from  its  present  site  in  New  Palace 
Yard. 

METROPOLIS  —  ST.   MARY    SOMERSET, 

UPPER  THAMES  STREET. 

QUESTION. 

^Ib.  BENTINCK  said,  he  rose  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whether  they 


will  obtain,  by  parehase  or  otherwise,  the 
materials  of  the  Tower  of  St.  Mary  Somer- 
set Church,  Upper  Thames  Street,  now 
advertised  for  sale  by  tender,  with  a  view 
to  the  re-ereotion  of  the  Tower  in  some 
fitting  locality  ?  He  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Government  would  follow  the  pre- 
cedent they  had  themselves  so  well  set  in 
the  ease  of  the  screen  of  Burlington  House? 
The  value  of  the  materials  of  the  Tower 
was,  he  believed,  very  small,  while  the  cost 
of  their  re-ercction  in  some  other  locality 
would  not,  he  was  informed,  be  more  than 
£800  or  £1,000.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  Government  would  take  steps  to 
secure  that  a  work  which  was  designed 
under  the  superintendence  of  Sir  Christopher 
Wren  would  not  bo  altogether  lost  to  the 
country.  He  should  also  like  to  know  whe- 
ther it  might  not  bo  possible  to  re-erect 
the  Tower  in  the  burial-ground  near  its 
present  site,  or  some  other  spot  near  its 
present  locality  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
after  the  decision  just  arrived  at  by  the 
House  the  Government  would  be  careful 
in  accepting  works  of  art  even  as  a  gift. 
The  cost  of  what  was  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  would  be  fully  £1,500,  and 
he  did  not  think  the  Government  would  be 
justified  in  proposing  to  the  House  a  Vote 
for  the  erection  of  the  Tower  at  some  fu- 
ture time  on  some  site  now  unknown.  The 
case  of  Burlington  House  stood  in  a  dif- 
ferent position  to  that  then  before  the 
House,  for  Burlington  House  was  Govern- 
ment property,  and  could  be  dealt  with  by 
them.  If  the  Tower  could  be  retained  in 
its  present  locality  that  might  be  a  very 
desirable  arrangement;  but  the  question 
was  one  which  should  be  settled  between 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  and  the 
City  authoritiei. 

MR.  DISRAELI'S  SPEECH  AT  MERCHANT 
TAYLORS'  HALL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.    GRANT    DUFF,    in    rising    to 

put  a  Question  to  the  Prime  Minister  in 

reference  to  some  passages  in  his  speech 

last  week,  at  Merchant  Taylors'  Hall,  said, 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  reported  to 

have  used  on  that  occasion  the  following 

words  : — 

**  When  we  acceded  to  Office  the  name  of  Eng* 
land  was  a  name  of  suspicion  and  distrust  in 
cTerj  foreign  Court  and  Cabinet.  There  was  no 
possibility  of  that  cordial  action  with  any  of  the 
great  Powers  which  is  the  only  security  for  peace; 
and  in  consequence  of  that  want  of  cordiality 
wars 'were  frequently  oocnrring.  But  since  we 
entered  upon  Office  and  public  affiurs  were  ad* 

3  Z  2 
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mioiitcred  bj  my  noMo  Friond,  who  ii  deprired  ojunion  on 
b»  ft  iMoisl  diplomitio  dotj  of  the  gr»Ufio»tion 
of  being  hero  Ihji  eiening,  I  Mj  that  ill  this  hM 
oh«nged  :  that  there  norer  eiisted  between  Kng- 
I»nd  snd  foreign  Powers  a  feeling  of  greiter  cor- 
diality and  confidence  than  now  prerails ;  that 
■  '   from  bustling  and  arrogant 


meddlin, 


r   In ken 
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•elflgh  iiolalioii,  and  the  result  has  hi 
there  never  wai  a  Goteroment  in  tbia  conatr; 
which  baa  been  more  frequently  appealed  to  for 
Jta  friendly  offloea  than  the  one  whieb  now  eiitti." 
These  were,  surely,  very  vfilil  words  for  a 
Britiah  Prime  Mlniiier  to  use,  nnd  altbough 
much  might  be  forgi»en  to  a  niftii,  espo- 
ciallf  to  tlic  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  apeak- 
iDg  after  dinner,  it  must  bo  recollected 
tbat  be  vb>  not  offending  far  tbe  first 
time  ;  for  In  tbe  spring  of  1858  ibo  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  a  epeecb  at  Slough 
which  created  at  the  time  Terj  great  inl 
rest  and  eieitement,  and  wbicb  was  Tcry 
freely  commented  upon  in  Ibis  House, 
tbat  speech  (he  right  hon.  Gentleman  oied 
language  which,  when  compared  with  that 
which  fell  tram  hira  ths  other  day,  could 
hardly  be  excused  ns  the  mere  inspiratiuu 
of  circumstances,  for  it  seemed  to  be 
Bort  of  common  form  which  he  kept  by 
bim  for  these  occurrence*  when  a  Conser- 
ratire  GoTernment  happened  to  accede  to 
OEBce.  At  Slougb,  in  1858,  the  right  boo. 
Gentlemaa  was  reported  to  have  aaid — 

"  Bat  when  I  toll  you,  and  I  tell  yon  aeriooaly, 
that  the  qucation  of  peace  and  war  when  we 
acceded  to  Offloe  was  not  a  question  of  weeks  or 
days,  bnt  of  hoars,  I  am  sure  yon  will 
that  peace  has  been  preserred  wbile  tbe  bonour  of 
the  country  has  bean  Yindicated." 

Kov,  wlio.  he  would  ask,  was  the  person 
who  was  Foreign  Minister  in  tbe  Adi 
tratioD  which  went  out  of  Office  ii 
beginning  of  1858  1  Who  was  that 
"troubler  of  Israel"  whose  designs,  whose 
machinations,  whose  nn-wiadom  were  such 
tbat  cordial  co-operation  between  the  great 
Powers  of  Europe  was  rendered  wholly  ' 
possible  ?  That  man,  if  bis  memory  served 
him  right,  was  Lord  Clarendon,  the  tct; 
person  of  whom  Lord  Derby  was  reported 
as  having,  in  liis  Ministerial  statement  on 
taking  Office  in  1866,  spoki 

"  And,  my  Lords,  desirous  more  flspeeially  at 
this  critical  moment  for  the  pnblio  interest  that 
the  thread  of  foroigTi  negotiations  should  not  be 
abmptly  broken,  1  was  anxious  Chat  those  bands 
which  had  so  long  exercised  the  power  of  dealing 
with  foreign  a^irs  should  still  continue  to  do  so. 
and  there^re  the  Brat  person  to  whom  1  made  an 
offer  of  Office  was  my  noble  Friend  the  late  Secre- 
tary of  Slate  for  Foreign  Affairs  (the  Earl  of 
Clarendon).  My  Lords,  I  made  that  offer  in  all 
sincerity,  belieting  that  between  my  noble  Friend 
and  myself  there  existed  no  material  diOerenoe  of 
Mr.  Oram  Bag 
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and  jurists  on  the  Continent  not  one  in 
a  100  really  understood  the  exact  political 
situation  of  England  at  the  present  mo- 
ment. It  could,  however,  he  thought,  be 
stated  in  a  sentence.  The  Parliament  of 
Sngland,  wearied  with  the  labours  which 
it  had  gone  through  since  the  passing  of 
the  Reform  Bill  of  1832,  had  fallen  asleep, 
and  fancied  in  its  dreams  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  riding  on  its  breast 
like  a  nightmare.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  asking  the  Premier,  Whether 
lie  had  used  at  Merchant  Taylors'  Hall  the 
language  which  he  had  quoted  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  I  think  the  House 
will  agree  with  roe  that  it  will  be  conve- 
Dient  not  to  recur  on  this  occasion  to  ob- 
servations which  were  made  ten  years  ago 
at  a  meeting  in  the  county  of  Buckingham. 
If  we  enter  into  that  question,  and  into 
discussions  as  to  the  political  situation  at 
the  time,  I  fear  we  should  have  an  adjourned 
debate  on  foreign  affairs  in  this  House, 
which  would  not,  it  seems  to  me,  be  de- 
sirable, especially  as  I  am  informed  there 
is  some  chance  of  there  being  an  adjourned 
debate  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
on  a  different  subject.      I  think  further 
that  the  House  will  agree  that  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  confined   himself   to   the 
Question  which  he  had  placed  on  the  Paper, 
and  to  which  I  was  ready  to  give  an  An- 
Bwer,  the  time  of  the  House,  which  is  now 
Taluable,  might  have  been  spared.  Though, 
I  may  add,  I  do  not  grudge  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  change  which  he  thought  fit 
to  make  in  his  mode  of  attack,  and  though 
I  was  quite  ready  to  listen  to  his  observa- 
tions, which  I  conclude  from  his  criticisms 
to-night  are  meant  to  be  models  of  obser- 
Tstions  which  are  not    eccentric,  it  still 
appears  to  me  that  we  have  hardly  been 
repaid  by  the  exhibition  to  which  wo  have 
just  listened,  for  the  deviation  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  from  that  more  modest  course 
of  merely  putting  a  Question  which  he  at 
first  proposed  to  himself  to  pursue.    Really, 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to  know 
18  whether  I  made  some  observations  at  a 
banquet  in  the  City,  at  which  I  had  the 
honour  of  being  a  guest,  and  whether  I  am 
prepared  to  vindicate  them,  especially  with 
reference  to  the  noble  Lord,  who,  he  told  us, 
has  at  various  times  filled  eminent  posts 
in  the  service  of  Her  Majesty,  and  who  has 
more  than  once  held  the  office  of  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  ?     So  far  as  I 
could  catch  the  larger  part  of  the  passage 
read  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  so  far  as 
I  can  judge  from  that  which  he  printed 


for  the  public  service  in  the  Notices  of 
Motion,  the  report  appears  to  me   to  be 
substantially  correct.     I  will  not  criticise 
expressions,  which   probably   I   may  not 
have  used,  but   as   far  as  regards  what 
would  be  attached  to  what  I  said  the  report 
appears  to  me  to  be  substantially  correct. 
In   making   these  observations    I  spoke, 
as    it    was    quite  evident,  of    a    system 
of   policy  that  had  prevailed   for  a  con- 
siderable time,  not  only  for  a  year,   but 
for  many  years,  and  therefore  the   hon. 
Gentleman   felt,  as    he  was   making   his 
observations  just  now,  that  the  applica- 
tion of  my  remarks  to  Lord   Clarendon, 
who  really  had  succeeded  to  the  manage- 
ment of  our  foreign  affairs  only  for  a  few 
months,  must  be  of  a  slight  and  limited 
character.     The  hon.  Gentleman  has  gone 
out  of  his  way  to  connect  the  career  of 
Lord  Clarendon  with  seven  years  at  least 
of    management    of    our    foreign  affairs, 
respecting  which  I  have  expressed  my  opi- 
nion, and  I  do  not  think  ho  did  a  friendly 
act  to  Lord  Clarendon  in  so  doing.     I  do 
not  think  he  at  all  substantiated  bis  case. 
Lord   Clarendon    was   Chancellor  of    the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  during  two  years  of 
that  time,  and  we  know  very  well  that  the 
Chancellor   of    the   Duchy   of    Lancaster 
does  not  take  an  active  part  in  the  manage- 
ment  of   our  foreign  relations.      As  for 
Lord  Clarendon's  visit  to  Paris,  I  do  not 
want  to  enter  into  the  causes  of  that  visit. 
It  is  quite  consistent  with  there  being  a 
state  of  foreign   affairs  of  a  very  unsatis- 
factory kind,  and  which  were  not  managed 
with  adroitness  and  wisdom  by  those  pe- 
culiarly responsible  for   them,  that  they 
should  have  recourse  to  the  experience  of 
Lord    Clarendon    to  extricate  them  from 
their  difficulties.     As  I  am  asked,  I  must 
state  without  any  equivocation   whatever 
that  I  believe  this  is  substantially  a  correct 
version  of  what  I  said  at  the  meeting  in 
the  City,  and  I  believe  that  it  expresses 
the  literal  truth.     I  believe  that  for  five, 
six,  or  seven  years,  dating  from  the  period 
when   a   Nobleman,  once  a  distinguished 
Member  of  this  House,  took  the  manage- 
ment of  foreign  affairs  in   1859,  they  were 
conducted,  to  use  one  of  his  own  famous 
expressions,  as  they  seldom    have   been, 
since  the  accession  of  the  House  of  Hanover. 
It  was  obvious  that  Lord  Clarendon  who 
succeeded  to  Office  for  only  a  few  months, 
could  not  be  responsible  for  a  system  which 
had  unfortunately  prevailed  for  many  years. 
Lord  Clarendon  inherited  difficulties  and 
he  bequeathed  them  to  his  succesiorst 
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Mb.  LAYARD  said,  that  h»iag  had  LordClk 
the  honour  of  repreienting  tho  Foreign  Ooverorn 
Office  in  that  House  for  five  ^eara,  he  reign  Afl 
trusted  the  Houae  vould  allow  him  to  en-  Qenclemi 
deSTOur  to  elicit  from  the  right  hon.  Gi 
tlemen  a  sUaightforifard  Boewer  to  the  dnring  £ 
Ques(ioD.  ["  Oil !  "]  It  was  not  hia  buai-  when  he 
neaa  to  call  the  attenttou  of  the  Houae  to  that  Hot 
the  right  hon.  OctitlcnaD'a  speech,  but  it  great  n 
waa  quite  right  that  hia  hon.  Friend  should  ha1F-a-do 
do  BO.  The  statementa  of  the  right  hon.  with  whc 
Gentleman  were  capable  of  proof  or  thej 
were  not;  but  the;  would  not  bo  proTcd  bj 
mere  outcry  and  clamour  from  the  other 
side  of  the  Houeo.  Hq  was  concerned  in 
the  grave  accusation  made,  and  he  thought 
the  other  aide  of  the  House  might  allow 
him  to  sa;  a  few  words  upon  the  subject. 
He  did  not  attach  much  importance  to  the 
Tapoaringa  of  the  right  hon.  Geotlemau  ; 
they  were  the  aubject  of  much  merriment 
to  many  persona  ;  but  thef  were  the  canae 
of  deep  aorrow  to  thoae  irho  desired  to 
maintain  the  character  of  Britiah  statesmen 
whatcTcr  their  politics  might  be.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  coald  not  get  out  of 
what  he  aaid  bj  "chaff,"  of  which  lie  waa 
a  maater.     He  aaid — 


"  When  WB  aomded  to  Offioe  the  came  of  Eug- 
land  waa  a  naiiia  of  lutpicion  and  diatruit  in  sTerj 
foreign  Court  and  Cabinet.  There  «u  no  poisi- 
bilitf  of  that  oordial  action  with  anr  of  tho  great 
Powera  which  ia  the  onijr  aaouritj  for  peace ;  and 
in  oonaequenoB  of  that  want  of  eordialitjt  wui 
were  freqncntlj  ooeurring. 

With  regard  to  Lord  Clarendon,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  rode  off  with  the  < 
that  Lord  Clarendon  had  been  only 
monthaMiniater  of  Foreign  Affaira;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  Icept  out  of 
fact  that  Lord  Clarendon,  holding  at  that 
time  tlio  office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
ef  Lancaster,  waa  constantly  consulted 
upon  foreign  affaire,  and  bad  been  sent 
upon  the  moat  important  miaaioua.  He 
not  only  went  to  Foria,  but  he  represented 
thia  country  at  the  Conference  upon  the 
Danish  question  ;  and  on  Tarioua  other  oo- 
casions  ho  waa  employed,  if  one  night  any 
BO,  on  mnttors  connected  with  our  foreign 
policy.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  eraded 
the  allusion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Elgin  Burgha  (Mr.  Grant  Duff)  to  his  speech 
of  1858,  in  which  he  stated  that  peace  or 
war  waa  a  question,  not  of  months  and 
days,  but  of  horns  ond  minutes,  to  the  fact 
thatthcMinisterwho  had  so  nearly  involved 
this  country  in  war  wee  Lord  Clarendon, 
and  to  the  fact  that,  notwithstanding  hia 
knowledge  of  this.  Lord  Derby  invited 
Mr.  Diu-aeli  ' 
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boldly  admit  the  fact,  wished  to  force  on 
war.  One  of  the  main  causes  of  the  war 
between  Denmark  and  Prussia  and  Aus- 
tria was  because  the  Danish  Government 
were  led  to  believe  by  their  Minister  in 
London  that  if  they  went  to  war  they 
would  be  supported  by  the  Conservatives, 
who  would  have  a  majority  in  that  House. 
[••  Oh,  oh  !  "]  He  stated  that  as  a  fact, 
and  no  one  acquainted  with  the  subject 
would  venture  to  deny  it.  He  knew  of 
no  other  wars  except  those  he  had  men- 
tioned occurring  on  the  Continent  or  else- 
where during  the  time  when  Lord  Russell 
was  Foreign  Minister.  The  House  was 
aware,  that  while  sitting  on  the  Opposition 
Bide  of  the  House,  he  had  himself  abstained 
from  taking  part  in  discussions  on  foreign 
affairs,  as  he  was  not  desirous  of  showing 
any  feeling  against  the  noble  Lord  the 
present  Foreign  Minister,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, had  always  felt  glad  when  he  was 
able  to  support  the  noble  Lord.  He  had 
never  made  a  speech  against  the  noble 
Lord,  though  he  had  disagreed  with  him 
on  many  points  ;  bat  when  it  was  said  that 
the  late  Government  were  the  cause  of  this 
and  that  war,  and  were  never  able  to  main- 
tain cordial  feelings  with  foreign  Powers, 
he  had  a  right  to  inquire  in  what  respect 
there  had  been  a  change.  The  Danish  war 
was  the  inevitable  result  of  events.  The 
great  principle  involved  was  German  unity, 
the  Danish  question  being  a  pretence  for 
the  time.  But  after  the  war  ceased  a  time 
of  quiet  came  about,  as  generally  happened 
in  such  a  case.  Since  the  present  Foreign 
Minister  had  been  in  Office  no  question 
likely  to  lead  to  war  had  arisen.  ["  Oh, 
oh  !"  and  cries  of  **  Luxemburg!""]  What 
credit  had  the  noble  Lord  in  settling  the 
question  of  Luxemburg  ?  The  noble  Lord 
had  admitted  that  he  had  great  difficulty 
in  agreeing  to  mediation.  Had  it  not 
been  for  pressure  from  without  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  have  mediated  ;  and  it  was 
only  at  the  last  moment,  when  the  Emperor 
of  the  French  was  about  to  apply  to  Holland 
to  exercise  a  mediation,  that  the  noble 
Lord  at  last  consented.  What  happened 
afterwards?  The  noble  Lord  and  the  Earl 
of  Derby  stated  that  when  entering  into 
the  guarantee  it  was  not  their  intention  to 
keep  it ;  for  that  was  the  meaning  of  what 
was  said  by  them  respecting  the  efficiency 
of  the  guarantee.  If  any  German  states- 
man were  asked  what  construction  was  to 
be  put  on  the  words  used  by  those  two 
noble  Lords,  he  would  declare  that  that 
announcement  destroyed  all  faith  in  the 
mediation  of  this  country.     With  Turkey 


the  noble  Lord  opposite  had  followed  the 
policy  which  Lords  Russell  and  Clarendon 
pursued ;  and,  indeed,  that  was  the  only 
policy  which  could  have  been  adopted.  As 
to  the  Spanish  claims,  in  regard  to  the 
Mermaid  and  the  Tornado,  they  were  not 
settled  to  the  present  day.  The  noble  Lord 
had  told  the  House  that  the  English  claim- 
ants had  right  on  their  side,  but  that  ho 
would  wait  until  some  British  subjects  had 
done  wrong  to  Spain  and  then  he  would  set 
one  wrong  against  the  other.  As  regarded 
the  Alabama  dispute,  matters  still  remained 
in  the  same  state  as  when  Earl  Russell's 
Government  went  out  of  Office.  He  thought 
that  the  country  would  not  accept  the  An- 
swer which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
given  that  evening,  and  he  called  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  state  what  were 
the  wars  in  Europe,  or  elsewhere,  which 
had  been  brought  about  by  want  of  cor- 
diality between  this  country  and  other 
Powers  ? 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  said,  ho 
thought  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  proved  the  truth  of  the  saying 
that  **  Those  who  complain  without  cause 
always  complain  without  temper."  Ho 
could  not  compliment  the  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  diplomatic  language  of  his  speech. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  found  fault  with  the 
expression  in  the  Prime  Minister's  speech 
thatontlie  present  Government  acceding  to 
Office  **  the  name  of  England  was  the  name 
of  suspicion  and  distrust  in  every  foreign 
Court.*'  Was  not  that  the  truth  ?  It  was 
by  a  ''  meddling  and  muddling  policy"  and 
by  going  certain  lengths  in  respect  to 
Poland  and  Denmark  and  then  withdraw- 
ing, that  suspicion  and  distrust  were  excited 
on  the  Continent  and  great  evils  were  pro- 
duced in  this  country.  Lord  Russell,  in  a 
memorable  despatch,  had  laid  down  the 
principle  with  respect  to  other  nations  that 
whenever  the  people  of  a  country  thought 
that  they  had  a  sufficient  grievance  they 
had  a  right  to  rise  in  arms  against  their 
rulers,  and  after  such  a  declaration  was  it 
surprising  that  Fenian  and  other  disturb- 
ances should  have  broken  out  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  I  had  ex- 
pected that'  after  the  remarks  of  my  hon. 
Friend  near  me  either  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  appealing  to  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  which  is  usually  ac- 
corded under  such  circumstances,  or  some 
other  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, would  have  risen  in  his  place  and 
have  replied  to  the  observations  which  have 
been  made  from  these  Benches.  I  am,  of 
course,  assuming  that  the  Memhct^  ^^  \^^x 
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Mftiestjr's  Goremmeot  do  not  entirelj 
thriak  from  aeeeptiag  the  reiponBibililj 
wliioh  stlaches  to  the  Isnguige  used  by 
llieir  Cbief.  Ho"eTer  that  may  be,  I 
cannot  rise  on  thii  occasioD  without  ei- 
preaaing  roj  deep  regret  that  occasion 
ahould  h«»o  been  giTen  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman behind  me  (Ur.  Grant  Duff),  in  the 
exercise  of  bis  discretion  a«  a  prirate  Uem- 
ber  of  this  House,  and  irithout  any  concert 
nith  me,  to  challenge  the  ipeech  which 
wni  delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  Merchant  Taylore'  Hall.  I  mual 
confess  that  whaterer  appetite  for  oontro- 
leriy  I  may  posneas  ia  naually  abundantly 
aatiafied  by  the  occaslona  for  controreray 
that  arise  within  the  walU  of  this  Honae; 
and  therefore  it  ia  to  nie  a  matter  of  the 
moat  aincere  regret  that  the  First  Uinister 
of  the  Crown  should  haie  used  language 
in  another  place  that  has  led  to  ihia  di»- 
cnsaion.  But  the  hon.  Qentleni 
me  having  brought  forward  the  subject,  I 
must  take  the  opportunity  of  respectfully 
but  firmly  prolesliog,  not  merely  against 
the  particular  passage  to  which  reference 
has  been  made,  but  against  the  wholt 
atrain  of  Ihia  oration,  and  of  many  othei 
orations  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
departing  in  this  rospect  from  the  practice 
of  his  predoaeasors,  hag  made  it  his  custom 
to  deliver,  sometimes  to  his  copstituenta 
in  BuckiD|;ham,  sometimes  to  a  sympa- 
thising audience  at  the  Merchant  Taylors' 
Hall,  sometimes  at  demonstrations  of  Con- 
servative working  men,  and  sometimes  to 
the  deputations  of  the  supporters  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland,  led  on  by 
the  chief  Orangemen  of  Ireland.  In  these 
speeches  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
systenioticslly  adopted  a  lone,  in  the  first 
place,  of  inflated  and  exaggerated  eulogy 
ofhimaelfand  of  his  poliov  ;  end,  in  the 
second  place,  of  censure  au3  of  condemna- 
tion ao  aweeping  and  so  violent  towards 
those  from  whom  he  differs  aa  he  rarely 
ventures  to  adopt  in  this  House.  Having 
thus  cDlered  my  protest  cgoinst  the  tone 
adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
hisBpeechea,  I  will  now  endeaTOur  to  state 
the  facts  which  appear  to  me  to  bear 
strongly  upon  the  parlioolar  passage  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  behind  roe  baa 
drawn  the  attention  of  tho  House,  The 
right  hon.  Gentleuian  said  in  that  passage 
that  when  he  acceded  to  Office  the  name 
of  England  was  a  name  of  suspicion  and 
distrust  in  every  foreign  Court  and  Cabi- 
net ;  and  then  he  proceeded  to  make  other 
asaertiona  of  the  same  kind  with  which  I 
will  not  tronblo  the  House.  On  hia 
lir.  Oloditons 
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Clardndon  rendered  the  name  of  England  "a 
name  of  Buspicion  and  of  distrast  in  every 
foreign  Court  and  Cabinet?*'  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  endeavours  to  shift  out  of 
the  words ;  but  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  does  not  resort  to  anj 
such  subterfuge ;  he  boldly  takes  the  bull 
by  the  horns,  and  lays  the  blame  upon 
Lord  Clarendon. 

Mr.  BAILLIB  COCHRANE  :  No  ;  I 
said  that  the  blame  lay  upon  Earl  Russell. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  But  you  told  us 
that  it  was  quite  true  that  the  name  of 
England  in  every  foreign  Court  was  a 
name  of  distrust  and  suspicion. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE:  Yes;  I 
said  it  was  brought  about  by  Earl  Russell's 
policy. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  And  the  state  of 
things  ho  brought  about  was  continued  by 
Lord  Clarendon,  who  identified  himself 
completely  wiffi  the  policy  of  Earl  Russell. 
And  yet  this  was  the  Foreign  Minister 
whom  Lord  Derby  was  so  anxious  to  enlist 
among  his  ranks  upon  the  formation  of  his 
Government.  Again,  in  1 858,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  attributed  the  fact  that  war  was 
about  to  break  forth  in  Europe  to  the  fault 
of  the  foreign  policy  of  the  GoTeroment 
which  preceded  that  of  Lord  Derby.  But 
Lord  Derby  in  that  instance  also  gave 
similar  testimony,  for  he  had  said,  in 
1855- 

**  I  stated  to  Uor  Majesty  that  I  oonceived  it 
would  have  been  an  immense  advantage  to  any 
Government  to  have  among  its  members  one  who 
is  perfectly  conversant  with  the  whole  diplomacy 
of  the  last  two  years,  and  with  the  feelings  and 
proceedings  of  various  Courts  of  Europe."  .... 
[That  is  to  say,  the  feelings  of  suspicion  and  dis- 
trust.] "  I  took  the  liberty  to  add,  with  regard  to 
my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Afibirs, 
(the  Earl  of  Clarendon)  that  I  entertained  the 
highest  opinion  of  the  ability,  the  industry,  and 
the  zeal  with  which  he  had  discharged  the  duties 

of   his   Office The  only   part   of   the 

course  I  have  pursued  to  which  I  look  back  with 
the  least  doubt  or  incertitude  is  with  respect  to 
the  propriety  of  my  abstaining  from  making  any 
communication  either  to  the  noble  Earl  directly, 
or  to  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
I^nsdowne)  near  him."  [3  Bansard,  czxxvi. 
1347-8.] 

In  1855  Lord  Derby  emphatically  recog- 
nizes the  services  of  Lord  Clarendon,  and 
asks  him  to  join  his  Government ;  while  in 
1858  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  referring 
to  the  accession  of  the  Conservative  Go- 
vernment, declared  that  war  had  become  a 
question  not  of  weeks  or  days,  but  of 
hours.  In  1866  Lord  Derby  passes  a 
similar  eulogium  upon  Lord  Clarendon ; 
and  in  1868  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  when  Lord  Derby's  GoTornment  oame 


into  power  the  name  of  England  was 
viewed  with  suspicion  and  distrust  in  every 
foreign  Court.  1  must  again  protest 
against  the  language  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  and  it  is  only  because  I  wish 
to  spare  the  time  of  the  House  that  I  ab- 
stain from  entering  into  a  particular  review 
of  the  speeches  and  the  declarations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  much  of  their 
matter  would  go  far  to  justify  me  in  doing. 
I  do  not  complain  of  these  speeches  be- 
cause I  do  not  think  they  are  injurious  to 
us  in  a  party  point  of  view.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  think  they  are  weapons  perfectly 
harmless  for  any  such  purpose ;  and  if  they 
have  the  effect  for  a  moment  of  exhilara- 
ting the  spirits  of  those  who  pay  visits  to 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  of  causing 
an  agreeable  interchange  of  sympathy  and 
compliments  between  him  and  them,  I 
really  cannot  grudge  either  him  or  them 
any  amount  of  such  gratification  as  they 
can  derive  from  them,  especially  when  the 
statements  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
have  been  so  fully  contradicted  by  Lord 
Derby.  An  attempt  has  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  shift  the  gist  of 
his  attack  from  Lord  Clarendon  to  Eorl 
Russell ;  but  before  I  sit  down  I  must  re- 
mind the  House  of  one  thing  that  had  al- 
most escaped  my  memory.  Late  in  the 
days  of  the  late  Government,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  a  special  and  heavy 
attack,  not  upon  Earl  Russell,  but  upon 
Lord  Clarendon.  But  it  was  impossible 
for  him  then,  as  it  is  now,  to  injure  that 
distinguished  statesman — strong  as  he  is 
in  the  admiration  and  affection  of  this 
country  and  the  esteem  of  foreign  Powers 
— so  long  as  we  can  place  against  these 
Phillipics  an  emphatic  and  point-blank  con- 
tradiction from  the  mouth  of  Lord  Derby, 
the  Prime  Minister  under  whom  he  served. 
Lord  STANLEY:  Sir,  I  am  sure  the 
House  will  feel  that  it  is  with  the  greatest 
reluctance  that,  holding  my  present  Office* 
I  take  a  part  in  this  discussion.  But  I 
must  say  that  if  a  general  debate  is  to  be 
raised  on  the  foreign  policy  of  this  country 
it  should  be  raised  in  a  form  more  con- 
venient than  that  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Elgin  burghs  (Mr.  Grant  Duff)  has 
adopted  on  the  present  occasion.  In  a 
matter  of  this  kind  1  do  not  complain  of 
the  want  of  Notice,  because  a  Minister 
ought  always  to  be  prepared  to  defend  his 
policy  ;  but  at  tho  same  time  I  must  be 
permitted  to  express  my  opinion  that  a 
desultory  discussion  brought  on  in  this  way 
and  dealing  with  half  a  dosen  topics  at  a 
time  is  not  a  discaiuiioQ  that;  ^^.^OkXMv^^x^ 


I 


216»    Mr.  JOitrattCi  8p»uih  td      {C0MM0N8|       Mmhtrnt  T^hr^  010. 

nny  praotioal  good.  Now,  the  remark!  of ,  from  the  Spanish  Ooremment  than  I 
mr  rislit  Hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Go-  strict  letter  of  the  lair  to  which  th«  par 
hatevertheymnjbeheldto—     '■""■■      -^i—  "--  >—    "—■- 


vemment, 

port,  were  not  in  any  way  a  charge  against 
either  the  capacity  or  tlio  character  of 
Lord  Clarendon.  Tho  foreign  policy  of 
the  Liberal  partj  during  their  seten  years' 
tenure  of  Office  was  in  the  main  the  policy 
of  Lord  Russell.  For  my  own  part  I 
will  abstain  fron)  oriticiiing  that  policy, 
althoagh  I  think  a  great  deal  might  be 
said  against  it,  especially  with  reference  to 
Poland  and  Denmark  In  regard  to  the 
American  Ciril  War,  on  the  other  hand, 
I  giro  Lord  Busaell  credit  for  having  en- 
deavoured to  maintain  a  position  of  neu- 
trality for  this  country.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr,  Lajard)  says,  what  I 
will  do  him  tho  justioe  to  say  is  correct, 
that  during  the  term  of  my  administra- 
tion of  foreign  affaira  he  has  abstained 
OS  a  rut«  from  party  criticism  on  sub' 
jeots  of  foreign  policy,  and  has  seldon: 
called  the  acta  of  that  Department  int( 
question;  but  I  must  say  I  think  he  hsi 
made  ample  amends  to-night  for  his  COS' 
tomary  silence.  The  charges  he  has  brooghi 
forward  are,  to  say  the  least,  as  sweeping 
as  any  whicli  have  been  attributed  to 
right  hon.  Friend  ;  and  I  think  I  can  sliow 
that  they  are  as  unfounded  as  they  are 
sweeping.  First  of  all,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  to  the  question  of  the  Spanish 
claims,  and  said,  "  What  have  you  done 
with  them ;  havo  jou  settled  any 
them }"  Now  there  are  but  three  Spanish 
claims  of  any  importance  which  bare 
turned  up  since  I  hare  been  at  (he 
Foreign  Office.  First  of  all  there  was 
tho  cose  of  the  Queen  Victoria,  vhich 
was  settled  by  diplomatic  action  on  tiie 
spot.  Then  there  is  the  case  of  the  Mer- 
maid, Now  I  will  not  stop  to  comment 
on  the  interpretation  put  upon  certain 
word*  which  1  used  in  the  debate  on  that 
subject,  for  the  important  fact  to  be  home 
in  mind  is  that  within  six  weeks  after  that 
{liscuasion  in  this  House  the  Spanish  Go- 
vernment determined,  as  I  all  along  be- 
lieved and  hoped  tliey  would  do,  to  refer 
tho  matter  to  arbitration,  and  accordingly 
it  has  been  so  referred,  and  the  arbitra- 
tion is  now  going  on.  Then  there  is  the 
case  of  the  Tornado.  What  was  done  in 
regard  to  that?  I  do  not  wish  to  preju- 
dice the  position  of  oiiy  of  the  parties  who 
ore  now  before  the  legal  tribunals,  but  I 
think  that  everyone  who  reads  the  volu- 
Parlianiootary  Papers  on  the  suhje 
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were  entitled.  Then  the  hon.  Genilei 
referred  to  the  Alabama  qncstion, 
has  stated  that  it  remains  in  the  poii 
which  it  was  \a  1866.  Now  1  si 
that  the  claims  of  the  American  Got 
ment  are  not  aettled.  and,  indeed,  1  sti 
not  long  ago  what  was 
actual  poaition  of  the  question  ;  bnt  i 
simply  the  reverso  of  fact  to  say  that 
Alabama  claims  now  stand  in  the  i 
position  as  they  did  two  years  ago.  1 
not  going  to  enter  into  detail  as  to  evi 
which  happened  before  I  accepted 
Sealaof  the  Foreign  Office;  I  adaiit 
the  oirenmstanees  were  diGFerent.  Bv 
1866  the  Goremment  had  gireii  a  n\ 
to  the  proposal  to  arbitrate.  The  posi 
which  the  question  at  present  oeeapit 
OS  follows : — We  hare  accept^  frankly 
freely  the  principle  of  arbitration, 
there  is  now  only  one  remaining  pais 
difference  between  the  two  GoTemnc 
Tho  American  Government  desire 
couple  that  arbitration  with  one  eoodi 
which  I  think  is  not  rery  material  to 
real  iasae  to  be  tried,  but  which  we  < 
aider  as  inadmissible.  At  all  eveal 
believe  the  matter  is  placed  in  sue 
position  that  there  ia  no  probability  ol 
international  quarrel,  or  an  acrimon 
dispute  arising  out  of  it.  Then  the! 
Gentleman  entered  into  another  wide^ 
tion  of  Luxemburg.  He  said,  "It  ii 
nonseoie  for  yon  to  pretend  that  yon  m 
tained  the  peace  of  Europe."  No 
never  made  any  such  pretenaion,  bee 
I  do  not  believe  that  any  one  indiridoi 
any  single  Government  can,  under  •■ 
circumstances,  claim  to  have  preserved 
peace  of  Europe.  But  I  contend  tbi 
a  critical  moment,  and  under  cite 
stances  of  great  difficulty,  we  did  all 
it  was  possible  for  ua  to  do,  with  doi 
gard  to  the  interest  and  the  seeurit 
England,  in  order  to  praaerve  tbe  p 
of  Europe,  and  that  with  the  assist 
of  other  Govern  moots  we  socceedet 
attaining  our  object.  Of  course,  if  Fn 
and  Prnssia  had  determined  to  go 
',  we  could  not  have  prevented  thi 
because  no  one  can  anppose  that 
intended  to  toke  an  active  part  in 
conflict,  and  it  could  only  bare  been 
a  threat  of  such  interference  llist 
could  have  succeeded  in  compelling  ti 
if  the  peace.  What  happened  ' 
both  France  and  Prussia  veren 
not  a  oaae  which  mitted  tea  poaition  from  which  it  wasdi 
preaaing  for  more  '  cult  for  them  to  recede,  and  under  tbi 
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circumstances  they   naturally  looked   for 
the   friendly   assistance   of  a  third  State 
in  order  to  he  extricated  from  it  without 
loss  of  honour.      What  the  hon.  Member 
says  as  to  the  reluctance  which  I  felt  in 
giving   the   guarantee   is  perfectly  true ; 
I   think  any  Minister  in   the  same  posi- 
tion would  have  felt  it,  and  that  anyone 
who  did   not  feel   it   would   have   shown 
a  reckless  indifference  to  the  interests  of 
the  country.     I   gave  the  guarantee  un- 
willingly and  as  the  only  means  left,  as 
I  believed  and  still  belieyo,  of  preventing 
— I  will   not  say  a  war,  but  at  least,  a 
rupture  between    the    parties.     To    say, 
however,  that  it  was  given  under  any  ex- 
ternal pressure  is  entirely  a  misapprehen- 
sion. I  must  say  that  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
survey  of  foreign   politics,  though  rapid, 
was  exceedingly  comprehensive.  But  there 
now  remains  only  one  question  for  me  to 
touch  upon — namely,    that  of  the  East. 
The  hon.  Member  seems  to  think  that  I 
recommended  when  out  of  Office  a  different 
policy  from  that  which  I  have  adopted  since  | 
I  have  held  my  present  position.    Now  that 
is  not  the  case.  I  believe  the  Greek  nation 
have  a  great  future,  and  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  see  them  attain  it ;  but  I  think  we 
should  not  be  justified  in  breaking  through 
long-standing  and  recognized  international 
agreements  out  of  sympathy  with  any  nation 
or  any  race  of  men.     If  I  have  seemed  to 
show  flavour  to  the  Porte  at  the  expense 
of  Greece  I  am  not  conscious  of  it ;  and  if 
I  have  ever  seemed  to   be  so,  it  has  not 
been  from  a  desire  to  favour  one  side  as 
against  the  other,  but  from    a  desire  to 
adhere  as  strictly  and  rigidly  as  I  could 
to  the  engagements  into   which  England 
has  entered,  and  to  the  principle    of  an 
impartial  neutrality. 


SUNDAY  LABOUR  IN  THE  POST  OFFICE. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  that  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury  in  1850,  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Commissioners  appointed  by 
their  Lordships  to  consider  the  question  of 
Sunday  labour  in  the  Post  Office,  commu- 
nicated to  the  Postmaster  General  the  fol- 
lowing regulation  for  his  guidance  : — 

«  "  That,  in  retaining  a  Sunday  delivery  of  letters 
in  a  rural  district,  the  Postmaster  General  be 
guided  by  the  prevalent  feeling  of  the  locality ; 
and  that  where  the  prevalent  feeling  of  the  district 
is  opposed  to  such  delivery,  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral, after  satisfying  himself  of  the  fact,  take  the 
requisite  steps  for  suspending  it." 


He  complained  that  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral had  in  effect  violated  this  regulation  by 
insisting  upon  a  majority  of  six-serenths 
of  the  householders  being  obtained  in  each 
case  against  the  Sunday  delivery.  In  his 
opinion  a  majority  of  two-thirds  would  be 
quite  sufficient.  He  trusted  that  the  Trea- 
sury would  make  inquiry  as  to  this  non* 
observance  of  their  own  regulations,  and 
ascertain  whether  it  was  the  fault  of  the 
subordinate  local  officers  or  of  the  high 
authorities  in  London. 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  would 
inquire  whether  the  Treasury  regulations 
had  been  in  any  degree  departed  from. 
The  matter  could  not  bo  authoritatively 
decided  except  by  the  officials  responsible 
for  carrying  out  the  regulations  of  the  ser- 
vice. He  doubted  whether  a  majority  of 
two- thirds  of  the  householders  ought  to 
prevent  the  delivery  of  Sunday  letters  ;  be- 
cause they  might  be  persons  who  never 
received  letters,  and  they  would  debar 
those  who  might  have  important  corre- 
spondence to  conduct  from  receiving  a  due 
share  of  the  facilities  offered  by  this  very 
efficiently  managed  service.  Such  a  rule 
would  cause  great  inconvenience,  and  would 
lead  to  a  strong  expression  of  discontent 
against  the  suspension  of  Sunday  letters 
at  all.  The  rule  that  six-sevenths  of  the 
householders  should  unite  in  a  memorial . 
against  Sunday  delivery  had,  he  believed, 
worked  well ;  but  he  would  inquire  whe- 
ther the  present  regulation  was  in  confor- 
mity with  the  spirit  of  the  direction  laid 
down  by  the  Treasury,  and  also  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  it  was  carried  out. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Reiolved,  That  this  House  will  imme- 
diately resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  Supply. 

Supply — eomidered  in  Committee. 

^  (In  the  Committee.) 

(I.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £21,886,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  oome  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1869,  for  Nonoonforming,  Seceding,  and 
Protestant  Dissenting  Ministers  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  that  the  House 
had  by  a  Bill  and  Resolution  suspended  all 
new  appointments,  whether  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  Maynooth,  or  the  Regium 
Donum^  and  this  proceeding  placed  him  in 
rather  a  peculiar  position.     In  1834  the 
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of  faith  to  take  away  the  grant,  which, 
instead  of  being  left  dependent  on  annual 
Votes,  ought  to  hafo  been  placed  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  He  protested  against 
the  principle  of  leafing  it  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
ahire  (Mr.  Gladstone),  or  to  any  indifidual, 
bowefer  high  his  authority  or  ability,  to 
Bay  in  his  mercy  what  amount  of  compen- 
sation ought  to  be  gifen  to  the  clergy  of 
the  Established  Church  or  of  the  Presby- 
terian Church.  He  contended  that  the 
Presbyterians  had  as  much  right  to  com- 
pensation if  the  Regium  Donum  was  abo- 
lished as  the  clergymen  of  the  Established 
Church  would  hafe  if  that  Church  were  to 
be  disestablished. 

Mb.  M'LAREN  protested  against  the 
principle  that  the  grant  was  one  which  en- 
titled parties  on  its  withdrawal  to  compen- 
sation. The  whole  system  connected  with 
this  grant  was  a  rotten  one,  and  he  be- 
liefed  that  no  party  would  be  more  bene- 
fited by  the  abolition  of  the  grant  than  the 
Presbyterians  ministers  themseWos.  Within 
the  last  month  a  meeting  of  the  whole  body 
of  Presbyterian  ministers  in  Ireland  was 
held,  and  a  motion  was  made  to  strike  at 
the  grant,  and  it  was  lost  only  by  a  majority 
of  about  30  in  a  very  large  assembly;  and  he 
had  no  doubt  they  would  find  next  year 
that  there  would  be  a  majority  of  that 
body  itself  against  the  grant.  As  to  Ire- 
land being  too  poor  for  the  foluntary  sys- 
tem, he  could  only  say  that  e?en  in  the 
poorest  parts  of  Scotland  the  voluntary 
system  flourished  in  the  highest  degree. 
The  Free  Church  had  raised  on  the  volun- 
tary principle  lastyear  upwards  of  JB390, 000 
— just  nine  times  the  pittance  which  the 
Presbyterians  in  Ireland  came  to  beg  from 
that  House,  to  be  paid  by  taxes  out  of 
the  pockets  of  those  who  already  paid  for 
the  support  of  their  own  ministers. 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  that  the  House,  in- 
stead of  grudging  this  miserable  pittance, 
ought  to  feel  ashamed  that  the  sum  granted 
was  so  small.  £150  ought  to  be  the  least 
stipend  granted  to  any  minister. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  principle 
upon  which  the  Regium  Donum  was  voted 
was  a  sound  one.  They  had  a  curious 
illustration  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
provision  for  the  Irish  Presbyterian  Church 
and  the  endowment  of  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  was  assailed.  The  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Hadfield)  was  supported  by  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Clare  (Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlen),  who  was  the  Leader  in  the 


House  of  the  Roman  Catholic  section,  and 
perhaps  also  a  leader  of  the  Liberation 
Society.  There  was  an  unnatural  alliance 
between  those  who  represented  opinions  in 
favour  of  extreme  voluntaryism  and  the 
Roman  Catholic  section,  who  were  opposed 
to  the  whole  body  of  Protestants  in  this 
country.  That  alliance  had  proved  fatal 
to  foreign  countries,  and  would  prove  fatal 
to  this  if  the  people  were  not  made  aware  of 
the  aims  and  ends  of  the  allies.  ' 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSE  observed,  that 
the  voluntary  system  worked  admirably  in 
Ireland  ;  but,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
it  would  perhaps  be  better  now  to  agree  to 
the  Vote,  on  the  understanding  that  the 
matter  would  be  fully  discussed  next  Ses- 
sion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mihdraum. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £3,701,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Treasury  Chest. 

(3.)  jS  19,656,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Bounties  on  Slaves  and  Tonnage  Bounties, 

Mb.  Alderman  LTJSK  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  a  few  questions  respecting  the  Vote 
so  far  as  it  concerned  liberated  Africans. 
He  found  that  in  1864  six  slaves  were 
liberated,  and  in  1865  none,  and  yet  ho 
found  that  in  1864,  the  sum  granted  for 
prize  money  was  £7,061  ;  and  even  in  the 
years  when  no  negroes  at  all  had  been 
captured,  prize  money  was  granted.  He 
wanted  to  know  how  that  happened  ? 
He  thought  the  prize  system  was  a  bad 
system,  and  led  to  much  inconvenience. 

Colonel  STKES  wished  to  know  what 
had  become  of  the  negroes  who  were  cap- 
tured on  the  East  Coast  of  Africa  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  had 
given  a  full  explanation  of  this  subject  a 
short  time  since,  and  was  not  prepared  to 
enter  into  the  question  ogain  without  No- 
tice. He  might,  however,  remind  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr.  Alderman  Lusk) 
that  the  prize  money  was  principally  de- 
rived from  the  sale  of  the  slave  ships  cap- 
tured by  Her  Majesty's  ships.  The  cost 
of  these  captured  slaves  was  a  decreasing 
cost.  The  Vote  originally  was  very  large. 
It  was  not  merely  for  captured  negroes, 
but  also  for  captured  slave  ships.  The 
slaves  captured  on  the  East  Coast  of  Africa 
were  disposed  of  in  an  economical  way  by 
being  sent  to  islands  in  those  seas.  The 
great  item  was  the  Vote  for  the  mainten- 
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ftDce  of  the  oeUbliihroonU  MoeMarj  to 
keep  op  in  connMtion  with  our  captDree. 

VotB  agrted  to. 

(4.)  £200,  to  cotnpletB  the  lam  for 
Coolia  Emigration  to  French  Colonies. 

(5.)  £4,360,  to  complete  the  lum  for 
Miied  CommiiaioDS  (Slave  Trade). 

(6.)  £126,178,  to  ooiopleto  the  mm  for 
CoDBular  EitabliBhrneDts  Abroad. 

Mh.  guilders  laid,  that  aince  1866-7 
the  Vote  had  inoreaaed  at  the  rate  of  about 
£20,000  a  year.  A  eociaiderable  number 
of  the  establiahment*  might,  with  great 
propriety,  be  luppreased.  Some  of  the 
eonsnii,  to  hit  knowledge,  in  Spain  and 
elaewhere.  had  literally  nothing  whatever 
to  do.  He  latt  year  mentioned  the  case  of 
SeTJIle,  atid  he  could  mention  it  again  as  a 
place  where  the  English  consul  had  nothing 
todo.  By  not  filling  up  many  of  the  op- 
pointments  when  they  became  Tacant,  the 
expenditure  might  be  reduced  by  between 
£30,000  and  £40.000  a  year. 

Loan  STANLEY  aaid,  he  doubted 
whether  the  Vote  bad  really  increased  to 
the  extent  mentioned  by  the  lion 
man.  He  would  also  remark  that  the  fact 
of  there  being  a  certain  amount  of  security 
in  these  consular  appointments  induced 
gentlemen  lo  accept  them  on  com  pa  re  lively 
low  pay.  He  thought  that  when  they  had 
sent  a  man  out  upon  a  salary  to  a  post  which 
be  had  a  right  to  consider  a  permanent 

Eost,  they  could  not  Tery  well  withdrew 
im  from  Ins  employment.  Such  a  oourae 
mould  inflict  great  injury  upon  the  public 
■ervice  ;  but  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  in  every  case  where  ho  bad  to 
appoint  a  consul  he  considered  first  whe- 
ther there  was  anything  for  him  to  do,  and, 
secondly,  whether  the  salary  was  excessive 
for  the  work  required  of  him.  It  should 
also  be  borne  in  mind  that  a  sovereign  did 
not  represent  so  much  now  as  it  did  twenty- 
five  years  ago.  The  cost  of  living  and  o! 
house-rent  had  increased  greatly  all  over 
the  world  of  late  years. 

CoLOHEL  SYKES  said,  he  aaw  a  Tote 
of  £600  for  house- rent,  &c.,  for  the  consul 
at  Uasioirah.  Was  there  any  reasou  why 
this  Vote  should  be  continued,  seeing  that 
the  consul  had  been  re-called  years  ago  ! 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  there  was  no 
intention  to  send  a  new  consul  to  Abysainia, 
Consul  Caoierou  had  been  re-called  ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  was  aware  that  he  had 
been  detained  in  Abyssinia  b;  causes  not 
within  his  own  control.  I 

Mr.  Schler-Boolh  .  I 
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Mr.  CRAUFURD  moved,  on  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Berwick-on-Tweed 
(Mr.  Alexander  Mitchell),  in  Clause  5,  page 
2,  line  30,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  Court 
of  Common  Pleas,"  in  order  to  insert 
**  House  of  Commons."  He  thought  be- 
fore transferring  their  jurisdiction  in  such 
cases  the  House  ought  to  be  satisfied  that 
the  new  tribunal  proposed  would  be  supe- 
rior to  the  present  one.  The  opinion  of 
the  Select  Committee  might  be  quoted 
against  his  Amendment;  but  it  ought  to  be 
recollected  that  that  Committee  took  no 
evidence  on  the  subject,  and  that  the  first 
proposal  to  transfer  the  jurisdiction  to  the 
Queen's  Bench  had  been  withdrawn.  It 
was  not  to  be  expected  that  at  particular 
times — for  instance,  immediately  after  a 
General  Election — two  gentlemen  would  be 
sufficient  to  determine  upon  all  the  cases 
that  would  present  themselves.  He  saw 
no  case  for  parting  with  this  jurisdiction. 
The  decisions  of  Committees  of  the  House 
were  generally  fair  and  impartial ;  and  if 
anyone  asked  for  proof  of  the  satisfactory 
action  of  the  present  mode  of  trial,  be 
would  point  to  the  decision  of  the  Election 
Committee  that  very  day  in  the  case  of  the 
Bristol  Election  Petition.  He  believed  that 
an  Election  Committee,  the  Members  of 
which  had  gone  through  the  ordeal  of  an 
election,  and  who  understood  all  the  artifices 
used  to  prevent  agency  from  being  found 
out,  were  more  likely  to  discover  cases  of 
bribery  than  the  tribunal  proposed  to  be 
established  by  the  Bill.  It  was  said  that 
by  the  proposals  of  this  Bill  expense  would 
be  saved,  but  he  saw  no  proof  of  this.  If 
there  were  defects  in  the  present  system 
let  them  be  removed.  They  should  direct 
legislation  so  that  a  man  guilty  of  bribery 
should  be  considered  as  guilty,  not  merely 
of  a  legal,  but  of  a  moral  offence.  He 
called  upon  the  House  not  to  part  with  a 
jurisdiction  which  they  had  possessed  so 
long,  and  which  had  worked  so  well. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
30,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  Court  of  Com- 
roon  Pleas/'  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
'•  House  of  Commons." — (Mr.  Craufurd.'j 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  was  ad- 
dressed to  the  whole  principle  of  the  Bill; 
for  it  was  again  raising  the  question  that 
had  been  raised  upon  the  second  reading ; 
and  on  going  into  Committee.  The  Bill 
was  set  down  for  to-night  with  a  view  of 
proceeding  with  the  details.  If  the  House 
was  disposed  to  stop  the  Bill  it  could  do  so, 


but  it  was  advisable  that  they  shoald  come 
to  a  decision  whether  they  should  discuss 
the  clauses  or  debate  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  at  that  late  period. 

Mr.  SANDFORD  said,  he  thought 
that  the  House,  in  affirming  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  declared  not  that  it  was  pre- 
pared to  part  with  its  jurisdiction,  but  that 
it  would  feel  itself  justified  in  laying  down 
more  stringent  regulations  on  the  subject 
of  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections.  He  was 
glad  that  the  question  was  raised  whether 
the  House  was  prepared  to  part  with  its 
jurisdiction  in  reference  to  Election  Peti- 
tions. The  general  feeling  among  the  in- 
dependent Members  was  in  favour  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  House  being  retained. 
He  must  say  that  he  thought  the  argument 
of  the  Judges,  that  too  much  work  would 
be  imposed  upon  them,  and  that  their  office 
would  be  lowered  if  they  were  mixed  up 
with  elections,  was  unanswerable.  It  was 
said  that  the  expense  would  be  diminished 
by  trying  these  questions  on  the  spot ;  but 
he  believed  that  it  would  cost  more  to  take 
counsel  down  than  it  would  to  bring  wit* 
nesses  up.  Moreover,  it  was  intended  to 
continue  the  system  of  Commissions  for 
general  inquiries,  so  that  the  Judges  would 
be  limited  to  particular  inquiries.  It  would 
be  derogatory  to  the  dignity ^of  that  House 
part  with  its  jurisdiction  to  try  Election 
Petitions,  and  to  hand  such  inquiries 
over  to  Judges  who  were  the  nominees  of 
the  Crown.  Was  it  right  that  it  should  he 
left  to  nominees  of  the  Crown  to  determine 
who  were  and  who  were  not  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  people  in  that  House  ?  It 
was  unconstitutional,  and  if  they  wished  to 
find  anything  like  it  they  must  go  back  to 
the  days  of  the  Star  Chamber.  There  was, 
moreover,  no  necessity  for  adopting  it;  for 
he  believed  that  the  proceedings  of  the 
House  on  Election  Petitions  had  generally 
been  fair  and  just.  The  only  thing  want- 
ing to  their  decisions  was  uniformity,  and 
this  could  be  obtained  by  having  Judges  or 
lawyers,  in  whom  they  ought  to  place  con- 
fidence, to  sit  as  assessors  to  Committees. 
The  Bill  proposed  that  the  Judges  should 
decide,  without  the  assistance  of  a  jury, 
questions  both  of  law  and  fact.  The  pre- 
sent moment  also  was  an  unhappy  one  for 
adopting  such  a  change,  before  they  knew 
how  the  new  constituency  would  work. 

Mr.  p.  WYKEHAM  MARTIN  said, 
that  all  other  representative  assemblies  re- 
tained in  their  own  hands  the  power  of 
verifying  the  election  of  their  own  Mem- 
bers^ and  on  what  ground  was  that  House 
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called  upon  to  part  with  that  power?  He 
had  obserTed,  daring  twelve  jeara,  that  the 
iropartialii;  of  Election  Oommitteei  had 
not  been  queitioned.  If  he  were  to  ho 
tried  for  hi«  life  he  »bould  be  perfectly  tatia- 
fied  to  trust  his  case  in  the  hands  of  a 
Committee  of  tliat  House.  With  regard 
to  the  caae  which  had  been  decided  that 
day,  he  should  not  hate  been  at  »" 
prised  if  the  decision  had  been  the  other 
way,  as  the  case  in  Farour  of  the  Petition 
was  not  very  strong  ;  yet  still  the  Com- 
mittee had  oontidered  it  their  duty  to  de- 
cide in  favour  of  (he  Petitioners.  He  had  _ 
not  the  conGdenee  whicli  some  professed  i  sons  who 
in  the  superhuman  attribulee  of  Judgei 
and  he  believed  (hat,  hy  changing  one  tri 
bunal  for  another,  you  would  not  secure  in 
fallibility.  At  present  the  Judges  were  be- 
yond Ruspieion,  but  he  did  not  think  they  : 
would  long  remain  unsuspected  if  they  ' 
were  called  upon  to  decide  matters  of  fact 
in  reference  to  elections.  lie  was  prepared 
to  sit,  if  necessary,  to  the  end  of  Septen 
ber  in  order  to  pass  an  effectual  measure  ;  own  par 
to  put  down  bribery  and  corruption;  but  i  wholly  ti 
before  visiting  a  man  with  the  proposed  jection  ; 
disqualification,  he  would  have  him  really  I  did  not 
oonTioled  of  bribery.  In  the  Bristol  ease  power  ii 
there  had  been  no  conviction  of  moral  bri-  should  b 
bery,  but  only  of  an  act  made  illegal  by  vions  wh 
our  preposterous  laws — the  paying  of  a  lost  tribunal 
day's  pay — which  was  an  old -established  had  no  i 
prnctice  in  other  places  besides  Bristol,  fnots  bad 
He  admitted  it  was  a  vicious  practice,  but  followed 
would  any  one  say  it  was  an  offence  against  truth  wt 
moralily!  He  would  punish  the  oorropt  power  1 
candidate  an  much  as  possible,  but  not  (he  !  lowed  £ 
man  who  hsd  no  intention  of  breaking  the  der  a  si 
law.  The  other  day  when  he  was  going  down  I  gated  bj 
to  vote  at  a  county  electinu,  to  save  him  |  urged  in 
from  inconvenience  an  hon.  Memberoffered  thnt  the 
him  a  night's  hospitality,  and  be  believed  arrive  at 
that  might  hove  been  treated  as  a  case  of  i 
corruption.  He  wished  for  certainty,  which  I 
eould  not  be  obtained  without  a  good  defi- 
nition of  bribery  ;  and  he  thought  the  pre- 
sent tribunal,  at  all  events  with  a  legal 
Chairman,  was  better  than  that  proposed. 
But  if  a  case  was  to  be  tried  locally  by  a 
Judge,  then  he  would  give  him  a  jury  to 
decide  questions  of  fact. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  greater  part  of  t!io  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Rochester  (Mr.  P. 
Wykehani  Martin)  naa  opplieable  to  snb- 
iequent  clauses,  and  had  nothing  to  Jo  w 
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the  present  clause,  which  did  not  deal  with  i  would    . 
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Committee  carefully  diBtinguUhed  between 
the  case  of  two  Members  claiming  a  leat 
and  an  inquiry  into  the  subject  of  general 
corruption  ;  for  in  the  latter  case  it  was 
proposed  to  continue  the  practice  of  send- 
ing Commissioners  to  the  spot  to  infesti- 
gate  the  subject.     When  they  sent  down 
Commissioners  to  the  country  to  inquire 
into  the  existence  of  general  corruption 
they  did  not  send  them  down  to  act  as 
Judges  and  to  try  cases,  but  only  to  col- 
lect evidence  and  make  certain  inquiries 
with  a  view  to  ulterior  proceedings.     He 
believed  that  the  objections  of  many  of  the 
Judges  were  founded  on  the  same  misap- 
prehension, and  therefore  he  thought  the 
letter  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  ought  not 
to  weigh  very  much  with  the  Committee. 
It  had  also  been  stated  that  the  proposed 
tribunal   would  be  inefficient,  as  the  two 
Judges  appointed  by  the  Bill  would  be  un- 
able to  try  all  the  Petitions  after  a  General 
Election.     Now,  he  did  not  think  it  was 
ever  intended  that  Judges  should  be  spe- 
cially created  for  the  sole  purpose  of  trying 
Election  Petitions.     On   the  contrary,  he 
had  always  imagined  the  intention  to  be 
that  two  of  the  existing  Judges  should  be 
selected  for  the  purpose,  and  he  believed 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  securing  the 
services  of  the  senior  Judges.    It  had  been 
said  tliat  it  would  be  a  degradation  to  a 
Judge  to  try  questions  of  fact  as  well  as 
questions  of  law  ;  but  this  objection  was 
easily  disposed  of,  as  every  one  connected 
with  legal  proceedings  must  be  aware  that 
the  Equity  Judges  were  constantly  trying 
questions  of  fact  without  ever  supposing 
that   they   were  thereby  degraded.     The 
questions  which  the  Judges  would  have  to 
try  would  be  comparatively  simple,  and  he 
could  not  see  that  they  would  soil  their 
ermine  by  trying  election  cases  more  than 
they  did  in  trying  any  other  cases.    It  had 
further  been  urged  that  the  proposed  tri- 
bunal would  be  ineffective ;  but  could  any- 
one declare  that  the  present  tribunal  was 
effective  ?  The  great  defect  in  the  existing 
tribunal  was  that  it  sat  in  London.    It  was 
well  known  to  lawyers  of  experience  that  the 
trial  of  a  case  in  the  town  where  the  facts 
bad  arisen  was  of  the  utmost  consequence  in 
getting  at  the  truth.    When  a  witness  was 
examined  in  his  own  town  with  the  people 
standing  before  and  around  him,  who  all 
knew  what  he  had  been  doing,  it  was  al- 
most impossible,  from  the  instant  murmnr 
or   gesture  that  arose,  for  the  witness  to 
tell  an  untruth.     The  case  was  often  very 
different  when  the  witness  was  examined 
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in  London,  and  the  Committee  were  quite 
right  in  saying  that  a  local  inquiry  in 
election  matters  was  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance in  getting  at  the  tmth.  It  was 
said  that  a  local  inquiry  would  add  to  the 
expense,  instead  of  diminishing  it,  because 
the  fees  paid  to  counsel  who  went  into  the 
country  would  be  larger  than  the  expense 
of  bringing  the  witnesses  to  London.  This 
was  a  question  of  fact,  and  not  of  opinion. 
As  to  the  fees  which  it  was  said  would 
have  to  be  paid  to  counsel,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ought  to  know  that  nothing  was  more 
exaggerated  than  the  supposed  amount  of 
fees  often  said  to  be  paid  to  counsel.  Any 
one  who  had  ever  looked  over  an  attorney's 
bill  must  know  how  small  a  proportion 
counsels'  fees  usually  bore  to  the  rest  of 
the  bill.  With  regard  to  the  expense  of 
bringing  witnesses  to  London  he  had  un- 
fortunately had  some  experience  in  Elec- 
tion Petitions,  and  he  could  state  that  the 
great  expense  arose  from  bringing  wit- 
nesses to  London  and  keeping  them  there. 
They  expected  for  some  reason  or  other  to 
be  maintained  in  a  lavish  manner,  and  to 
be  kept  in  a  state  of  constant  good  hu- 
mour and  amusement.  He  did  not  ima- 
gine, as  the  hon.  Member  seemed  to  sup- 
pose, that  the  first  counsel  of  the  day 
would  be  brought  down  in  these  cases, 
because  the  services  of  other  counsel  could 
be  obtained  at  a  much  cheaper  rate.  The 
main  principle  of  the  Bill  was  the  change 
of  tribunal.  Three-fourths  of  the  clauses 
referred  to  that  subject,  and  if  the  Com- 
mittee thought  there  ought  to  be  no 
change  of  tribunal  they  might  as  well  give 
up  the  Bill.  The  House  had  considered 
this  question  more  than  once;  and  would, 
he  thought,  do  well  to  accept  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  and  give  up  a  power  which 
added  nothing  either  to  its  real  iufluence 
or  its  dignity. 

Mr.  DENMAN  said,  the  discussion  oou'^ 
vinced  him  that  it  would  have  been  better 
to  have  listened  to  his  suggestion  on  a 
former  occasion  and  have  postponed  all 
the  clauses  relative  to  the  new  tribunal,  in 
order  that  those  clauses  might  go  before 
the  Committee  again.  They  would  then 
have  been  in  a  better  position  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  tribunal.  His  proposal 
need  not  have  proved  fatal  to  the  Bill. 
The  words  now  in  question  were  of  no 
vital  moment,  because  they  might  as  well 
enact  for  tbe  present  that  an  Election  Pe- 
tition should  be  presented  to  the  House  of 
Commons  as  to  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas. 
If  the  words  "  House  of  Commons  "  were 
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(ubstituted  for  Court  of  Common  Pleas, 
ttia  neit  step  wonid  be  the  oonsideratioD  of 
the  Amendmonta  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bou?erie).  Though  he 
had  Rome  Ameaitmeiita  on  the  Paper,  he 
hftd  placed  them  there  with  no  intention  of 
delaying  the  passing  of  the  meatnrejall  he 
wanted  was  to  improTo  tho  measure,  and 
make  it  such  as  would  command  the  ap- 
proTsI  of  the  House.  It  was  now  admitted 
that  the  two  Honorary  Judges  would  not 
bo  infficient  for  the  trial  of  Election  Pe- 
titions after  a  General  Election.  But 
here  arose  the  point  on  which  he  joined 
issue  with  tho  Government.  The  Bill 
proposed  that  the  QoTernment  should  hi 
the  power  of  taking  out  two  more  Judges 
besides  the  Honorarj  Justices,  and  these 
two  Judges  were  to  be  engaged  for  the 
nonce  and  for  the  job,  and  taken  awaj 
from  the  trial  of  murders  and  other  circuit 
busineB*  to  hold  Election  Inquities  on  the 
spot.  ETeryone  must  regard  this  as  a 
proposal  of  a  verj  monstroDS  nature,  and 
It  was  to  prevent  such  an  interference  with 
tho  business  of  ihe  Courts  and  of  the  com 
try  by  the  nominnlioo  of  two  of  the  Judgi 
by  the  Minister  of  the  day,  that  he  proposed 
to  substitute  the  appointment  of  those  who 
when  there  was  a  great  deal  of  Assize 
business  were  thought  well  qualified  to  sit 
and  assist  the  Judges.  Ho  did  not  csre 
whether  they  were  appointed  by  the 
Speaker  and  the  two  Honorary  Judges,  or 
by  the  latter  alone ;  but  they  should  be 
well -qualified  barristers,  say  of  twelve 
fears  standing;,  who  might  assist  in  hold- 
ing the  inquiries  that  might  be  neces- 
sary after  a  General  Eieotioo.  The  olher 
Amendments  be  proposed  were  to  pro- 
vide that  the  tribunal  should  contain  the 
element  of  a  jury  as  well  as  that  of 
a  Jndge.  He  asserted  that  it  was  most 
objectiooable  that  an  inquiry  of  this  kind 
should  bo  held  before  a  single-seated 
Judge.  Although  there  vrero  tribunals 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  where  a  tingle 
Judge  tried  (Questions  of  law  and  fact, 
-  there  was  no  instance  of  a  single-seated 
Judge  having  a  very  eitensire  and  im- 
portant criminal  jurisdiotion.  The  Bank- 
ruptcy Commissioners  eicroised,  indeed,  ■ 
somewhat  analogous  power;  but  could  there 
be  anything  more  ridiculous  and  unsatis- 
factory than  Ihe  way  in  which  that  jurisdic- 
tion had  worked  f  He  believed  that  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  jury  would  bo  re- 
quisite ;  and  when  there  was  a  very  expan- 
sile power  of  getting  such  jury  among  the 
Members  of  that  House,  they  ought  not  to 
Jfr.  J)mman 


ONS)  and  Cmupt 

■aorifiee  the  power  of  geltlog  it  f 
body.  There  shoald  ba  one  perso 
sible  for  the  law,  and  a  body  to 
to  the  fact  of  guilty  or  not  goilty. 
Mr.  VANCE  aaid,  he  looked 
Bill  as  the  Dill  of  a  Select  C 
rather  than  of  the  Government,  a 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  Bill,  i 
ffonld  defeat  its  own  object.  It  ^ 
an  end  to  Petitions.  There  wet 
any  borough  which  could  stand  t 
an  inquiry  instituted  before  a  local 
and  the  consequence  would  be  th 
dates  unwilling  to  kill  the  gooae  i 
the  golden  oggs  would  hesitate  t 
against  the  return  for  a  boronj 
they  might  hope  to  represent  at 
ture  period.  Another  disadvanl 
necled  with  a  local  tribunal  wool 
the  services  of  a  competent  bar  i 
be  likely  to  be  secured.  Then,  t 
Judge,  from  tho  fact  of  his  sittin 
must  be  open  to  suspioion, 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  ssid 
the  course  of  the  rather  severe  i 
which  had  been  made  upon  thi 
seemed  to  have  been  forgotten  ih 
ever  might  be  its  defects,  it  proi 
of  the  moit  important  remedies  fo 
and  corruption — a  local  investigat 
own  opinion  was  that  the  wont  pi 
involved  snob  an  investigation  i 
better  than  the  best  plan  withont 
if  there  were  a  local  invesiigation  1 
diction  must  be  altered  ;  and  the 
was  whether  b  tribunal  shonld  b 
tutcd  composed  of  one  of  the  Judg 
land  as  proposed  in  the  Govemroi 
or  of  a  Judge  sitting  with  a  jury 
gested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlei 
Member  fur  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bo 
However  that  might  be  he  was  ai 
impress  on  the  House  that  any  i 
bunal  would  be  only  fit  to  ba  a  tri 
appeal,  and  that  it  would  be  neee 
have  besides  a  tribnoal  of  inves 
The  best  plan,  therefore,  to  adopt, 
to  him  that  of  which  be  had  given 
and  which  he  had  drawn  up  with  th 
ance  of  Mr.  Serjeant  Pulling,  p 
that  the  Revising  Barrister,  an  effi 
veraant  with  elections,  and  having 
dcrable  acquaintance  with  the 
should  be  the  person  to  bold  the  in 
tion  in  the  first  instance.  The  inve* 
should  take  place  before  the  retar. 
writ,  and  there  ahonld  be  a  scrutiny. 
must  endeavour  to  put  an  end  to  ei 
expenditure ;  and  he  thought  the  i 
of  the  preliminaiy  iDvestigatioa  sb 
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borne  by  the  public,  either  out  of  the  bo- 
rough rate  or  be  charged  on  the  ConBoli* 
dated  Fund.  If  tLe  Amendment  were 
pressed  to  a  division  he  should  vote  for  the 
provision  in  the  Bill  as  against  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that  the  plan  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  J. 
Stuart  Mill)  would  require  400  Revising 
Barristers,  and  he  thought  the  appeal  to 
the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  was  objection- 
able. Local  inquiry  was  admitted  to  be 
very  desirable,  and  at  the  same  time  there 
was  an  objection  to  get  rid  of  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  that  House  in  the  trial  of  Election 
Petitions.  There  could  be  no  question, 
especially  after  the  speech  of  the  Solicitor 
General,  that  local  inquiry  diminished  ex- 
pense. ['*No,  no!'']  He  spoke  from  some 
experience,  for  when  he  first  came  into 
Parliament,  it  was  after  an  inquiry  con- 
ducted in  his  own  borough,  the  parties  im- 
mediately engaged  in  which  were  solicitors 
on  the  spot.  But  he  thought  that  House 
should  not  be  the  first  Legislature  iu  the 
world  to  give  op  its  jurisdiction  in  reference 
to  disputed  elections.  They  ought  to  en- 
sure local  inquiry  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
retention  of  jurisdiction  on  the  other.  At 
a  time  when  a  review  of  the  whole  of  our 
Courts  of  Justico  was  imminent,  it  was 
most  inopportune  to  creato  two  new  Judges, 
lie  would  therefore  suggest  that  on  the 
presentation  of  an  Election  Petition,  a  bar- 
rister should  be  appointed  by  some  impar- 
tial authority  to  go  down  to  the  spot  to 
which  the  Petition  referred,  and  there  take 
evidence.  The  barrister  should  then  act 
before  the  Election  Committee  of  that 
Houso  as  assessor,  being  in  a  position  to 
afford  them  information  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  evidence  had  been  given. 
No  additional  evidence  should  be  taken  by 
the  Election  Committee,  unless  it  was  sub- 
stantiated before  them  that  for  special  rea- 
sons such  evidence  was  desirable.  The 
Committee  would  retain  the  entire  power 
of  deciding  whether  the  election  was  or  wos 
not  an  undue  election.  His  scheme  was 
not  yet  completed,  and  he  should  therefore 
support  the  Amendment  to  retain  the  juris- 
diction, with  the  view  of  bringing  up  a 
clause  at  a  future  time  to  carry  out  his 
view. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  that  the  plan  just 
suggested  of  a  doublo  inquiry  would  double 
the  expense.  What  the  House  desired  was 
that  there  should  be  a  Court  constituted 
which  would  give  satisfaction,  not  only  to 
the  House,  but  to  the  public.     He  did  not 


think  that  the  inquiry  before  an  Election 
Committee  afforded  entire  satisfaction,  and 
he  would,  therefore,  give  his  support  in  a 
considerable  degree  to  the  proposal  in  the 
Bill.  He  conceived  that  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  have  Election  Petitions  tried  by 
Judges  of  the  land,  as  they  were  removed 
from  the  region  of  party ;  but,  instead  of 
having  two  Judges  appointed  for  the  special 
purpose,  it  would  be  better  to  make  con- 
troverted elections  a  matter  of  criminal  in- 
quiry, and  to  let  them  be  tried  by  Judges 
taken  from  the  whole  Bench.  That  would 
be  much  better  than  appointing  special 
Judges  for  this  purpose.  The  mere  fact 
of  the  Judge  going  down  to  the  spot  to 
investigate  the  case  would  have  a  great 
tendency  to  check  corruption,  as  the  Inquiry 
would  be  held  under  the  eyes  of  the  borough. 
He  could  not  support  the  Amendment  by 
which  it  was  proposed  to  retain  the  juris- 
diction of  the  House  upon  this  matter. 

Mb.  PAULL  said,  he  could  not  agree 
with  those  hon.  Members  who  advocated 
local  inquiry,  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  reviving  the  animosities  attendant  upon 
the  election,  instead  of  allowing  them  to 
die  out.  Moreover,  the  appearance  of  one 
of  Her  Majesty's  Judges  in  a  borough  for 
the  purpose  of  conducting  an  inquiry  of  this 
nature  would  tend  to  prolong  the  saturnalia 
which  hon.  Members  strongly  condemned 
as  one  of  the  vices  of  the  present  system. 
Although  inquiries  into  bribery  might  be  of 
the  highest  importance  in  one  sense,  yet 
the  questions  which  wero  raised  upon  such 
an  inquiry  could  hardly  be  classed  with  the 
social  questions  which  usually  came  before 
the  Judges.  They  would  be  taken  from  their 
important  duties  to  decide  matters  of  minor 
importance,  and  such  inquiries,  conducted 
without  the  assistance  of  a  jury,  would 
tend  to  bring  the  Judges  into  disrespect. 
It  would  besuid  perhaps  that  a  Judge  was 
influenced  in  consequence  of  his  having  re- 
cently been  a  barrister  upon  that  particular 
circuit,  or  of  his  having  recently  given  up 
a  seat  in  the  House  in  order  to  take  his 
place  upon  the  Bench.  These  matters 
should  induce  them  to  pause  before  they 
cast  this  duty  upon  Judges. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  that  last  year  the 
House  of  Commons  delegated  this  most 
difficult  question  to  seventeen  of  its  Mem- 
bers, who  entered  into  the  inquiry  free 
from  all  political  bias,  with  the  determina- 
tion of  seeing  whether  something  could  not 
be  done  to  put  down  this  crying  evil,  and 
those  seventeen  Members  came  to  a  unani- 
mous Besolution  which  was  in  substance 
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in  fB*oar  of  the  priDciplei  embodied  in  tlie 
OoTerninent  Bill.  TJader  those  eircDm- 
•tnncea,  it  would  not  be  handsome  nor  eren 
fair  to  tlie  Oovernment  who  bad  adopted 
tlieir  plan,  if  the  Members  of  tliat  Commit- 
tee did  not  come  forward  and  state  the  rea- 
eona  which  had  indnced  them  to  come  to 
the  ooDcluaioag  at  which  they  had  arrifed. 
The  ahortest  wa;  of  layint;  the  matter  be> 
fore  the  Houio  was  for  him  to  state  what 
questiona  eame  before  the  Commiltee,  and 
the  decision  at  which  thej  had  arrired  re< 
apeoting  them.  He  might  state,  !n  the 
first  place,  that  everj  point  that  had  been 
■neotioned  in  that  delwte  tras  well  and  fnllj 
caaTessed  by  the  Committee  before  tliej 
came  to  the  unanimous  rosolution  of  placing 
the  matter  in  thehands  of  one  of  the  Judges. 
The  Committee  did  not  feel  mnoh  embar> 
raaaed  wiih  reference  to  the  qaeslion  of 
taking  away  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House, 
beoause  thejfelt  that  the  House  had  already 
parted  with  it.  It  was  true  that  the  House 
retained  the  power  of  appointing  from 
among  its  own  Members  a  Court  to  try 
these  Petitions,  but  having  done  that  its 
power  was  exhausted.  The  Court  thus 
appointed  was  as  independent  of  that  House 
as  if  its  Members  were  sitting  in  Quarter 
Sessions.  The  Committee  thought  under 
these  circumstaDces  that  the  question  of 
transferring  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House 
was  settled,  and  that  all  they  had  to  con- 
sider waa,  whether  the  existing  tribunal  was 
the  best  and  the  most  efficient  that  could 
be  obtained  ?  When  they  camo  to  look  at 
these  Courts  they  found  them  thus  consti- 
tuted— they  found — and  ho  said  so  with 
no  desire  to  speak  slightingly  of  the  de- 
oiiions  of  these  tribunata — that  they  were 
composed  of  persons  who,  from  the  vary 
necessity  of  their  situation,  were  political 
partizsns,  and  were  oonseqaently  liable  to 
be  suspected  of  political  bias  ;  and,  indeed, 
it  was  not  out  of  the  question  that  they 
might  be  affected  by  an  honest  political 
'•'■'•      Another  objection   to  the  -—:■'■"- 
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tribunals  was  that  they  could  not  be  ap- 
pointed until  after  the  House  had  assem- 
bled, and  therefore  they  could  not  meet  to 
ioTestigale  the  cases  until  months  sfter  the 
offences  had  been  committed.  Tbey  felt 
that  the  inquiry  to  be  efficient  must  be 
speedy,  so  that  there  should  be  no  time  to 
tamper  with  ihe  witnesses  to  see  how  t!ie 
inquiry  oould  be  evaded  or  to  square  the 
petitioners.  They  felt,  besides,  the  im- 
mense benefits  that  would  arise  from  local 
inquiry.  It  appeared  to  the  Committee 
that  if  the  eiisting  tribunata  were  to  be 
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increased,  that  there  should  be  no  selection, 
and  that  no  one  should  know  beforehand 
who  would  try  a  case.  He  would  like  to 
treat  Judges  in  this  matter  as  we  treated 
jurors,  who  came  out  of  and  sunk  back 
into  the  body  of  the  community,  thereby 
avoiding  speculations  as  to  their  bias,  poli- 
tics, and  prifate  life  which  would  be  in- 
dulged in  if  jurors  were  always  the  same. 
Unfortunately  this  was  not  the  course 
adopted  in  the  Bill,  owing  mainly,  perhaps, 
to  the  letter  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Queen's  Bench.  This  was  a  minor 
matter  ;  but  it  would  be  belter  if  the 
number  of  Judges  could  be  increased. 
When  there  was  a  desperate  duty  to  dis- 
charge the  Duke  of  Wellington  always 
took  for  it  the  regiment  that  was  most 
available  ;  he  would  not  by  selection  make 
any  distinction  ;  and  no  doubt  in  that  way 
he  sustained  the  morale  and  confidence  of 
every  part  of  the  army  by  showing  that  he 
had  equal  conBdence  in  all  regiments.  On 
that  principle  he  took  objection  to  the 
measure  of  the  Government.  To  conclude, 
a  really  efficient  inquiry  must  be  local  and 
speedy,  and  must  not  wait  for  the  meeting 
of  Parliament.  It  could  be  obtained  only 
by  delegating  the  duty  to  Courts  of  Justice; 
and,  therefore,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
approve  the  decision  of  the  Committee, 
which  was  most  conscientiously  arrived  at 
with  the  single  desire  of  doing  what  was 
best. 

Sir  ROUNDELL  PALMER  said,  that 
the  statement  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
not  shaken  the  opinion  which  he  had 
formed  when  this  Bill  was  first  laid  on  the 
table  of  the  House,  and  which  all  his  sub- 
sequent reflection  had  confirmed.  If  the 
choice  lay  between  the  Bill,  the  plan  of  the 
Committee,  and  the  present  system,  his 
own  judgment  would  be  in  favour  of  ad- 
hering to  the  present  system.  He  thought 
it  was  an  error  to  say  that  the  House — when 
it  regulated  by  Act  of  Parliament  the  mode 
in  which  it  would,  by  its  Committees,  de- 
cide upon  Election  Petitions — had  already 
parted  with  its  jurisdiction  in  the  same 
sense,  and  with  the  same  consequences,  as 
it  was  now  asked  to  do.  When  the  Whole 
House  decided  on  Petitions,  it  was  party 
rallying  against  party,  and  it  was  impossible 
that  an  inquiry  should  be  conducted  judi- 
cially ;  but  it  was  otherwise  when  a  small 
number  of  Members,  properly  selected, 
were  sworn  to  do  their  duty,  with  the  eye 
of  the  House  and  the  public  resting  upon 
them,  within  the  walls,  and,  as  it  were,  in 
the  atmosphere  of  the  House.     The  House 


still  retained  cognizance  of  what  went  on, 
and  took  constant  interest  in  it,  so  that  it 
could  detect  and  check  any  tendency  to 
corruption.  In  that  way  the  House  re- 
tained the  control  it  ought  to  have  over 
everything  affecting  its  constitution,  and 
he  was  decidedly  of  opinion  that  that  au- 
thority should  be  retained,  in  whatever 
mode  an  inquiry  might  be  conducted.  Nor 
did  he  agree  as  to  even  the  alleged  inci- 
dental inconveniences  of  the  present  sys- 
tem, nor  as  to  the  tendency  of  the  new 
remedy  to  correct  the  evils  stated.  Was 
it  part  of  the  plan  that  every  Petition  should 
be  presented  within  a  fortnight  ?  To 
shorten  the  time  for  presenting  a  Petition 
would  in  many  cases  be  as  likely  to  have 
the  effect  of  playing  as  much  into  the  hands 
of  corruption  as  it  would  be  to  have  that  of 
preventing  the  malpractices  referred  to. 
If  the  time  were  not  shortened  the  people 
concerned  would  still  manage  things  in 
their  own  way,  much  as  they  did  at  present. 
He  did  not  hesitate  to  express  his  opinion 
that  the  plan  proposed  would  diminish  tho 
number  of  cases  in  which  corruption  would  be 
exposed  and  punished.  It  might  be  that 
an  inquiry  by  a  Committee  was  conducted 
more  loosely  than  an  inquiry  by  a  Judge 
— but,  if  a  Committee  was  not  strict  in  ap- 
plying technical  rules,  its  very  laxity  tended 
to  the  discovery  of  truth  in  these  matters. 
He  was  apprehensive  that  if  a  Judge  was 
sent  down  to  try  these  cases,  according  to 
the  strict  rules  of  procedure,  the  advantage 
would  be  altogether  on  the  side  of  those 
who  stood  in  the  position  of  defendants. 
He  apprehended  it  would  be  found  that 
in  many  oases  corruption  might  escape 
even  in  a  more  flagrant  manner  than 
it  did  under  the  present  system.  No 
doubt,  in  some  cases,  local  inquiry 
would  be  most  valuable  and  important,  but 
not  necessarily  in  every  case  ;  and  he 
should  like  to  see  power  given  and  machi- 
nery supplied  to  the  Committees  of  the 
House  to  enable  them  to  conduct  such  lo- 
cal inquiry  when  they  deemed  it  necessary. 
As  to  the  proposal  of  the  Government  re- 
specting the  appointment  of  two  Judges, 
he  ventured  to  say  that  of  all  the  proposals 
which  human  ingenuity  could  possibly  have 
thought  of,  it  was  the  very  worst.  These 
two  Judges  would,  in  point  of  fact,  be 
called  upon  to  determine  all  matters  re- 
lating to  the  constitution  of  the  House, 
and  of  course  they  would  not  be  removable 
unless  they  were  guilty  of  grave  miscon- 
duct. Judges,  like  other  men,  had  their 
politics ;  but,  at  present,  oases  in  whieh 
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political  biu  might  be  Buppoied  (o  effect  Uemb«r 

tlieir  minds  «aro  rare,  allhough  in  those  Hunue 

eases  thoj  frequently  gave  tlicir  Judgments  tfaeHoiu 

according  to  ihcir  politici.     Indeed,  this  Bleotion 

happened  in  nluott  all  eccleaiaHlical  caies.  to  be  aei 

Still  even  in  cases  of  this  kind  the  pubhc  upoo    b; 

reposed    confidence  in  tlie  fudges,  being  that,  as 

aware  of  llieir  liigh  character,  and  the  «d-  direct  ai 

mirable    manner  in  which  tbej  generally  aboutd  i 

diaeharged  their  duties.     But  if  two  parti-  apecting 

cular  Judges  whose  politics  would  be  well  Court  ai 

known  wero  to  he  chosen  to  inTestlgate  trjtheu 

Election  Petitions,  he  ventured  to  predict  under  co 

that  there  would  bo  an  uniteraal  outcrj  in  tbe  juris 

the  country.     A  special  jurisdiction  was  House  k 

alwaya  an  OTil,  and  here  it  would  be  found  as  to  In 

in  its  worst  and  moat  exaggerated  form,  should  I 

Then,  two  Judges  could  not  get  through  land  aloi 

the  work  with  tho  necessary  despatch ;  and  Visco 

if  the  whole  Bench  were  employed,  as  wm  acknowli 

proposed  by  the  Committee,  they  would  be  but  tbe 

withdrawn  from  tlicir  ordinary  duties  in  a  the  belie 

manner  most  ineooTenieot  to  the  public  tribunal 

aervicc.     Therefore,  if  this  proposal  were  oient.    1 

adopted,  it  would  aaon  become  necessary  be  in  a 

to   aupplement  it  by  tbe  appointment  of  withont 

those  barristers  to  whom  bia  right  ken.  it  was  pi 

Friend  (Ur.  Ziowe)  so  much  objected.     In  one  woul 

conclusion,  he  protested  against  a  hurried  support  I 

change  of  this  kind  in  a  moribund  Far-  Mb.  1 

liament.     Be  believed  that  it  was  ioipoa-  ment  wh 

Bible  by  any  machinery  that  eonld  be  in-  Tide!"] 

vented,  in  the  way  of  trial  or  puoiabmeot,  had  odd 

to  prevent  comipiion  until  there  roae  up  three  fro 

in  tbe  oonatitueDcies  a  spirit  opposed  to  Uemben 

corruption.  move  tht 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTECOTE  said.  Mb.  E 

he  agreed  with  what  bis  lion.  Friend  (Sir  tbe  adj« 

Ronndeil  Palmer)  had  said  as  to  the  real  sisted  in 

remedy  forcorrnpt  practices;  buthe  wished  riper  mi 

to  point  out  that  the  present  scheme  of  a  hnd  bee 

local  inquiry,  surrounded  by  judtcinl  forms,  both  sid' 

bad  been  adopted  with  the  view  of  ehanging  decision 

the  spirit  of  the  constituencies  by  striking  apair  of  | 

at  tbe  root  of  corruption.     Local  inquiry  Houao  « 

afforded  the  .best  chance  of  effecting  the  the  booi 

object  they  all  niihed  to  eecure.  and  who 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  having  hut  if  he 

been  a  member  of  the  Select  Committee  tiona  he 

which  aat  last  year,  he  was  unable  to  agree  refuae  tc 

with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem-  Mr.  T 

ber  for  Calne   that  the  decision  of  tliat  opposite 

Committee  wns   arrived   at    unanimoualy.  be  (Ur. 

The   Committee    waa  uDanimoua  only  to  tboae    m 

this  Client— that  if  tho  juriadiction  were  Bridgwa 

transferred  from  the  House  it  ought  to  be  pect  tbe 

conferred  on  the  highest  existing  judicial  olasaed  I 

tribunal  in  the  country,  and  not  on  a  body  Bill  like 

of  Commisaionors  or  barristers.     He  bun-  bia  argu 

•elf  had  voted  In  cuiijunctieu  with  tbe  hot),  to  pau 
Sir  Souadell  Fainter 
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priies  to  the  legal  professtoa,  and  they 
would  oonBeqnently  hare  their  House  he- 
sieged  hj  the  profession  more  than  it  was 
at  present.  Practical  men  of  business  who 
sat  in  that  Honee  saw  that  the  front  Bench 
on  both  sides  was  flattered  by  one  body  of 
lawyers  and  bullied  by  another.  He  said 
that  the  Bill  must  be  a  bad  one,  because  it 
offered  two  more  prices  to  lawyers,  who 
obtained  promotion  by  their  speaking 
powers. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wUhdraum. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  '  Court 
of  Common  Pleas '  stand  part  of  the 
Clause.'' 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  178; 
Noes  158 :  Majority  20. 


AYES. 


Adderley,  rt.  hn.  C.  B. 
Akroyd,  E, 
Antrobus,  E. 
Arohdall,  Captain  M. 
Arkwright,  R. 
Bagge,  Sir  W. 
Barrington,  Viscount 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Beach,  Sir  M.  II. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Betumont,  H.  F. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Bingham,  Lord 
Bourne,  Colonel 
Bowen,  J.  B. 
Brett,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bruce,  Major  C. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  H.  A. 
Buller,  Sir  A.  W. 
Burreli,  Sir  P. 
Cartwright,  Colonel 
Cave,  rt.hon.  S. 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Cavendish,  Lord  F.  C. 
Cavendish,  Lord  6. 
Clay,  J. 
Clive,  G. 
Cobbold,  J.  G. 
Cole,  hon.  H. 
Cole,  hon.  J.  L. 
Collier,  Sir  R.  P. 
Cooper,  E.  H. 
Cox,  W.  T. 
Crawford,  R.  W. 
Dent,  J.  D. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Dimsdale,  R. 
Disraeli,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Du  Cane,  C. 
Duff,  M.  E.  G. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Dyke,  W.  H. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Edwards,  Sir  H. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  F. 
Egerton,  E.  0. 
Enfield,  Visoount 


Evans,  T*  W« 
Fane,  Lieut.-Col.  H.  H. 
Fawcett,  H. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Fergnsson,  Sir  J. 
Foljambe,  F.J.  S. 
Forde,  Colonel 
Galway,  Visoount 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Goldney,  G. 
Gordon,  rt.  hon.  E.  S. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Gorst,  J.  E. 
Gower,  hon.  F.  L. 
Grant,  A. 
Graves,  S.  R. 
Greenall,  G. 
Greene,  E. 
Grenfell,  H.  R. 
Griffith,  0.  D. 
Gumey,  rt.  hoD.  R. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Hamilton,  Lord  0. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hardy,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hay,  Sir  J.  C.  D. 
Hayter,  A.  D. 
Henderson,  J. 
Herbert,  rt.  hn.  Qen.  P. 
Ilervey,  Lord  A.  H.  0. 
Hesketb,  Sir  T.  G. 
Heygate,  W.  U. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hogg,  Lieut.-Col.  J.  M. 
Hood,  Sir  A.  A. 
Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B. 
Horsfiill,  T.  B. 
Howard,' hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Huddleston,  J.  W. 
Hnnt.  rt.  hon.  G.  W. 
Hurst,  R'.  H. 
Ingham,  R. 
Karslake,  Sir  J.  B. 
Kavanagh,  A. 
KendaU,  N. 
Keown,  W. 


Knightley,  Sir  R, 
Labonchers,  H. 
Lechmere,  Sir  £.  A.  H. 
Legh,  Major  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  Q. 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  G. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Colonel  G. 
Lindsay,  Colonel  R.  L. 
Lowe,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Lowther,  W. 
M*Lagan,  P. 
M'Laren,  D. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Manners,  Lord  G.  J. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
Majoribanks,  Sir  D.  C. 
Mayo,  Earl  of 
Melly,  G. 
Mill,  J.  S. 
MoflSatt,  G. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Montagu,  rt.hn.  Lord  R. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G. 
Morgan,  hon.  Major 
Morgan,  O. 
Morrison,  W. 
Mowbray,  rt.  bn.  J.  R. 
Nicol,  J.  D. 
North,  Colonel 
Northcote,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

S.  H. 
Otway,  A.  J. 
Packe,  Colonel 
Pakington,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Parker,  Major  W. 
Patten,  rt.  hon.  Col.  W. 
Pirn,  J. 

Pollard-Urqubart,  W. 
Potter,  E. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Price,  W.  P. 
Pritohard,  J. 
Pugh,  D. 
Rebow,  J.  G. 


Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Robertson,  P.  F. 
Royston,  Viscount 
Russell,  A. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Schreiber,  C. 
Sclater- Booth,  G. 
Seourfleld,  J.  H. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Seymour,  G.  H. 
Simeon,  Sir  J. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  J. 
Somerset,  Colonel 
Somerset,  E.  A. 
Stanley,  hon.  F. 
Stanley,  Lord 
S  tirling-Maxwell,  SirW. 
Stone,  W.  H. 
Stopford,  S.  G. 
Stronge,  Sir  J.  M. 
Stuart,  Lt.-Col.  W. 
Sykes,  Colonel  W.  H. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Thompson,  M.  W. 
Torrens,  R. 
Tracy.hn.C.  R.  D.H. 
Trevor,  Lord  A.  E.  H. 
Turner,  C. 

Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A. 
Warren,  rt.  hon.  R.  R. 
Waterhouse,  S. 
Weguelin,  T.  M. 
Welby,  W.  E. 
Wbitbread,  8. 
Woodd,  B.  T. 
Wynn,  C.  W.  W. 

TBLLXBS. 

Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
Whitmore,  H. 


NOES. 


Aoland,  T.  D. 
Adam,  W.  P. 
Allen,  W.  S. 
Amberley,  Visconnt 
Anstruther,  Sir  R. 
Aytoun,  R.  S. 
Bagwell,  J. 
Baines,  E. 
Barclay,  A.  0. 
Barnes,  T. 
Bamett,  H. 
Barttelot,  Colonel 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Biddulph,  Col.  R.  M. 
Blennerhassett,  Sir  R. 
Bouverie,  rt.  hon,  E.  P. 
Bowyer,  Sir  G. 
Bright,  J.  (Manchester) 
Bruce,  Lord  C. 
Bruen,  H. 
BuIIer,  Sir  E.  M. 
Buxton,  C. 
Candlish,  J. 
Card  well,  rt.  hon,  E. 
Carter,  S. 

Castlerosse,  Visconnt 
Cave,  T. 


Chambers,  M. 
Cheetham,  J. 
Childers,  H.  C.  E. 
Cholmeley,  Sir  M.  J. 
Cogan,  rt.  hn.  W.  H.  F. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Coleridge,  J.  D. 
Colthurst,  Sir  G.  C. 
Cowen,  J. 
Cowper,  hn.  H.  F. 
Cowper,  rt.  hon.  W.  F. 
Crossley,  Sir  F. 
Dalglish,  R. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Denman,  hon.  G. 
Bering,  Sir  E.  C. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dunne,  rt.  hn.  General 
Dyott,  Colonel  R. 
Edwards,  C. 
Edwards,  H. 
EUice,  E. 

Erskine,  Vice- Ad.  J.  E 
Esmonde,  J. 
Ewing,  H.  E.  Crum- 
Eykyn,  R. 
Fane,  Colonel  J.  W. 
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Filde>,J. 
FitiPatriek, 

FordjM.  W.  D. 
FoTBter,  C. 
Foiter,  W.  O. 
GitMlBe.  SerjeMit  S. 
OUdBtane.rt.  fan,  W.  E. 
0)ad>ton«,  W.  H. 
Ooldimid,  Sir  F.  H. 
Gnldniiid,  J. 
Gore,  J.  R.  O. 
GoMhen,  li.  hoo.  G.  J. 
GrehMD,  W. 
Gri7.  Sir  J. 
GrBgory,  W.  B. 
Qnj,  rt.  hoD.  SIrG. 
Gra;,  hon.  T.  ds 
GrMvenor,  Capt.  R.  W. 
GroTB,  T.  F. 
Gainani,  Sir  A.  E. 
H»Dkej,  T. 
H&DmBr,  Sir  J. 
Earrii,  J.  D. 
U^j,  Lord  J. 
Headluu,  rt.bD.  T.B. 
Htnsage,  E. 
Healflr.  rt'  bon.  J.  W. 
Benlej,  Lord 
Rennikor-Major,     hon, 

J.  H. 
DodgkiDMa,  a. 
Uowei,  E. 
Haghei,  W.  B. 
Batt,  rt.  ho.  Sir  W, 
JohnitODe.SirJ. 
Einglkke,  A.  W. 
Kingl*k«,  J.  A. 
KingiooM,  Colonel 
Kinnmird,  hon,  A.  F. 
Luon,  Sir  E. 
LamoDt,  J. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
LBader.  N.  P. 
Lcatham,  E.  A, 
•      ■         W.  H. 


Locke,  J. 
Lopel,  B.  C, 
Lome,  Marqa«N  of 
Liuk,  A. 

Ljttelton,  lion.  0.  Q. 
»uiin,  P.  W. 
MUbuik,  F.  A. 


UlUi,  J.  R. 
.W.    Milton,  Vi«oont 
UoDieU,rt.lui.W. 
Mora,  R.  J. 
Horrii,  G. 
Morphy.  N.  D. 
Neate.  C. 

O'Brien,  Sir  P. 

O'Loghlen,  Sir  C.  M. 


Fadmi 


?,  R. 


Paget,  T.  T. 
Palmer,  Sir  iv. 
PaiTj,  T. 
Panll,  B. 
FaaH,  J.  W. 
Pelbam,  Lord 
Pamberton,  E.  L. 
Philipi,  K.  N. 
Potter,  T.  B. 

Ramiaj,  J. 

Reardea,  D.  J. 

St.  Aubfn,  J. 

Salomon!,  Hr.  Aid. 

Samoda,  J.  UA 

Samnelaon,  B. 

Sandford,  Q.  M.  V. 

SaandarsoD,  E, 

Sermour,  A. 

Shemff,  A.  0. 

Spain,  A.  A. 

Staopoole,  W. 

Stuart,  Col.  Criohton* 

Sarteei,  0.  F. 

Srkei,  C. 

Sjnan,  E.  J. 

Talbot,  0.  a.  H. 

Tbrnue,  Lord  U.  F. 

Vand^i,  P. 
Vorooy,  Sir  B. 
Vernon.  H.  F. 
WaldegnTO-Lellie,  hon. 

G. 
Whit«,J. 

Winterbotbam,  B.  8.  F. 
TTiw,  H.  0. 
Woodi,  H. 
Wjld,  J. 
TooDg,  R. 
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QusBtion  propoted,  "  That  tbo  Clause 
■land  part  or  the  Bill." 

Mk.  fiOUTBRIE  laid,  he  rose  to  eipreaa 
bia  wilUo|ne8i  to  proceed  with  the  dia- 
oDBBion  of  the  Ameiidmenta  which  atood 
on  the  Paper  in  his  name.  At  that  late 
Lour,  howoTer,  ho  doobled  whether  it  would 
be  oonrenient  to  do  ao. 

Motion  made,  and  Queation  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  lit  ogain,"  —  {Mr, 
JiMveria.) 
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would  warn  hon.  Members  that  it  was  a 
measure  which  would  dangerously  touch 
the  tenure  of  their  seats. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  68  ; 
Koes  201 :  Majority  133. 

Mr.  ESMONDS  moyed'that  the  Chair- 
man do  leave  the  Chair. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  1  hope  this  course  will  not  be 
pursued.  On  se?eral  occasions  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  ha? e  expressed  the  greatest 
anxiety  that  this  Bill  should  be  proceeded 
with.  By  no  one  has  that  anxiety  been 
expressed  more  strongly  than  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone).  Well,  Sir, 
having  just  passed  what  have  been  called 
the  Supplementary  Reform  Bills,  we  have 
taken  the  earliest  opportunity  to  proceed 
with  this  Bill.  But  what  do  we  find? 
That  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire  votes  to  report 
Progress,  so  as  to  obstruct  the  passing  of 
this  measure.  No  doubt  hon.  Gentlemen 
have  expressed  in  speeches  and  by  votes 
their  objections  to  particular  portions  of 
this  Bill ;  but  those  objections  afford  no 
reason  why  we  should  report  Progress. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Tiverton  (Mr.  Den  man)  said  he  did  not 
eare  about  the  country. 

Mr.  DENMAN  :  I  beg  your  pardon,  I 
said  nothing  of  the  kind  ;  what  I  said 
was  I  did  not  care  about  the  impression 
Ibat  was  produced. 
^  The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  am  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House.  The  words  which  I  caught  were 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  care  about 
the  country. 

Mr.  DENMAN  :  That  I  did  not  care 
what  the  country  would  say. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  accept  the  statement  of  what 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  intended 
to  say  ;  but,  for  my  part,  I  confess  I  am 
anxious  about  the  impression  produced  in 
the  country.  I  am  anxious  that  the  coun- 
try should  understand  who  it  is  desires  to 
obstruct  the  Bill,  and  who  it  is  desires  that 
it  ahould  proceed.  I  do  hope  that,  having 
bad  several  hours'  discussion  and  a  division 
•nbstantially  affirming  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  we  shall  now  be  allowed  to  pass  the 
elauses  of  the  Bill,  and  not  be  met  by 
alternate  Motions  for  reporting  Progress 
and  the  Chairman  leaving  the  Chair. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 

YOL.  CXCII.    [iHIILD  SERIES.] 


chequer,  on  the  part  of  the  Government » 
is  anxious  to  promote  the  progress  of  the 
Bill,  I  must  say  I  never  heard  a  speech 
more  indiscreetly  framed  with  reference 
to  that  object  than  the  speech  which  he 
has  just  delivered ;  and  in  the  defence 
which  I  shall  endeavour  to  make  against 
the  charge  he  has  so  unexpectedly  brought 
against  me  my  principal  aim  will  be  that 
what  I  may  say  shall  be  as  unlike  as  pos- 
sible to  what  he  has  just  said.  Now  I 
must  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
for  thirty-six  years  this  is  the  first  time  I 
have  ever  heard  it  stated  in  this  House, 
even  by  any  private,  inexperienced,  and 
independent  Member,  much  less  by  a  Min- 
ister of  the  Crown,  that  the  vote  for  report- 
ing Progress  on  a  single  Motion  at  one 
o'clock  in  the  morning  upon  a  Bill  of  great 
difficulty  was  a  factious  proceeding,  which 
the  Minister  was  justified  in  denouncing 
and  exhibiting  to  the  country  as  an  ob- 
struction of  the  Bill.  Were  I  to  approach 
the  question  in  the  spirit  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  approached  it,  I  should 
examine  the  proceedings  of  the  Govern* 
ment,  and  should  go  night  by  night  over 
the  arrangement  of  the  Business,  and 
should  make  minute  inquiries  as  to  the 
signs  which  that  arrangement  shows  of 
the  anxiety  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
ceed with  this  Bill.  But  I  refrain  from 
such  a  course  because  1  know  well  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  launched 
his  unwise  and  unjustifiable  charges,  if  J, 
with  a  not  less  plausible  excuse,  were  to 
reiterate  them  the  effect  out-of-doors  would 
be  greatly  to  discredit  Parliament  in  the 
face  of  the  country.  I  will  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  which  he  has  very 
little  title  to  ask  from  me — the  reason  for 
my  vote.  We  have  just  rejected,  though 
not  by  a  large  majority,  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ayr 
(Mr.  Craufurd).  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie) 
has  a  medium  scheme,  between  that  for 
retaining  and  that  for  parting  with  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  House,  which  was  com' 
pletely  excluded  from  consideration  in  the 
late  debate.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  is  a  Gentleman 
who  has  held  the  Office  which  you.  Sir,  so 
ably  fill.  He  has  sat  in  this  House  for 
many  years,  and  he  is  certainly  entitled  as 
well  as  any  Member  in  this  House  to  be 
heard  upon  any  question  connected  with 
its  proceedings.  He  desires  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  explaining  fully  to  the 
House    the   particulars  of  his   plan,  for 
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whiflh  I   m»y  "BJ  I  l<»»e  no  riolent  pM-  oiiioion. 

posiegBioD.  ftiid  to  do  this  at  »  timo  when  boa.  Go 

Iho  Houte  ii  not  oihauited  b/  leogtlieDed  to  get  u 

■(■temontB.     And  what  1  eontsod  ia  ihit  be  Terj 

lo  ditide  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  upon  ataleme 

a  linglo  MolioD  «ith  a  riew  to  obuia  for  that  it 

faim  tbe  opportunity  which  he  asks  doee  one  o'cl 

Dot  ill  any  rotpect  justify  the  eitraordiDary  gre»B  w 
eliargea   whioh   hire   been    made.       Tlie        Mr. 

right  hon.  Qentleman  ought  to  know  mnch  Cbancel 

more  of  tbia  House  and  of  its  prooeedinga  undent 

beforo  he  venturea  to  make  euch  charges;  tioa,  or 

and  if  tiiere  are  thuae  who  object  to  that  plied  w 

Btatement,  I  want  to  know  what  title  their  greis. 

experience  or  close  obserrations  of  tbe  pro-  end  to 

oeedrngi  of  this  Eloute  gives  them  to  utter  propose 

opinions  in  so  singular  a  manner.     This,  I  ever  sin 

venture  to  aay  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  tired,  ■ 

man — let  him    abow   me  one  single  oase  to  defe 

where  any  tnan  ocoupyiog  his  high  poai-  iioor  a 

tion — I  will  go  aa  far  as  to  use  the  word  wm  Fht 

preaumed — ["  Ob!"] — jes,  haa  presumed  llembei 
— ["Uh,  oh!*']— haa  taken  on  hiraaelf,  if  Thb 
you  like  it  belier,  to  charge  a  Member  of    QUER 

lliis  House  with  faction  and  obstructioo,  underst 

because  of  a  single  rote  to  report  Progress  the  rig' 

at  one  o'clock  in  tbe  morning,  in  order  to  whetbei 

have  a  new  queation  fully  and  fairly  dis-  the  Hoi 

cusaed.     Let  him  iliow  me  one  single  ease  Commo 

of  sueh  a  charge  made  by  a  Minister  of  been  al 

the  CrowD,  and  I  will  retract  and  apologiie  disposet 

to  him.      Rut  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  Membei 

will  find  no  such  case;  and  in  its  absence  I  That  he 

will  venture  to  say  that  it  does  not  become  hie  that 

him  to  create  a  precedent  so  adverse  to  pose  his 

the  liberty  and  independence  of  Hembera  that  de< 

of  the  Iloose.     My  sentiraenta  with  regard  on  the  ( 

to  the  Motion  just  made  aro  the  same  as  to   prev 

those  of  (be  right  hon.  Gentleman.      I  am  really  ti 

not  iu  favour  of  alternate  Motions  such  as  whateve 
the  right  boo.  Qentleman  has  so  unreason-        Us.  > 

ahlj  euppoaed  are  part  of  a  scheme  for  ob-  eitrame 

itructing   the  progress   of    this    Bill.     I  right  ho 

challenge  any  hon.    Gentleman    opposite,  nook  (U 

and   particularly    the   Chanoellor    of    the  It  haa  h 

Exchequer,  to  point  out  any  oase  where  been  ad 

a  aimilsr  charge  of  obstruction  has  been  doora,  a 

put  forward  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  opinions 

I  cannot  consent  to  have   my  liberty  in  pledge  i 

any  degree  diminisbed  or  impaired  by  the  siroua  o 

right  hon.  Gentleman  or  by  anybody  who  just  hea: 

desires  to  pursue  a  similar  course.  that  wh 

Mb.  PAULL  »aid,  it  was  not  aatomsh<  ported  b 

iog  that  the  right  hon.  QeoLleman  the  Mem-  ment,  tli 

her  for  South  LancBshiro  (Mr.  Oladatone)  in  a  full 

should  exhibit    extraordinary    anxiety    lo  of  as  tb 

clear  himself  from  the  charge  of  factions  in  the  sp 

proceedings,  seeing  that,  after  what  had  b«r  for 

occurred,  both  the  House  and  the  oonntr;  Befor*  « 

must  be  disposed  to  entertain  avery  atrong  Bill  ir* 
Mr.  GladtloH,                                        ' 
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cussed  ;  and  fairness  and  the  forms  of  the 
House  are  on  our  side.  The  Bill  does  not 
embody  the  original  plan  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  only  an  alternatiye  one,  substi- 
tuted on  the  receipt  of  the  letter  from  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice.  If  we  insert  the  clause 
in  the  Bill  we  are  shut  out  from  discussing 
the  plan  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  who  is 
in  fair  play  entitled  to  an  opportunity  for 
its  discussion  ;  and  in  granting  it  we  shall 
only  he  doing  justice  to  our  view  as  Mem- 
bers anxious  to  suppress  corrupt  practices. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  There  seems  to  be  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  many  Members  of 
the  Committee  to  discuss  the  plan  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr. 
Bouverie).  Looking  at  the  great  quantity 
of  Business  that  remains,  and  also  at  the 
period  of  the  Session,  perhaps  the  best 
thing  we  can  do  is  to  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  Serjeant  GASELEE  complained 
that  the  Bill  had  purposely  been  kept  back 
until  a  late  period  of  the  eyening. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  wished  to 
know  when  the  Committee  would  be  re- 
sumed, and  whether  the  Bill  could  be 
taken  at  a  Mornuig  Sitting  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  haye  put  the  Bill 
down  for  Monday  ;  but,  candidly,  looking 


at  the  Business  on  the  Paper,  I  see  little 
prospect  of  its  being  brought  on.  I  think 
it,  however,  most  convenient  to  put  it 
down  for  that  day.  With  regard  to  Morn- 
ing Sittings  for  this  Bill,  no  doubt  there  is 
a  time  when  Morning  Sittings  will  consider- 
ably help  us  ;  but  until  we  have  settled  the 
general  principles  of  the  Bill  I  prefer  that 
discussion  should  be  confined  to  Evening 
Sittings. 

Committee  report  Progress :  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

D&AIVAOE     AND     IKPBOTEliENT      Ot     LAKDS 

(iBSLAND)   SUPPLEKENTAL   (no.  2.)   BILL. 

Oq  Motion  of  Mr.  Sclatkr-Bootb,  Bill  to 
conflrm  a  Proyisional  Order  under  "  The  Drain- 
age and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Aot, 
1863,"  and  the  Acts  amending  the  same,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  SclatkbtBooth  and  The 
Earl  of  Mato. 
Bill  |>rM0}it^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  190.] 

■ 

CLEEKS  OF  THE   PEACE,  &0.    (IEELAVD)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Mato,  Bill  to  make 
provision  for  the  payment  of  Salaries  to  Clerks  of 
the  Peace  and  Clerks  of  the  Crown  in  certain 
Boroughs  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
The  Earl  of  Mato  and  Mr.  Attorhbt  GxnBAL  for 
Ibiland. 
BiUprMenfed,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  194.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  o^olock. 
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Poor  Ut,  1631 
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Asirsw,  Sir  A.,  Wigt&ruhire 

RaprewDUtloQ  of  the  People  (SootUnd),  IB 

Oomm.  et.  7,  Amendt,  S6T 
SootliDd— Poor  U«,  1«31 
Sea  Fieheriei,  Lordi'  Amendte.  I860 
Supplj— Home*  of  ParlluneDt,  306 


Agricultural  Labour,  ito. 

Qneition,  Mr.  Fawoett;  AnlWM-,  Mr.OatboTH 
EKidjJune  11,  1397 

Agrieulture—Sptcial  Dtpartmmt  for 
Moved, "  That  a  Saleot  CommlttM  be  appolntad 
to  Inqaire  Into  and  report  opoa  the  fcnotlona 
of  Tarioaa  OoTerament  ODoai  lo  &r  aa  the; 
affect  qneetiona  relatiof  to  Agrloultnre,  wi^ 
a  Tiew  to  proiida  for  iho  daa  oonilderation 
of  Buob  quealloa*  b;  one  Department  raapoQ- 
aible  to  Farlianieiit "  [Mr.  Aetand)  Mag  19, 
679 ;  after  abort  debalo.  Motion  withdrawn 


AlBLIx,  EbtI  of 
Salmon  FiaherJee  (SooUand),  9R.  1639 
SeotUad— Poor  Rate,  Motion  for  a  Paper,  »1B 
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Brooke,  Captain,  Can  of,  Qaestioni,  Mr.  Stao- 
poole,  Captain  Viyian  ;  Answers,  Sir  John 
Pakington  June  22, 1855  ;  Question,  Captain 
Arohdall  ;    Answer    Sir   John    Pakington 

.  June  25, 2134 

Cavalry  Uniforms,  Question,  Sir  George 
Stucley  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
June  4,  nil 

Defective  Ammunition,  Question,  Mr.  Herbert ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Jfay  21, 654 

Enaineer  Department,  Clerks,  Question,  General 
Dunne  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  ;  short 
debate  thereon  June  4,  1124 

Floaiing  Obstruction  Committee^  Question, 
Major  Anson  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
June  8,  1222 

Fortifications'- Dockyards  and  Naval  Arsenals, 
Question,  Mr.  O'Beime  ;  Answer,  Sir  John 
Pakington  May  12,  1 12 

Malt  Liquor  for  the  Troops  in  India,  Quet- 
tions,  Mr.  M.  T.  Bass,  Mr.  Greene ;  Answers, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote  May  11, 15 

Military  Uniform,  Question,  Mr.  O'Reilly  ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  May  22, 712 

Militia  Quartermasters,  Question,  Colonel 
Stuart  Knox ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
June  11,  1395;  Question,  Colonel  Kings- 
cote  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  June  18, 
1756 

Musketry  Instructors,  Payment  of.  Questions, 
Major  Anson,  Lord  Eloho ;  Answers,  Sir  J. 
Pakington  May  25,  817 

Non-Pwrchcue  Corps  Retirement,  Question,  Mr. 
Childers ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
June  22, 1855 

Officers  in  Command  of  Dep6ts,  Question, 
Colonel  French ;  Answer,  Sir  J.  Pakington 
June  5,  1180 

Superanniuition  Allowances — Army,  Ordnance, 
Navy,  and  Marines,  Question,  Colonel  North; 
Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Jimtf  25,  2133 

Transport  of  Troops  to  India,  Question,  Sir 
Georffo  Stucley ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paking- 
ton June  4,  nil 

Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor,  Question,  Lord 
Truro  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury 
June  15,  1557 ;  Question,  Lord  Eloho ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Disraeli  June  15, 1566 

War  Department — Army  Estimates,  Question, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  ;  Answer,  Sir 
John  Pakington  ./Mntf  5,  1182 — Subordinate 
Officers,  Question,  Lord  Eloho ;  Answer,  Sir 
John  Pakington  May  28,  950 

Army  Reserve 

Moved,  '*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  appoint  a  Royal  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  our 
Military  Orgauixation,  in  so  far  as  it  relates 
to  the  establishment  of  a  sulBcient  and  econo- 
mical Army  of  Reserre,  and  the  means  it 
offers  of  speedy  and  efficient  expansion  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  war,  more  especially 
for  home  defence"  {Lord  Eleho)  June  23, 
1942 ;  after  long  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Question,  Major  Walker;  Answer,  Sir  John 
Pakington  May  19,  512 


Army  —  Sale  and  Purchase  of  (7om- 
missume 

Mored,  *<  That  the  Purchase  and  Sale  of  Mili- 
tary Commissions  be  discontinued  after  a 
date  fixed  for  that  purpose  "  {Mr.  Trevelyan) 
May  19,  514 

Amendt.  to  leare  out  from  *'  That "  and  add 
*'  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  ground 
of  complaint  against  the  operation  of  th« 
Purchase  System  in   the   Army   would  be 

greatly  diminished,  and  the  efficiency  of  th« 
eryice  improved,  by  the  abolition  of  Pur- 
chase above  the  rank  of  Captain  in  the  Cavalry 
and  the  In&ntry  of  the  Line"  (Captain 
Vivian) ;  Question,  **  That  the  words,  &e. ;" 
after  long  debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  with- 
drawn 

Army  ChaplainB  Bill  [h.l.] 

( 27ie  Earl  of  Longford) 

L  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  May  25         (No.  116) 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*  "  ( The 
Earl  ofLonsiford)  June  9,  1298 ;  after  short 
debate.  Bill  read  2* 
Moved,  *'  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee  "  ( The  Earl  of  Longford) 
June  11,   1385;  after  short  debate,  further 
Debate  adjourned 
Adjourned  Debate  on  Motion,  '*  That  the  House 
do  now  resolve  itself  into  a    Committee " 
( The  Earl  of  Longford)  June  12, 1465  ;  after 
debate,  agreied  to ;  Committee      (No.  146) 

Artizans'  and  Laboxirers'  Dwellings  Bill 

( 7%^  Lord  Chelmsford) 
I.  Read  1*  *  May  1 1  (No.  93J 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«  "  ( The 
Lord  Chelmsford)  May  26,  899 ;  after  short 
debate.  Bill  read  2* 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee"  (LordPortman) ;  Motion  agreed 
to ;  Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 

And,  on  May  29,  Conmiittee  nominated ;  List 
of  the  C  ommittee,  916 

Personal  Explanation  {Lord  Portman)  May  28, 
946 


8  of  Karine  Policies  Bill 

{Mir.  Candlish,  Sir  C.  OLoghlen,  Mr.  Norwood) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l^"  •  May  28  [Bill  147] 

ResLd2^*  June2i 

Attobnby  Genbbal,  The  (Sir  J.  B.  £ars* 

lake),  Andover 
Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment,  2R.  1908 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm« 

170 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practioei  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el.  5,  689 
Judicial  Patronage,  343 
Libel,  Comm.  597 :  cl.l,M7;  el.  3, 608 
Lottery  Act,  390 

Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  1367 
Publications,  Registration  of,  1511 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords*  Amendts.  1861 
Supply — Prosecutions,  495 

Australia — Postal  Oammunication  with 
Question,  Mr.  Childers ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater* 
Booth /icfttf  12, 1472 


AUS 


(INDBZ) 


199. 


AMtria,    Cmmtnial   SVuO^   Knih—T^ 
Tarif 
QuMtion,  Mr.  W.  E.  Fontar ;  Antmr,  UH 
Stutltj  May  »\,t53 

Atktok,  Mr.  A,  8.,  Tou>er  Hamkt* 
Cos)  Mines,  lOSa 
Eleotion  Petitioai   >ad  Cornipt    PraotioM  >t 

ElectioDB,  Comn.  cl.  1,  STO  ;  cl.  B,  690,  093 
Electric  ToUgraph*.   1331;   3R,   13SS,  ISM, 

1805,    18DB;     NomiiMtion    of    Coaunittee, 

1978, 1080 
GuTarnniOTit  of  lodik  Act  ADMBdmeiit,   3R. 

1598  i   Comm.  tl.   1,  Amsodt.   1S8S,  1888, 

1889,  lesi 

GoT«mor  GoDetal  of  India,  3R.  IflOl 

Libel,  Comm.  ci.  3,  6H 

MetropollUn  Police,  920 

Mines,  Accidents  in,  IfiOS 

Municipal  CorporatioDi  (Matropolii),  9R.  1T39 

Felroleum,  Comm.  1619 

Pablic  Sohoolt,  Ra-oomm,  1611 ;  et.  3,  Anendt. 

ISSO,  lose;   el.  6,  Amendt.  1931;  tl.  14, 

193T:  d.  16,  1939,  1910 
Fublicationi,  Registration  of,  10OB 
BepreseiitatJon  of  tb*  Fao^  (IreUad),  CoDUQ. 

oM.  a.  1803 
Sapplj— Burlington  HogM,  39T,  400 
MetropoliMn  Polioa,  Sl>3 
Univenitf  of  Giugoir,  iOl 
Tbamei  EmbankmcDt,  ia.  AuendnsDt,  BR. 

laig 

Attouit,  Mr,  B.  Sinclair,  Kirkcaldy 

Establiihed  Ohuroh  {Ireland),  Comm.  InttruQ' 
tion,  1180,1196 

Laks  Superior  and  tbe  Paoi&o,  Aa.,  Motion  for 
aCommiuion,  1313 

Nora  Scotia — Britisli  North  Amtriean  Con- 
federation, Motion  for  an  Addmc,  1637 

lUpreientatiOD  of  the  People  (Scotland), 
Comm.  tl.  1,  804  ;  el.  10,  S6fi  i  oM.  a. 
1336 

BaevKLL,  Mr.  J.,  C^omntl 
Military  at  Elmtiant  (Ireland),  2R.  Motion  Ha 

Adjournment,  17S 
Mines ,  Acoiileot«  in,  1500 
Bepresentation  of  tha  Peopio  (Irdand),  Oonun. 

1574  ;   cl.  10,  1586  ;  add.  tl.  1779,  1809 ; 

Coatii.  1895 

BiiLLiB,  Rt.  Hod.  H.  7.,  JitMnwM-jAtri 
Libel,  Comm.  el.  3,  017 
Peel  Statue,  The.  Ret.  2145 
Repreaentation  of  tbe  People  (Inland),  Comm. 

1680 
RepresentatioQ    of    the    People    (SootlandX 

Comm.  cl.  1,854;  1:1.8,860;  tl.  11,  995; 

Amendt.  1004,  1005 
Sea  Fiiherits,  Lords'  Amendt*.  1603 
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BinrsB,  Mr.  E.,  IiMtU 

EducatioD— RsriMd  Coda,  U3 
Begutralion,  SR.  1609 

Bank  of  Bombay  Bill  Bazlbt, 

(Sir  Stafford  NorAeoU,  8irJam»t  Ftrjuuon)  BnraMi 
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Bbach,  Sir  11.  E.  Hiok8-»  (Seoretanr  to 
the  Poor  Law  Commi8Bioner8)|  Glou- 
cestershire, E, 
Compoond  Householder,  The,  240 
Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  1402, 

1498 
Militiamen,  Families  of,  1475 
Poor  Relief  ABsessment  RetomSy  1470 

Beach,  Mr.  W.  W.  B.,  Hampshire,  If. 

Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  1720 

Beaumont,  Mr.  Wentworth  B.,  Northum' 
herland,  S. 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  483 

Beecboft,  Mr.  G.  S.,  Leeds 

Representation    of    the    People    (Scotland), 
Comm.  cL  8,  892 

Belpeb,  Lord 

ReguUtion  of  Railwaji,  Report,  d,  14,  415 

Bentinck,  Mr.  G.  Carendish,  Whiiehavm 

Courts  of  Justice,  New,  2130,  2131 
Disraeli's,  Mr.,  Speech  at  Merchant  Tajlors' 

Hall,  2156 
Knights  of  Windsor,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

1978 
Metropolis  —  Burlington    House    Colonnade, 
1835 

St.  Mary  Somerset  Church,  2140 
Municipal     Corporations     (Metr(^K>Us),    2R. 

Amendt.  1735 
Public  Schools,  Re-coram.  el.  6, 1927 
Supply— Burlington  House,  307,  300 

Coorts  of  Justice,  New,  200 

National  Gallery  Enlargement,  303, 1172 

Palmerston  Monument,  403 

Parliament,  Houses  of,  305,  311 

Public  Buildings,  204 

Science  and  Art,  1170,  1172 

Bebesfobd.  Capt.  D.  W.  Pack-,  Carlato  Co. 
Ireland — Ranger  of  the  Curragh,  1754 

Bebkelet,  Hon.  F.  H.  P.,  Bristol 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
add,  el.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1801, 1803 

Blake,  Mr.  J,  A.,  Waterford  City 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords'  Amendts.  1868 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  2012,  2018,  2020 

Boa/rdof  Trade-Sule  of  the  Bead  at 

Sea 

Question,  Mr.  Holland ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Care  Jtme  25,  2136 

Bovhau-Cabteb,  Mr.  J.,  Winchester 

Boundary,  Comm.  278 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  PraoiioM  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el,  1,  681 
Eleotrio  Telegraphs,  2B.  1809 


Boundaries    of    JSoroti^Af— see    Bepri' 
senMhn  ofihe  People  Act,  1867 

Bonndary  Bill 

(Mr.  Secretary  Qaihome  Hardy ,  Mr.  ChaneeUor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Sir  James  Feryusson) 

e.  Committee^B.p.  May  14,  248  [Bill  78] 

Conmiittee-»R.p.  Jtme  8, 1257 

Committee  June  11, 1404;  after  long  debate, 
BUI  reported  [BUI  165] 

Considered  *  June  18 

Read  3^*  June  22 
I.  Read  1»*  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  June  28 

Read  2*  •  June  25  (No.  170) 


BoTTBins,  Colonel  J.,  Evesham 

•resentation    of    tb 
'onmi.  add.  cl.  1245 


Representation    of    the    People    (Sootknd), 

c<        


Bouvbeie,  Kt.  Hon.  £.  P.,  JBTilmameoi,  Sfc. 

Courts  of  Justice,  New,  1307 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  PraotioM  at 
Elections,  Comm.  el.  5,  682,  686,  602 ;  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment,  2101,  2106 

Electric  Telegraphs,  2K.  1807 ;  Nomination  of 
Comm.  Amendt.  1078 

Land  Writs  Registration  (SeotUad),  Comm. 
d,  23,  1520 

Ministerial  Statement,  634 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Houte^  1750 

Registration,  Leave,  1403 

Registration  of  Voters  Act,  371,  370,  880 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
el.  8,  Amendt.  473,  484,  486,  684,  840  ;  cL  5, 
856 ;  el,  8,  872,  800 ;  el.  0,  Amendt.  078, 
080, 081. 082  ;  el  10, 002 ;  el.  11, 005  ;  el.  6, 
1010 ;  add.  el.  1236 

Supply — Civil  Service  Estimates,  1010 
Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  2172 

Whitsuntide  Recess,  026 

Bowen,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Pembrokeshire 
Ireland— Royal  ilesidenoe  in.  Motion  for  an 
Address,  358 

Bowteb,  Sir  G.,  Bundalk 
Boundary,  Comm.  285 
Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  1881 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  1050 
Egypt — The  Viceroy  and  the  Soeietd  d'Agrioole^ 

1804 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el,  1,  650 
Established    Church   (Ireland),   Leare,   816; 

Comm.  1105 
Lottery  Act,  380 
Ministerial  Statement,  641 
Navy  Estimates — Wages,  01 
Public  Accounts,  Res.  110 
Registration,  2R.  1612 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comoou 

add,  el.,  177B,  1780 
Representation  of  tiie  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

468,  460 
Riots  at  Ashton,  Staleybridge,  4c.  880 
Supply — Learned  Societies,  Grants  to,  1182 
National  Gallery  Enlargement,  308,  804 
Parliament,  Hoases  of,  303, 310 
Royal  Parks,  4o.  800 


(IHDEX) 


1       ', 


Bust,  Mr.  J.,  Leitrim  Co. 

Iralud— Roy*]  lUddsnce  in,  MoUoa  for  ut 

Addnu,  358 
BeprawntBtion  of  the  Feopla  (IreUnd),  Oomm. 

el.  IB,  1B98  ;  add.  d.  17T9  1   MoUon  for  Ad- 

joummont,  1801,  1803,  1804,  180B  ;  Coniid. 

1883 

Bketi,  Sir  H.  B.,  u»  Bolicitor Qenenl,  Tbo 

B&isET,  Ur.  Jacob,  ManehttUr 
EUmenUrj  Eduofttion,  30.  1993 
Muriwl  WomflD'i  Propcrtr,  3R.  13<0 
Sgpplf— Unifentt;  of  Olugoir,  403 

Bbiobi,  Ur.  John,  Sirminffham 
BuTstt,  Tlie  Coaiiot,  B83 
BonDdariea  of  Borough*,  Motion  for  m  Com- 

miuioD,  437,  438,  431 
Bounduj,  Comm.  3S3,  361 ;   PnambU,  1378, 

I97S;  el.  4,  1109,  1418 
Elsotrlo  Telwnph*,  1331 
Ettabliihed  Cbarch  (Ireland),  9R.  741 
HinirterUl  SutemtnC,  S3S 
Nont  Sootia — Briliab  Korth  Amerioan   Con- 

fodanlioD,  Motioa  for  m  Addran,  tSfiS,  1094 
Bapreuautianof  IheFeople(SaDtluid),  Conm. 

el.  8,  477,  48S  i   d.  8,  87fi  ;  el.  9,  SSS,  971, 

973,  980  ;  Sobodolo  A,  1303,  I3S1,  llfiS 

Brittol  Election 

PetittOD  of  Elsoton  of  the  CUj  of  Briitol 
roforred  to  the  Gonenl  CommittM  of  Efoo- 
tioni  May  IS,  ITG 

Soloot  Gommittee  noioiiutad ;  Uit  of  the  Com- 
mittee Junt  17,  1740 

Report  of  the  CommittM:  HinutMof  EridoMe 
to  bo  Uid  before  thii  Honte  (ifr.  Mowtt) 
Jwit  M,  3130 

BsoicLBY,  Ur.  W.  Datkhpori-  Wanetei- 
shire,  N. 
BoondaiT,  Comm.  el.  4,  143S 
Peel  Sutne,  The,  Rai.  2148 
Pahlio  Sohooli,  Ro.«omin.  el.  18, 1940 

Bronph^  Ferry  Prorisioiial  Order  Con- 
flnnatioii  Bill  (?%« Zonf  ctmtoH) 

I.  Committee  ■ ;  Report  Mai/  1 1  (Ho.  88) 

ReadS^'ifciy  13 
Rojtl  AiMnt  May  39 

Bbovhb,  Lord  J.  T.,  Maj/g  Co, 

BnriaU  (Ireland),  Oomm.  a.  1,  Amendt.  ISSl 
RapreHOtatlon  of  tbe  People  (iTeland),  Comm. 

cl.  3.  Ifi84;    d.  18,  lfi90,  1893;    add.  d, 

17T9, 1780, 1797 
R«preMntitioDoftbePeoplo(Sootluid),Oomm. 

a.  8,  476,  478 

BRtJOE,  Rt.  Hon.  H.  A.,  MortKyr  Tydvil 
.  BouDduj,  Comm.  el.  4, 1435,  1440 
EdooBtlon— RoTiMd  Code,  9fi3 
ElemenUr;  Edaoction,  3R.  1983,  1998 
MiDM,  AooidODt*  in,  1498 
Sppplf— Eduoation,  Pablio,  1139,  1143,1160, 
1181 
Soienooand  Art,  1170 
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Oaitdusb,  Mr.  Jw— «oiil. 

,  Representation  of  the  People  (IreUnd),  Oomm. 
cl.  18,  1594 
Representation  of  the  People  (SootUnd),  Oomm. 

el  8,  858 ;  Schedule  A,  1254 
Snpply — Nonconforminff,  Ao.  Minitters,  Sld8 

Science  and  Art,  1171 
Supply — GoYemment  Frifons,  1106 ;  Amendt. 

1107, 1108 
Supplj— Puhlio  Buildings,  Amendt.  294 


Caittebbttbt,  ArohbiBhop  of 
Armj  Chaplains,  Comm.  1885 
Established  Church  (IreUnd),  8R.  2089 
Ritual,  Reports  of  the  Comnilssion  on,  838 

Cape  of  Good  Hope^Basuto  Land 
Question,  Mr.  Cardwell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderlej 
3fay  12,  114 


Capital  PniuBhmeiit  within  Prisons  Bill 

( The  Duke  ofRiehtnond) 

I.  Head  3*  May  11,  14  (No.  88) 

Amendt.  **  To  provide  that  all  prisoners  who 
might  be  within  the  walls  of  the  prison  at 
the  time  when  an  execution  took  place,  should 
be  present  when  the  punishment  was  in- 
flicted "  (The  Lwd  Ravefmoorth) ;  aaer 
short  debate,  Amendt.  negatived  ;  Bill  passed 
Rojal  Assent  May  29  [31  Viet.  0.  24] 


Cabdwsll,  Eight  Hon.  E.,   Oxford  City 

Boundary,  Comm.  281 

Cape  of  Good  Hope — Basnto  Land,  114 

East  Worcestershire  Election,  1120 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioes  at 
Elections,  Comm.  eL  5,  2196 

Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacific,  ^.,  Motion  fbr 
a  Commission,  1850 

Nora  Scotia — British  North  American  Con- 
federation, Motion  for  an  Address,  1688 

Parliament,  Dissolution  of,  1076 

Peel  Statue,  The,  2142,  2144 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Consid. 
add,  el,  1905 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
el  8, 6S5 ;  el  9,  970 


Cablisle,  Bishop  of 
Armj  Chaplains,  2R.  1300 
Consecration  of  Chnrohyards  Act  Amendment, 
2R.  508 


Cabnabton,  Earl  of 

Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  1392 

Courts  of  Justice,  New,  1845 

Newfoundland— Grants  of  Land  on  French 
Coast,  700 

Nora  Scotia,  1749 

Parliament— Construction  of  the  House,  Re- 
appointment of  Commission,  510 

Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el  9, 1623, 1627 

Unirersity  Tests,  1017 

Vagrants— Guildford  Union,  Motion  for  Cor- 
respondence, 95, 100, 109 


Cabitxoib,  Hon.  C,  Forfanhire 
Agriculture,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  587 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  2B.  1521 
Money  Orders  and  Stamped  Receipts,  2134 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Consid. 
add.  el  1445 


Carrier^  Act,  Oenoral 
Question,  Mr.  Carter ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Ca?e  June  25, 2131 


Cabieb,  Mr.  S.,  Coventry 
General  Carriers'  Act,  2131 


OaUle  Plague 

Fcreian  Cattle  Market,  Question,  Mr.  Shaw- 
LcMTre;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  June  11, 1395 

Importaium  of  Foreign  Cattle,  Question,  Mr. 
Russell  Gurney ;  Answer,  Lord  Robert 
Montagu  May  11,  18;  Question,  Mr.  Cor- 
rance ;  Answer,  Lord  Robert  Montagu 
May  12, 115  ;  Questions,  Sir  Robert  Collier ; 
Answers,  Lord  Robert  Montagu  May  18, 
424 ;  Question,  Mr.  Horsfidl ;  Answer,  Lord 
Robert  Montagu  June  18, 1758 

Zurich  Veterinary  College,  Question,  Sir  J. 
Clarke  Jerroise;  Answer,  Lord  Robert 
Montagu  June  18,  1755 ;  Question,  Sir  J. 
Clarke  Jerroise;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
June  22, 1852 


Cats,  Et.  Hon.  S.  (Paymaster  of  the 
Forces  and  Yiee  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade),  New  Shoreham 

Alkali  Act  (1863)  PerpetuaUon,  2R.  1296 

Cattle,  Importation  of,  115 

County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm. 
164 

Electric  Telegraphs,  1564 

**  Garonne,"  Loss  of  the,  1042 

General  Carriers'  Act,  2131 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts,  513, 1853 

Regulation  of  Railways,  2R.  1294 

Rule  of  the  Road  at  Sea,  2136 

Sea  Fisheries,  Lords'  Amendts.  1859,  1868, 
1869 

Weights  and  Measures  (Metric  System),  2R. 
204 


Cats,  Mr.  T.,  JBamstaple 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  d.  5,  Motion  for  A<l|joum- 
ment,  2188 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2B.  1318 


CATENDisHjLordF.  C,  Torhhire,  W.B.^ 
IT. 

Elementary  Education,  2R.  2008 

Cecil,  Lord  £.  H.  B.  G.,  ^sex,  8. 
Main  Drainage— Inhabitants  of  Barkings  9^4^ 
1853 


f  I K  D  B  Z) 


()n^im.tiii«Mmi,Mr.yrMiii;  Aniww,  Mr. 

Adder1«T  Am  IB,  ITU 
Una-tiuirited    PubHeaHon    of   a    DtipabA, 

Q,UBitiai],  Hr.  WatUn;  Aiwwar,  Uf.  &dto> 

1b7  May  >9, 1011 

Cbikbkbb,  Hr.  11.,  Dtpenport 
Atmj—0)atkM  ia  the   EnitnMK  DaptrtBtnt, 

lias 

CourU  of  JaitiM,  Nbw,  388,  SflS,  IDIS,  9131 
NkTj  Eatimatei— W*{n,  61 
PnblioatiOB*,  Rsgiitntion  of,  ISll 
RepresenUtlon  of  the  Feopla  (Irslud],  Oomm. 

d.  18,  1992 
Snppljr— Pablio  Bnildingi,  301 
Rofil  Parks,  Ao.  998,  SOO 
TJnlrenitf  of  London  Bnildlngi,  8M 


CsuiBEu,  Hr.  T.,  MaryMoM 
libel,  Comm.  E04  ;  «I.  1,  605,  SOS ;  tl.  9,  Oil 

Chixcellob,  The  Lara  (Lord  Caibiii) 
Ann;  ChiplaJD*,  Comm.  138T,  18S3 
Bankrnpter,  Withdntwal  of  Billi,  0 
Count;  Oeorti  (Adminltj  JurlldiDtion),  3R. 

IB6S, 1SS4 
Coarta  of  Joitioo,  New,  lOS,  ISSS,  181S,  1818 
Eitabliihed  Cbnreh  (Iralud),  1719 
Foreebora  and  Bed  of  tbe  Sea,  1881 
Regulation  of  Rallnri,  Comm. «(.  0,  Ameudt. 

7  :  d.  19, 18 :  add.  cl.  130, 191 
Beligiona,  Ao.   Building!  (Site*),    3R.    93fi; 

Comm.  d.  3, 1713 
Ritual,  Raporta  ot  the  OomminloEi  on,  837 
Sale  of  PoUona  and  Pbaniuur  Aot  Ameod- 

ment,  Report,  add.  el.  ISSO 
Sea  Fliberiee  (IreUnd),  Comm.  d.  5,  938,939, 

ail;  Re-oomm.  917 

Chuicblloe  of  the    ExcsBttuxB    (Right 
Hod.  G.    W.    Hont),  IforthaufUm- 

Coioage — Half-CrovDt,  1850 
Court!  of  Jutloe,  New,  8U 
£leotlou    Fotitlont  aud   Comipt  PrMtlee*  at 

Eleotioni,  Comm.  d.  S,  686,  9198,  9I9S 
Eleotrie  Telegraph*,   6S1,    1381  ;    SR.    1801, 
15ST,    1306,    ISOT,    IBOO;    Nomination    of 
Committee,  InatrnatiDn,  1978,  1979,  1960 
Foreign  Cattia  Market,  139JS 
Ireland— Railwaje,  17fi9 
Metropolii — ClerkeDwall  Explodon,  1998 
Parliament  —  DiiKtlqtion,   The,   1199,    1180, 
1993 
Publio  Petitiona— BreaohorPiiiil«fe,17al 
Public  Aooonota,  Rea.  198 
Repreeentation    of    the    People    (Sootland), 

Comm.  cl.  8,  881 ;  d.  C,  1313,  1313 
ReTenae  OfBeera  DinbilitiM  Remonl,  Oomm. 

1530,  1538 
Stamp  Dutf  on   the  Tranifar  of   Debratnn 

Stook,  1337 
Supply— Civil  Sorrioe  Eatimatei,  1010 
CouDt;  Conrte,  503 
Court*  of  Jiutioe,  New,  991 
Ootemmeiit  PriMOl,  1108,  IIW 
MetropoUum  PoLioe,  SOI 
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CitT  of  London  Gas  Wl—Farmerltf  \ 
Metropolis  Gas  Bill  1 

{Mr.  Afcrrtson,  Mr.  Locke,  Mr,  Oortt) 

e,  Re-comm.  *•— b.p.  May  IS  [Bill  115] 

Re-oomm.  *  ;  Report  May  19 

Considered  *  May  20 

Read  ao*ifay  21 
h  Read  1**   {The    Lord   SUsnUy  of  Alderley) 
May  22  (No.  109) 

Read  2*  *  June  8 

Committee  *  June  25  (No.  168) 

Clancartt,  Earl  of 
Regulation  of  RailwajB,  Report,  d,  14,  412, 
416 ;  cL  16,  Amendt.  418 ;  add.  el.  421  ; 
SR.  708 

Clakbicabdb,  MarqneBs  of 

Regulation  of   Railwajs,  Comm.  el.   16,  9 ; 

cl.  19,  Amendt.  12,  13  ;  Report,  add.  c/.  417 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmaoy,  Comm.  1556  ; 

8R.  1748 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),   Comm.  el.  6,  287, 

239,  242  ;  Re-oomm.  916 
South   Eastern  and   London,  Brighton,   and 

South     Coast     Railwaj     Companies,    2B. 

Amendt.  1448,  1462 

Culbevdov,  Earl  of 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  IR.  1741  ;  2R. 

2079 
Schools,  Public,  Address  for  Papers,  1546 

Clat,  Mr.  J.,  Xinaston-on-Hull 

Revenue  OflSoers  Disabilities  Remo?al,  Comm. 

1637 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el.  23, 1629 
Parliament — Dissolution  of,  1081 
Supply— Foreign  Office,  New,  313 
Parliament,  Houses  of,  305 
Prosecutions,  500 

Olerkenwell  Prison,  The  Attack  on — The 
Convict  Barrett 
Question,  Mr.  Bright ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  May  25,  832 

Clerks  of  the  Feaoe,  ftc.  (Ireland)  Bill 

(The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 

Ireland) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  l^  *  June  25  [Bill  194] 

Cletelaitd,  Duke  of 

Poor  Relief,  3R.  add.  el.  1912 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Report,  <xdd.  el.  419 
Vagrancy — Guildford  Union,  Motion  for  Cor- 
respondence, 104 

Cltstov,  Lord  (Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India) 
Scotland — County  and  Borgh  Police,  Motion 

for  a  Committee,  3 
Thames  Embankment,  Ac.  2R.  1917 

CiivB,  Mr.  G.,  Hereford  City 
Turnpike  Trusto,  2R.  1722 

YOLtCZCU.    [TfiXSD  snixs.] 


Coal  Mines —  The  Committee  on 
Question,  Mr.  Greene ;   Answer,  Mr.  Ayrton  ; 
short  debate  thereon  May  29, 1081 

CooHBANE,  Mr.  A.  D.  E.  W.BailHe,  JSbniton 

Abyssinia — Batta  to  the  Army,  1766 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  368,  1045 
Disraeli's,  Mr.,  Speech  at  Merchant  Taylors' 

Hall,  2158,  2161 
Navy — Greenwich  Hospital,  719,  1 185 
Peel  Statue,  The,  2144 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

449;  e/.  3,  486;  cl.  12,  1006 
Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  305 


CooAN,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  F.,  JBTildare  Co. 

Cnrragh  of  Kildare,  2R.  1620 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  1195 
Parliament,  Dissolution  of,  1074,  1075 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Consld. 
add.  a.  1902 


Coinage — Half-  Crowns 
Question,  Sir  Frederick    Heygate  ;    Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  29, 
1849 

Cole,  Hon.  J.  Lowry,  JSnniskillen 
Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  add.  el.  1384 

CoTJEBBOOKB,  Sir  T.  E.,  Lanarkshire 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  2R.  1620 
Government  of  India  Act  Amendment,  1567  ; 

Comm.  el.  1,  1889 
Governor  General  of  India,  2R.  1602 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el.  3,  849  ;  el.  4,  Amendt.  852,  864,  855  ; 

cl.  5,  Amendt.  856  ;    cl.  8,  893 ;   cl.  9,  977, 

978.979;  d.  \0,  988;   cl.  12,  1006,  1007; 

0^.51,1009;  el.  41,  1233;  add.  d.  1237; 

Schedule  A,  1251.  1254 
Supply — Register  Honse  (Edinburgh),  Report, 

1176 

CoLEsiDOE,  Mr.  J.  D.,  Exeter 

Libel,  Comm.  600 

Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universities,  2R.  209 

Sea  Fisheries,  Lords"  Amendts.  1862 

CoLLiEB,  Sir  R.  P.,  Plymouth 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  433 
Boundary,  Comm.  285 
Cattle,  Importation  of  Foreign,  424 
Darling,  Sir  C,  1397 
Election  Petitions  and   Corrupt  Practicei  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl.  1,  662  ;  d.  5,  2192 
Libel,  Comm.  d.  3,  608,  617 
Registration  of  Voters  Act,  382 

Colliery  Accidents 
Moved,  '*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graoioudj 
pleased  to  issue  a  Royal  Commission  to  in- 
ouire  into  Colliery  Accidents  "  {Mr.  Oreene) 
May  26,  939 ;  after  short  d«bate,  Hoom 
ooonted  out 

41) 


{INbftX) 


CoUisry    PrommKon^DttmiMi  of  In- 
ipidoTi'  Siammoni 
QoMtioD,  Mr.  Locke ;   Annrer,  Mr.  Otthonw 
Hird;  June  IB,  ISS8 

CoLVitLX,  L«rd 

RegalitiOBof  KMlw«7«,fiepoK,«1. 11,(1S,  US 


—.EMploj/mmU 


Commiuianair—,   Corpt  q; 
in  Civil  Departmrnttt 
QMMIioo,  Sir  Chuln  Rmwll;    iMwer^   Ur. 
Solktar-BoKk  Ifof  U,  S« 

CompulBOiT  Church  Sates  AboUtioti  Bill 

[The  Earl  StmM) 
I.  Bsport*  Jme  IS  (No*.  »-lM) 

ConescTfttton  of  Chnnl^fwrAs  Act  (1W7) 
AtnenOmeat  fiUl 

( 7^  Lcrd  Biibop  of  Oxford 
I.  Hoied.  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  rod  9"  "  {TU 
Lord  BUhop  of  Omftrd)  Mag  1«.  eoi :  «ftw 
•lurt  dabate.  Kll  read  3*  (Sa.  IB) 

OMnnitiM  I  It«|wn  Mim  36.  W  {No.  !»} 
Bnd  3'*  May  38 
«.  Bead  J-  •  June  I  [Bill  1531 

RwuISo*  Junes 
CommittM*;  R^oti-'iMMlO 
Coniidvrcd  ■  ^MM  U 
R»d8°*  June  13 
Ro;>l  AMent  Ju^y  IS    [31  A  33  Via.  o.  IT] 

C«iaolidttt«d  road  (£17,00^000)  ttB 

«.  OnlBrtd  ;  nad  !••  JMoy  16 
R«d  2-»  ifaf\9 
CoinmiUM  ■  ;   Repwt  JCty  80 
Rwu]3°-ifi^3t 
I.Rekdl**  Jby  3i 
Rmd  !•  ■  :  ComMittM  legKUMd  Jfefi  M 
RjMd  >•  '  ifay  M 
RojRl  AtMDt  May  IS  [31  FmI.  «.  10] 

Consnlar  Harriagei  Bill 
{Sir  Jame$  Ferjunon,  Mr.  Secretary  Oathemt 
Bardg) 
«,  Ordered  ;  mad  1°  •  Jtmt  34  f  BUI  IN] 

RMd  V  •  An*  H 

Contagiovu  Diseatet  Act.  1S66 
Queition,  ViMoaoi  Utoxi  t  Auwtr,  Hw  D«k» 
of  Miuikorouib ;  Bhort  debate  thersoD  Hag  IS, 
331 1  Queiiion,  Sir  J.  Clarke  Jerroite:  An- 
■wer,  Ur.  GMborin  Hardy  Milji  IS,  13ft 
Moved,  "  That  a  SeleoC  Committee  be  appointed 
to  comidnr  th(  Cootagioui  I)jeea«ei  Aot, 
ISM;"  Motioo  Hfreed  to  i  Lilt  of  tbe  Com- 
mittes  May  19,  ftll 

Ccpstagloiu  Diseases  Act  (1860)  Amend- 
memtBill 
(Sir  John  PaJniij/len,  Lord  Bemy  Lemta^) 
«.  Ordered  ;  rewl  1°  *  Jwm  3i  [BUI  103] 

Cbfltfe  EmigrtlUvK 
BO,  Mr.  W.  E. 
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Connly  General  Assessment  (Sc^flaiid) 

3ill        ( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Secretary 
Oathome  Bardy,  Sir  Jamet  Ferguiton) 
c.  Read  2»  •  May  20  [BUI  84] 

Committee  •  RepoH  June  15  [Bill  173] 

Re-comm  * ;  Report  June  22 

Court  of  Justiciary  (Scotland)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  Oathome 

Bardy,  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral) 

c.  Read  2^  •  June  12  [Bill  ^t 

Committee  •  ;  EUfQrt  Jwa  U       [BiU  17^ 


Court  of  Session  (S^oilaad)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocajte,  Mr.  Secretary  OaJSiome 

Bardy  t  Mr*  Attorney  Oenerali 

e.  Moved,  *•  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^"  {The 

Lord  Advocate)  June  12,  1516  ;   after  short 

debate,  Bill  read  2«  [Bill  45] 

CotAwittee* ;  B^^t^  June  15.       [BiU  173] 

CwDrts  of  Cluneery  ami  Bioheq^er  (Ire- 
land) Pee  FimclS  BiU       (Mr.  SoUOer^ 
Booths  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Espdieguer) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  •  i%  28  [BiU  H6] 

Read  2«  •  June  8 

Committee  • — r.p.  Jwne  11 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  12 

OoDsidered  *  June  18 

Read3<>*./'tm6  22 
4.  ^ad  1*  •  (  TAtf  Lord  Clinton}  Jme  23  (^0.  Ul) 


Courts  of  JtuHee^  The  ff'ew 

Observations,  Lord  Benman  ;  Reply,  The  Lord 
Chancellor  May  12,  105  ;  Obseryationt,  Mr. 
Alderman  Lawrence ;  short  debate  thereon 
May  14,  287  ;  Observations,  Mr.  Deuman  ; 
Reply,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer; 
short  debate  thereon  May  15, 362 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Pease ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth 
May  21,  653 ;  Observations,  Mr.  Baillie 
Cochrane;  Reply,  Mr.  Cowper;  short  de- 
bate thereon  May  20,  1045 

National  OaUery,  Question,  Viscount  Hardtnge; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malraesbury  May  12, 
0^  i  Questions,  Mr.  Qoldsmid,  Mr.  Bouyerie ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth  June  11, 1306; 
Question,  Mr.  Waldegrave-Leslie  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Sclater-Booth  June  15, 1563;  Question, 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Chancellor ;  short  debate  thereon 
June  10,  1834 ;  Qnestious,  Mr.  Beptinck, 
Mr.  Layard,  Mr.  M.  Chambers;  Answers, 
Mr.  Sclater-Bootb,  Lord  John  Manners 
Aiii«25,  2130 


Courts  of  Law  (Scotland)  I^ees,  ftc]  Bill 

(Mr.  Dodion,  The  Lord  Advocate^  Sir  Oraham 

Montgomery) 

e.  Resolution  reported ;  Bill  <M^ered  *  May  20 
R«adl'>*Juw8  [BiU  158] 

Rcad2o*/uwl5 
ComnittM  * ;  Report  June^  V^ 


CowpBB,  Right  Hon.  W.  F.»  E&rff^ 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  867,  1040      ' 
Supply — Barlington  House,  308 

?ubUo  OiDoes  Site,  301 

TJni?ersitj[  of  LondoA  Building;^  895 

Ceajtwobth,  Lord 

Courts  of  Justice,  New,  1844 
Religious,  he.  BnUdingt  (SitM^   »R. 
Comm.  cl.  2, 1742 


Cbavpurd,  Mr.  E.  H.  J.,  Ayi^^  ^c. 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  1011 

Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  9R.  1534 

Eleotioo  Petitions  and  Gempfe  Pnaotiott  at 
Elections,  Comm.  cl.  5, 2173 

Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland)^  Coiniik 
<^.  1, 1526 

X'ibeU  Comwi.  cl.  1,  606.  607  ;  d.  9, 617 

|*uhUcatkMis,  Itegistratioin  o4  1515. 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland)^  Comm. 
cl,  3,  Awendt.  810, 841 ;  cl.  4,  Amendt.  854, 
856 ;  cl.  5.  857  ;  cl.  0,  081  ;  el.  10,  082,  083  ; 
Amendt.  086,  001  ;  c/.  11,  005  ;  cl.  12,  lOQt; 
02.  15,  Amendt.  ih.  ;  cl.  6,  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 1010 :  cl.  41, 12d4 ;  add,  el.  1235, 
1236, 1237, 1246  ;  Schedule  A,  1252  ;  Consid. 
add.cLXii5^  1,446 

Sea  Fi^eries^  Locda'  Amendta.  ;8j6l3. 

Supply^ Register  House  (EdiuJ^ii^rg^).  ^nK>rt9 
1176 
University  of  Glasgow,  403 

C»Aw?0BD,  Mr.  E.  W.^  London 

Electric  Telegraphs.  2R.  1314, 1326 
Postal  Service,  816, 1476 
Supply— Public  BuUdings.  204 

Criminal  Law 

ClerkenweU  Explosion,  Compensationtt  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Neate ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellof 
of  the  Exchequer  June  23,  1023 

ClerkenweU  Prison,  The  Attack  on-^Tke  Cbn- 
ffiet  Barrett,  Question,  Mr.  Briglit ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Oathome  Har^  Maiy  95,  839 
(See  Supply) 

Crosslet,  Sir  F.,  Yorhehir^^  W.R, — N. 
Boundary,    Comm.    273  ;    Preamlfle,    128(1  ; 
Schedule,  1443 

CnrragkefEildareBill  (ffuE^i^Mg^o, 

Mr.  Attorney  Oeneralfor  Ireland) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  May  21  rBUl  134] 

Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»"  (7^ 
Earl  of  Mayo)  June  15,  1620 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  "That  the  pebate 
be  now  adjourned"  (Lord  Qtho  Figyerald); 
Motion  withdrawn 

Bill  read  2^,  and  committed  to  tk  Select  Oom« 
mittee  of  Eleven  Members,  Six  to  be  nomi- 
nated by  the  House  and  Five  by  the  Com* 
mittee  of  Selection 

Committee  nominated;  List  of  the  Commi^tM, 
1620 

Kepovt  •  JuM  ^5  ^C®^  V^*^ 


(INDEX) 
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CutUmu 
Maunining    Offietrt,    Qasition,    Mr,  Bntler ; 

Aniver,  Mr.  EcUt«r-Boolh  Jvne  3fi,  2ISfi 
Extra   CUrki,  Qii«Cion,  Mr.  U.  B.  Sheridu ; 

AniwcT,  Mr.  SoUt«r-B<H>th  May  S3,  TIS 
Outdoor  Ofiari  of,  Uuntion.  Mr.  Locks  ;  An- 
(wir,  Mr.  Sclftter.Booth  ifoy  19,  SIS 
(Sm  Inland) 

CaatoBu  and  Income  Tuc  Bill 

«.  Remd  i"  May  11  t^iU  108] 

CommiltM*;   Report  Jfay  13 

ResdS"*  May  11 
X.  Retd  1*  ■  May  U  (Kd.  100) 

B«><l  a-"  May  18 

Rods**  ifay  19 

Rojal  Amnt  iToy  39  [31  Vict.  c.  38] 

SiLOLisE,  Ur.  B.,  Glatgow 

RepreKtitation  ot  tbe  Peopls  (Sootlaad),  Comm. 
et.3,  180,  S13  1  d.  fi,  867;  d.  8,883,8911 
<H.  »,  903,  9T8 ;  Schttdiile  A.  13S3 ;  CoDlid, 
add.el.lU6 

Sapplf — UnivertitjF  of  GUagov,  Wl 

Dalhohsib,  Earl  of 

SeolUnd— Count)-  and  BaTgh  Polioe,  Uotion 
for  ■  Cooimitto*,  3 

Dawsoit,  Ur.  B.  Peel,  Londondtrty  Co. 
Roprewntuion  oftba  Psopla  (IraUud),  Comm. 

d.  la.  1S95 
Supplj — NoDODufonniDg,  Ao.  Uinirtsn,  3 IS? 

De  Gbet  iNS  Bipov,  Earl 

Amif  OhapUina,  3R.  1399;  Comm,  IlflT 
Ritukl,  Reporti  of  the  CommiBEoa  on,  338,  310 


Sxinuir,  Hod.  0.,  !Piverton 

CoatU  of  Joatioe,  New,  343 

£lealion  Pelitloai  and  Cornipt  Praotiaei  at 
Eleationa,  Comm.  el.  I,  esT ;  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 6fiB,  ur,  080,683;  e2.S,  31T8, 
3193,  3193 

Married  Women'a  Property,  3R.  I3T3 

BeglXration,  2R.  lOlS 

Supplj — BurUngtoD  Hoiua,  399 

Dkrbt,  Earl  of 

Alkali  Aot  Continnuioe,  3R.  SOS 

Artiinna'  and  Lnbourara'  Dwellingi,  3R.  913 

£>tabli«hed  Clmroli  (Irelaod),  9R.  3081,  3100, 

2116 


Dbtok,  Earl  of  (Preaidoiit  of  the  Poor 
Lav  Board) 
Poor  Relief,  Comm,  cl.  5,  Amendt.  9*7  ;  et.  33, 

918  ;  cl.  9,  1633,  1033,  1026  ;  Report,  1713, 

ITU;  3R.a<W.eI.  IBU 
Poor,  KelieF  of  the,  AddroM  fbr  a  Commiialon, 

1101 
Scotland — Motion  for  a  Paper,  930  I 

Vajranoy—Qniidiiml  Unfaui,  MoUos  for  Corw- 

apondsDce,  91 


Diozsoir 
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"DuRAXU,  Right  Hon.  B. — eofU. 

Registration— Small  Tenements  Act,  1228 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
1681  ;    cl.  10,  1586.  1697,   1762  ;  add,  el, 
1801,  1802, 1804 ;  Consid.o^.  eL  1002, 1004 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  18, 
19,  346 ;  Ck>mm.  461  ;  el,  S,  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 484,  613,  619;  el  8,  867,  889, 
890,  892,  893,  894,  896,  966 ;  el.  9,  960, 
972  ;  cZ.  11,  997  ;  cl  20, 1009  ;  el,  6,  1010  ; 
add.  el  1246,  1249,  1667 
Rerenae  Officers  Disabilities  Removal,  1666 
Speech  at  Merchant  Taylors'  Hall,  2168 
Supply — Miscellaneous  Expenses,  1174 

Unirersitj  of  Glasgow,  402 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  927 
Windsor,  Volunteer  Review  at,  1666 


Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Cansea  Conrt 
BiU 

(Mr,  C.  For  iter ^  Mr,  Beadlam,  Mr,  Kar slake) 

e.  Committee*  ;  Report  May  18  [Bill  601 

Re-comm.  • ;  Report  May  22         [Bill  119J 
Read  3«  •  May  26 

I,  Read  1**  ( The  Lord  Weitbury)  May  26 

(No.  123) 

DnoN,  Mr.  G.,  Birmingham 

Adulteration  of  Food  or  Drink  Act  Ajnend- 

ment.  Leave,  1361 
ElemenUry  Education,  2R.  1989,  1992 


Docnmentary  Evidence  Bill  [hx.] 

(The  Lord ClinUm) 

I.  Read  1* •  May  11  (No. 92) 

Read  2*  *  May  22 

Committee  *  May  26  (No.  88) 

Report*  May  28 

Read  3*  •  May  29 
;.  Royal  Assent  June  26    [81  &  82  Viet,  o.  87] 


SoDBOv,  Mr.  J.  G.  (Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Meaos),  Sussex,  E. 

Boundary,  Comm.  Preamble,  1276 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl  1,  668,  682 
Libel,  Comm.  cl.  3,  614 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  1180 
Navy  Estimates— Wages,  83 
Registration,  2  R.  1617 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

d.  26, 1697  ;  add.  el  1771,  1777, 1801, 1802 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el  8,  868,  860,  876,  884,  886 ;  el  9,  969, 

071,  981  ;  el.  11, 1006  ;  add,  eL  1246,  1247, 

1260 
Supply — Foreign  OflSce,  New,  813 
National  Gallery  Enlargement,  308 


Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  2)  Bill 

(^Mr,  Selattr-Booth,  The  Earl  of  Mayo) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Jvm  26  [BiU  196] 


Drainage  Provisional  Order  Confirmation 

Bill    ( Sir  Jamet  Fergusson,  Mr,  Secretary 
Oaihome  Hardy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1<»  •  June  11  [Bill  169] 

Read  2°  *Jtin0  12 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  16 

Read  3'' */un«  16 
I  Read  l^*  {The  Lord  Clinton)  June  18 

(No.  158) 

Duchy  of  Cornwall  Amendment  Bill  [hx.] 

( The  Lord  Portman) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1**  May  11  (No.  94) 

Read  2*  •  May  14 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  19       (No.  107) 

Read  3*  *  May  22 
e.  Read  l"**  May  22  [Bill  136] 

Read2<»*ifay  28 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  29 

Re-comm.*  ;  Report  June  11 

Considered  *  ./un^  12 

Read3«*  Jiin«l6 

Royal  Assent  June  26      [31  A  82  Viet.  c.  35] 

DvYF,  Mr.  M.  E.  Grant,  Elgin^  dfe, 
Disraeli's,  Mr.,  Speech  at  Merchant  Taylon' 

Ilall,  2160 
India — Educational  Serrice  in  Bombay,  426 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

eL  8,  883  ;  cl  10,  990  ;  add,  el  1260 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  of,  1482] 


Dtjknb,  Major-Gen.  F.  P.,  Quern* s  Co. 
Army — Clerks  in  the  Engineer  Department, 

1124 
Army  Etesenre,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  1968 
Ireland— Post  Office,  1662 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

1676 ;  cl  3,  1684  ;  el  13, 1688  ;  el  20, 1696 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

466 
Sea  Fisheries,  287 ;  Lords'  Amendts.  1861, 1868 
Supply — Science  and  Art,  1166 


Durham  County  Courts 
Question,  Mr.  Henderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  May  26, 816 

East  Worcestershire  Election — Mr.  OlatU 

stone*  s  Letter 

Question,  Sir  Thomas  Bateson ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Gladstone  7tift«  4,  1110;  Obserrations,  Mr. 

Gladstone ;    Reply,    Mr.   Disraeli ;    debate 

thereon,  1112 


Ebubt,  Lord 
Ritoal,  Reports  of  the  Commifsion  on,  386 

Ecdesiastioal  Buildings  and  Glebes  (Scot- 
land) Bill 

{The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  Oathome 

Hardy y  Sir  Chraham  Montgomery) 
e.  Committee  * ;  Report  Jwm  4  ^^t^V^ 


I>"1' 
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(ISDEX) 
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»Bm 

(iir.  Btaretary  Oallurm  Hardy,  Jfr.  ifc**roy. 

Sir  Jamei  FerynM«n) 
c.  Ordered  i  read  1°  •  Am  II  [KU  166] 

Read  a°"  June  18 

Ecclesiastical  Titlfis  BUI 
( Jfr.  MaeEvas,  Sir  Joteph  iPStnna,  Mr.  Leader] 
Queatii>n,Mr.SchreilMr:  ADiirer,Mr.MftoETo; 

Junes.  1181 
iSfma,  "  Ttut  the  BiU  ba  SAW  nad  9°  "  (Jfr. 

Jfacfvoy)  JuM  19,  ISBB 
After  ibort  delmta.  Moved,  "  Tb>t  the  dtUte 

h9aairtijoorTiail"{Colontl  WHK^in Stuart); 

A.  143.  N   as  ;  M.  67 :  Debate  adjouroed 
ftneition,  Hr.  MboEto;  ;  Au«»r,  yr.DitnsU 

JuB4  23,  1SS6 
Bill  withdrawD  Juiu  2a,  1B8% 

Edinburgh,  i>ufta  <(f(— jJtttupAMi  jAua«»- 
noCion 
Qneatian,  Mr.  Verner ;   Anner,  Mr.  DUnteli 
JWmS,  i»e 

Bevited  Coie,  The,  ^Mtiooa.  Ur.  Braos,  Mr. 

Bnlnei ;    Aiu««n,   Lord  Robut   Montagu 

ifay  23,  9S3 
SeUiu^   jrutrvetian.  in  Forei^   Counbiet, 

Queition*,     Hr.    SamneboD,     Ur-    V.    E. 
.  Foreter ;   Anawen,   Lord  ftobmt   Hontaga 

June  IS,  IMO 

Edacation  BUI  [a^O    (Th*  Lard Preiidenl) 
I.  After   tb«rt    debat*,    Oonuiittce    ditobarged 
May  IS,  40S  (Ko.  S3) 

Edwikm,  Sir  H.,  Stvtrlijf 
K«preMiitatieDoflb«P«opla(SM(lBBd),CoiDiii. 

Sopplj — Qeiannant  Friaou,  HOT 


EasBTON,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Zaneathire,  S, 
Boundariea  of  Boroagh*,  Comm.  131 

EoBBTox,  Ur.  E.  C.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs),  Maeck^U 
Bonndarj,  Conun.  Sohedule,  tlU 

Claimi  on  the  Vieeny,  Qjiaitloii,  Hr.  FravUle- 

Surteet  \    Aonrer,   Lord  St*i)Iey  Mau  3S, 

931 
Lam  Cmirti,  QoeiUon,  Mr.  Lajard ;   Aoiwer, 

Lord  Stanle;  June  19, 1S99 
Qaaranlina   at    Suei,    Qneitioii,   Hr.   Darbj 

Srifflth;  Anorer,  Lord  Stanley  Jnn«»,13S4; 

Quettion,  Sir  J.  Clarke  JerToiae;    Auiirer, 

Lord  SUnle?  Jtme  11,  ISSS 
SkM  TrmU  in,   (bxetioa.  The  Dnhe  ef  SI. 

Albans;   Antvar,  The  Earl  of  UaUBMbnrj 

May  16.  950 
Th»  Viceroy  cmd  the  Saeiea  irAgrMe,  ftoei- 

tiOD.   Sir   George  Bowrer ;    Aniwer,  Lord 

ScaiiU)/Kn«lI,I»4 
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ISBISStON    186  7-8) 


BSH       B8T 


Electrie  Telegraph*  BiOr^-^ni. 

2dth  instant,  have  ptayed  td  he  haiiitd  by 
themselves,  their  ooansel  or  a^pMits  Against 
such  of  the  matters  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee as  affect  their  particular  interests  f  " 
(Mr,  CkcmcelloroJ  the  Etcehequer)  JimeQB, 
1978 
Amendt.  in  last  paragraph,  to  leave  oat "  such 
of  the  matters  referred  to  the  Comn^ittee  as 
affect  their  particular  interests/'  and  insert 
''the  Preamble  and  Clauses  of  the  Bill" 
(Mr.  Bouverie) ;  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion, *'  That  the  words,  ito.,"  put,  and  agreed 
to  ;  main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Elementary  Edueation  Bill 

{Mr.  Henry  Austin  Bruc€,  Mr,  tFUliam  &tioard 

Forttert  Mr.  Algernon  Egerton) 

e.  Moved,  "  That  the  Order  for  th«  Second  Read- 
ing be  discharged "  (Mr.  Brtiee)  June  23, 
1983 
After    long  debate,  (M«r   diMhai|red ;    Bill 
withdrawn  [Bill  64] 

Ellenbobough»  Earl  of 

Abyssinian  Expedition — Despatches,  The,  693 
Return  of  the  Army,  1810,  1813 

E:xicE,  Mr.  E.,  8t,  AnMrewg,  Sfc, 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
d,  3,  475,  850  ;  cl.  8,  891  ;  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 893 ;  cl.  9,  978  id,  15,  Amen^. 
1008  ;  add.  el.  1235 ;  Schedale  A,  1251 

Bit,  Bishop  of 

University  Testt,  1091 


Kidowad  (Sohoolfl  Bill  [h.l.] 

( T%e  Lord  PreMeM) 

h  pTMfnted  ;  read  1«*  May  12  (No.  98) 

iieU2^*  May  18 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  19 

Read3**ifay25 
e.  Read  l""*  May  28  [BUI  143] 

Read  2®  *  June  4 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Jun$  8 

Read  3**  *  June  9 

Ro^  Akftent /tm«  99   [31 A  82  FTee.  d;  8t] 

EiTFiBLD,  Yiscount,  Middlesex 
Latymer's  Charity,  Edmonton,  952 
Public  SchdoU»  Re-oomm.  tl,  14, 1989 


il  Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill 

{I7i4  Lord  Advocate^  Sir  James  Fergueton,  Mir, 

Secretary  Oathome  Hardy) 

c.  Read  2«  •  May  20  [BiU  86] 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  28        [Bill  140] 
Re-comm.  *  ;  Report  Jime  22 
Considered  *  June  25 

Ebskike,  Vice- Admiral  J.  E.,  Stirlingshiri 
•<  Garonne,"  Loss  of  the,  1049 
Nova  Scotia— British  North  Ateerieui  Con- 
fedeitlteiik  Mottoa  ibr  aa  AMm,  1604 


EsHOiTD*,  Mr.  JTv,  Witt0rfci^  iHo. 
Aimy-^RSflod  OHnanoB—Stadded  Shot,  951 
Election  Petitioiis  and  Corrupt  Praotioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  d.  5,  21^ ;   Motion  for 

AdjoamMent,  2193 
Libel,  ComUd.  cl.  9, 612 
Representation «f the  Poople  (Ireland)^  Consid. 

1898  ;  add.  d.  1961 

^tiabluhei  Okureh  {Ir&tand) 

Her  Majesty'!  Reply  to  tbe  Address  of  May  7 
May  12,  113 

Eirtttblished  Cbtirch  (Inland)  Bill 

(Jfe*.  Ctladitone,  Sir  Oeorge  ihey^  Mr,  Lavoion) 

c.  Moved,  <*  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  prevent,  for  a  limited  time,  new  appoint- 
ments in  the  Church  of  Iretand,  and  to  re- 
strain, for  the  same  period,  in  certain  respects, 
the  proeeedings  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners for  Ireland"  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
May  13,  232  ;  Objected  to,  on  point  of  Form 
(Mr.  Newdegale) ;  and  not  proceeded  with 

^ettion.  Colonel  StmH  ViXMx ;  AjUHfrtt,  Mr. 
Gladstone  May  14,  247 

Motion  again  made  May  14,  314 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
( Cclonel  Stuart  Knox) ;  atier  short  debate, 
Question  negatived ;  after  further  short  de- 
bate, main  Question  put ;  Bill  ordered 

Moved,  '*  That  this  tlouse  do  now  adjourn " 
(Mr.  V'emer),  322  ;  ailor  short  debate,  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 

Moved,  *•  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  1®"  (^Mr. 
Oladstane)  May  14,  822  ;  after  short  debate, 
BUI  read  1«  t^^W  117] 

Personal  Explanation,  Colonel  Stuart  knox 
May  15,  341 

Question,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
if<:^19,511 

Question,  Mr.  MaoEvoy;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone ifay  2 1 ,  657 

Moved.  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o  "  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  May  22,  720 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months"  (Mr.  Secretary  Ga- 
tkome  Bardy)i  Question,  ''That  'now,' 
Ao. ;"  after  long  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  312,  N.  258 :  M.  54 1  Division  List>  Ayes 
atad  Noel^  809;  main  Quettion  put;  Bill 
read2» 

Question,  Mr.  Gladstbho ;  Aniwer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
May  29,  1043 

Question,  Lord  Claud  John  Hamilton;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  June  5, 1164 

Committed  June  5, 1185 

Ot'de^  for  Committee  read 

Moved,  "  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Corn- 
mittee,  that  they  have  power  to  provide  in 
the  said  Bill,  that  tho  tenure  bf  every  office 
oohoected  with  tbe  College  of  Maynooth  be 
subject  to  like  conditions  with  those  to  which 
official  tenures  conhectad  with  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  will  be  subject 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  that  no 
money  shall  be  payable  under  the  Act  8 
and  9  Tic.  o.  25,  to  the  Trustees  of  tha 
College  of  MdjJK^^  ^x  ^t  Vyt  '<^sa  xa^  ^ 


inn 


m 


(INDBX) 


StbOliihed  Chmh  ( Jrvlmd)  KK— eont. 

anj  tenlor  itadent  or  other  rtodaiit  to  be 
■dmlttadBfterthapMiingof  thii  Act"(Jfr. 
SiMlair  AylmM),  1188 

Amcndt.  to  lHr«  out  from  "Bill,  that"  aod 
add  "OTerj  penon  who  ihaU  ba  ■ppointed 
to  BOf  oBlos  in  ths  Collago  of  MkjDOOth, 
^r  the  piuing  of  thii  Act,  iball  hold  (ha 
uid  oSoa  lubjeot  to  the  plouore  oF  Pxrlia- 
ment"  (CoIoimI  OrevilU  -  Kuffr-Tit) ;  klter 
■hort  debate,  Queitioa,  "  That  the  wordii, 
Ao.  ;■•  A.  109,  N.  18fl  ;  M.  78 

QaeitloD  propoKd,  "That  tfae  wordi  'aTary 
penoD  who  ahaU  be  appointed  to  anj  oSoa 
ID  the  College  of  Marnooth,  after  the  pnai- 
iag  at  thU  Aot,  ihall  bold  the  laid  oBlee 
iubjeoC  lo  the  plaaiure  of  ParUament,'  be 
added,"  1193 

Amandt.  propoied  to  the  nid  propoaed  Ameodt. 
bj  inMrting  after  Uie  word  "  UajDOOth  "  tha 
wordi,  "  And  likewiae  everj  I'reibf  teriao 
Mtniiter  hBreafter  to  be  appoioted  to  meive 
a  ahare  of  the  Hegiam  Dotium"  (Sir  Otargi 
dry),  1167;  Quettioo,  "  That  Choie  wordi 
be  there  inaertad,"  put,  and  agreed 


Qaeel 


"That  (ho  worda  'i 


■hall  be  appointed  to  any  ofBoe  in  the  Col- 
lege of  Majnooth,  and  lihewiae  aTary  Pre*- 
bjteiian  Hiniater  hereafter  to  be  appointed 
to  reaeive  a  abare  oF  the  Etegiam  Donncn, 
alter  (he  pnaamg  of  thia  Aot,  ahall  hold  the 
■aid  offioe  aubjeiit  to  (he  pleaiani  of  Parlia- 
ment,' be  added  to  (be  worde  '  Bill,  that '  In 
the  original  QaeatioD,"  pat,  and  agreed 
to  ;  mais  QiieitioQ,  aa  amended,  pat,  and 
•greed  to 
Uoved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  noir  leaTS  tha 

Chair" 
Amendt.  to  leaTg  ont  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  thia  Hoaaa  will,  npoa  thia  daj  lix  monthi, 
reaolro  idelf  into  the  taid  Comn)i((«a  "  [Jfr. 
Newdegaie) ;   after  ihort  deha(a,  Queetion, 
"  ThD(  (he  wordi,  Aa.,"  pii[,  and  agreed  (o  ; 
main  Qaeation  pot,  and  agreed  to 
Coininittee  ;  Report  Jvaa  5,  1211 
Conaidered  at  amended  /km  13,  isas 
Hored,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  3>  "  (Jfr 
aladilmu)  June  10,  1097;  after  abort  de- 
bate, BiU  read  8> 


I.  MoTed.  "  That  tha  Bill  be  m 


"  (J». 


Qneation,  Lord  Penrhjn  ;   Aniwer,  The  Earl 

of  Malmeibury  June  93,  190S 
Petition  of  Ctergrmen  of  the  Cfaoroh  of  England 

prettn(ed,  Lord  LT(telton  Juat  33,  1817; 

■hort  debate  thereon 
Mored,  •'  That  ths  Bill  be  now  read  3*"  (Earl 

OnnviUe)  Jmit  2i,  2033 
Amendt.  to   leare  out  ("now")    and    Ineert 

("ihliDaj  Sia  Month.")  {The  Earl  Grey); 

after  long  debate.  Debate  a^joomad 

Etxkslet,  Viscount 
Kew  Foreit— Door  RomoTk],  Ae.  Aot,  Uotuw 
tor  a  Committee,  S91 
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Fawoitt,  Mr;  H. — cant, 

'  f  * 

Representation  of  the  People  (Irelatt4),  Cfomm. 

el  2, 1764 ;  add,  el  1777, 1790 
Representfttion    of    the    People    (Sootland), 

Consid.  add,  d,  lii5 
Supply — ProeaputioDf,  Amendt.  496,  499 

jFenianism 
AUeg€d  Bribe  to  a  Fenian,   Qneation,    Sir 

Frederick  Hejgate ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 

Mayo  June  8,  1229 
Clerkenwell  PrUon,  The  Attach  on—The  Con^ 

viet  Barrett,  Question,  Mr.  Bright ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gathoraa  Hardy  May  25, 832 

"FsRQVsaoTsr,  Sir  J.  (Under  Recreiarjr  of 
State  for  the  Home  Departoaent), 
Ayrshire 

Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  Comm. 
cl  I,  1528 

Municipal  Corporations  (Metropolis),  2R.  1789 

Petroleum,  Comm.  1619 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland), 
Comm.  d,  3,  478.  482,  492 ;  el  4,  856  ; 
cl.  5,  857  ;  cl,  8,  885  ;  cl  9,  979  ;  d,  10, 
983 :  el  12, 1008 ;  add.  cl  1243  ;  Schedule  A, 
1251,  1252 ;  Consid.  add.  d,  1446 

Supply  —  Government  Prisons,  1106,  1107  ; 
Report,  1176 

Turnpike  TrusU,  2R.  1722 


Arts  Copyright  ConsolidatiQii  and 
Amendment  BiU  [h.l.] 

{The Lard  Weetbury) 
L  Prewnted ;  read  1«  •  June  12         (No.  145) 

Plotxb,  Mr.  J.,  DoreeUhire 

Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  154 
Supply — Burlington  House,  398 
GoTomment  Prisons,  1105 

PoBDTOE,  Mr.  W.  D.,  Aberdeenshire 

Representation  of  the  People  (ScotUnd),  Comm. 
466 ;  d.  12,  1007 

Foreign  Office  Clerks  acting  as  Agents 
Question,    Mr.    Labooohere;    Answer,    Lord 
Stanley  June  15, 1563 

Foreshore   and  Bed  of  the    Sea-^The 
Board  of  Trade 
Obserrations,   The  Duke  of  Argyll;    Reply, 
The  Duke  of  Richmond ;  short  debate  thereon 
June  19, 1814 

FoRSTEB,  Mr.  C,  Walsall 

Parliament — Public  Petitions — Breach  of  Pri- 
▼ilege,  1750 

FoBSTEB,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Bradford 

Austria — Commercial  Treaty  with,  652,  653 
Pouttdary,  Comm.  278 
Coolie  Emigration,  2132 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  2010 
Established  Church  (Irehind),  2R.  783 
Jamaica— Established  Church  in,  1922, 1928 
Libel,  Comm.  d.  1,  606 ;  ci.  8,  614, 616 

YOL.  CXCit  tzazsD  tsam.}   tc^no. 


FoRSTKB,  BIr.  W.  E.—eani, 

Parliament,  Dissolution  of,  1053, 1071 

Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  1646 ;  d.  8,  1653, 

1655 
Scientiflo  Instruction  in    Foreign    Conntrief, 

1560 
Supply— Edttoation,  Public,  1150, 1161 

FoBTESOuB,  Earl 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings^  2R.  915 
Friendly  Societies,  Comm.  507 
Monetary    Conference   (Paris),    Address    for 

Papers,  107 
Poor   Relief,    Comm.   el  9,  1626;    Report. 

1744 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Report,  d,  14,  415 
South  Coast  Railways,  2R.  1454 
Vagrancy — Guildfoni  Union— Motion  for  Cor* 

respondence,  101 

FoBTEscuE,    Eight    Hon.    Chichester  S., 
Zouth  Co, 

Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacific,  ^.,  Motion  for 

a  Commission,  1347,  1349 
Military  at  Elections.  2  a.  1981,  1982 
Registration,  Leave,  1404 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  1567  ; 

Oomm.   1575 ;   cr  3,  1588 ;   d.  2,  Amendt. 

1764  ;  add.  d,  1768,  1771,  1789,  1790,  1804 

Fbench,  Et.  Hon.  Colonel  F.,  £osoemmon 
Co. 

Army — 0£Bcers  in  command  of  DepOta,  1180 
Ireland— Auditor  of    Grand  Jury  Accounts, 

1469 
Knights  of  Windsor,  Motion  for  an  Addreis, 

1975 
Parliament— Point  of  Order,  15 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm* 

1580 ;  d.  18, 1590, 1697 ;  add,  d,  1777, 1791 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Oomm. 

d,  8,  863,  874  ;  el  10,  990 
Sea  Fisheries  (IreUnd),  2R.  2019 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  of,  1483 
Supply — Burlington  House,  398 
Parliament,  Houses  of,  300 
Sheriff  Court  Houses  (Scotland),  400 

Fbbshfield,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Dover 
County  Courta  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm. 
166 

Friendly  Societies  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  JEarl  <^  Lichjield) 

I  Committee  May  19,  506  (Ko.  43) 

After  short  debate.  Bill  withdrawn 

Gallwbt,  Sir  V.  P.,  Thirsk 
Metropolis— Park  Lane,  2138 

Galwat,  Yiscount,  Bedford  (JEast) 

Boundary,  Comm.  d,  4,  1435 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  1373 
Petroleum,  Comm.  1619 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Ooxain* 
el  18, 1589, 1591 

4£ 
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•<  Qaronne,"  Lou  of  the 
QoMlioD,   Admim  Enkina :  Auwer,  Mr.  S. 
C>TB  ifay  29,  1043 


Oabeler,  Mr.  Beijeant  S.,  Portmwuth 
BODDdBriei  of  Borouslii,  Oomm.  183 
BoQndarr,  Comm.  3TS  :  Preunble,  13B1 
ElMtloD   PatiCloai  and  .Corrupt  PraoUsM 
EleotioDi,   Comm.  cl.  1,  6i\  ;    d.  B,  3193, 
S18T 
LiM,  Comm.  el.  1,  6DB  ;  cl.  8,  013 
Fnblio  Sahoola.  Re-eomm.  tl.  11,  1938  ;  d.  10, 

Amaodt.  1939,  1911 
RvpreientatioB  of  tbfl  Paopla  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add.  el.  1770, 1771 
K«pT«eiitatiaDDrthaPeopIe(Saot1uid),  Comm. 
d.e,  9Tii  el.  10,  990;  cl.  11. 1003;  add.  «f. 
1317 
Sapplr— Contulu    EatabUihmanU    Abroftd, 
3173 
Embu(7  Honua  Abroad,  818 
Foraign  CMBm,  New,  318 
PrOBeooUoni,   197;    Motion  for  Adj( 
ment,  SOI 


QoMam,  Bight  Hon.  T.  U.,  Aihlen-mitr 

Xytw 
Matropolitan   Foreign    Cattle   Market,   I17T, 

1178,  1179,  USD  ;  Rat.  1108,  11B9 
Farliamant— BoBineia  of  the  Hooae,  17S9 

Diuolution  of,  1068 
Fublioationi,  Regiitration  of,  1S13 
Rlata  at  ABhton,  S  Calafbridge,  Ao.  B2B 
Sea  FiBheriaa,  Lords'  Amandti.  IBfiT,  18SS 
Walghta  and  Heararei  ( UMrie  SraMm},  3il.  308 

OiLPiir,  Mr.  C,  Northampton 
Bonndarj,  Comm.  et.  1,  1410 
Efre,  Ei-QoTemor,  FroarautlOD  of,  887,  638 
Foatal— Weit  India  Maili,  810 
RepreaentatioDof  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
et.a,  1S9 

GuoBtoirE,  Bight  Hon.  "W,  E.,  Lanta- 

Bonndarlaa  of  BorODghi,  Motion  Ibr  a  Ootnmlt- 

tee,139 
Boondarr,  Oomm.  94S,  379,  981 ;   FreamUe, 

1385 
Colonial  Biahopa,  III 
CoartB  of  Jnilica,  Naw,  370 
Derb;  Daj — Adjourn  men  c,  93S 
Dimeli'i,  Mr.,  Speeoh  at  Meroluuit  TaTlor** 

Hill.  3188,3161 
EoBt  Worceitanbira  ElaotiOD,  1110, 1113, 1118, 
Election    Petitioni  and   Corrupt  Fraotioei  at 

EleotfoDi,  Comm.  cl.  I,  077  ;  H.  6,  3193 
Eleotrio  Telegnpbi,  3R.  1330 
EBtabliihed  Cbur«h  (Ireland),  Repl;  to  Addi«ii, 

EBtabliahed  Choroli  (Inland),  Leave,  93),  347, 

311,  SID.  318,  817,  320  ;   IR.  323,  811,  All  ; 

3R.   730,   741,   706,    1013,    118« ;    Oomm. 

1189,  1193,1311;  Coniid.  IS31 
Ireland— Iriah  Cbimih,  The,  037 
Ireland— Rojil  Reudanoe  in.  Motion   tor  an 

Addr«n,  aoi  I 


GOR       6RA         (SESSION    1867-8)         GRA 


GRE 


19a. 


GoBST,  Mr.  J.  E.y  CamMdge  Bo, 

Boundary,  Comm.  Preamble,  1207,  1261 

County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm.. 
Amendt.  166 

Nova  Scotia— British  North  American  Con- 
federation, Motion  for  an  Address,  1692 

Petroleum,  Comm.  1619 

Registration  of  Voters,  1868,  1223 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
Schedule  A,  1253,  1254 

Weights  and  Measures  (Metric  System),  2R. 
198 

GoscHEN,  Eight  Hon.  G,  J.,  London 
Agriculture,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  586 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  1320  ;  Nomination  of 

Committee,  1980 
Parliament,  Dissolntion  of,  1060 
Public  Schools,  lle-comm.  1639  ;  d,  3, 1656  ; 

cl,  U,  1934 
Thames  Embankment,  d^.  Amendment,  2R. 

1214 

Govemment  of  India  Act  Amendment 

Bill    {Sir  S,  Northeote,  Sir  J.  Fergutson) 
e.  Question,  Sir   Edward  Colebrooke ;    Answer, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote  June  15,  1567 
Moved,  '*  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2®  *'  {Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  June   15,   1598;    after 
short  debate,  BiU  read  2o  [Bill  91] 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  June  22, 
1870 ;  after  short  debate,  Committee— -b.?. 

Governor  General  of  India  Bill 

{Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Sir  Jamei  Ferguiion) 

c.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2''  "  (Sir 
Stafford  NorthcoU)  June  15,  1601;  aOer 
short  debate,  BiU  read  2*  [BUI  92] 

GowEB,  Lord  R.  S.  LeveBon-i  Suthorland- 
shire 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
cL  11,  994 

Gbahah,  Mr.  W.y  Glasgow 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
cl,  9,  956 ;  Amendt.  959  ;  cl,  6,  1010, 1231 

Geantille,  Earl 

Cotton  SUtistics,  Comm.  918 

Count  J  Courts  (Admiraltj  Jurisdiction),  2R. 

1553 
Education,  Withdrawal  of  BiU,  407 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  1920  ;  2R.  2023, 

2056,2072,2117 
Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  1831 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  22,  948 ;  cl.  9,  1627 
Regulation  of  RaUways,  Report,  el,  14,  416 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy,  Comm.  1554, 

1555  ;  Report,  1630 ;  3R.  1747 

Grates,  Mr.  S.  B.,  Liverpool 

County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm. 

add,€l,  171 
Electric  Telegraphs,  654  ;  2R.  1314 
Navy  EstimAtei— Wages,  83 


Gravis,  Mr.  S.  R.— coti^. 

Representation  of  the  People(  Scotland),  Comm. 

add,  cl,  1246 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  2018 
Weights  and  Measures  (Metrio  System),  2R. 
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Gbit,  Sir  J.,  Kilkenny  Bo, 
Ireland — Roman  Catholic  University,  1479, 

1474 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  add,  eh 

1803 ;  Consid.  1897 :  add.  cl,  1900 
Supply — Nonconforming,  Ac.  Ministers,  2168 
University  of  Glasgow,  402 

Gbebne,  Mr.  E.,  Burg  St,  Edmunds 
Army — Malt  Liquor  for  the  Troops  in  India,  16 
Coal  Mines,  1081,  1082,  1083 
Colliery  Accidents,  Motion  for  a  CommissioD, 

939 
Elementiry  Education,  2R.  1991 
Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  1492 
Mines,  Accidents  in,  1505 

Gbegokt,  Mr.  V.  H.,  Qalway  Co, 

Ireland — Railways,  1752 

Peel  SUtue,  The,  Res.  2149 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
1577 ;  cl,  18,  Amendt.  1588,  1591  ;  add,  el, 
1775,  1796 ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1903 

Sea  Fisheries,  Lords'  Amendts.  Amendt.  1866, 
1869 

Supply — Science  and  Art,  1164  ;  Amendt.  1171 

Gbeetpell,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Stoke-vpon-Drent 
Army — Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commissions, 

Res.  553 
Eyre,  Ex-Governor,  1850 

Gbeyille-Nugent,  Colonel  F.  S.,  Long^ 

ford  Co, 

EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Leave,  321; 
Comm.  Amendt.  1187, 1193 ;  add,  cl.  1211 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm* 
1580 ;  cl,  18,  1595  ;  d,  10,  1767 

Supply — Foreign  OflBoe,  New,  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 313 

Gbet,  Earl 

Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  1387 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  IR.  1741  ;  2R. 

Amendt.  2048,  2056,  2117 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d,  22,  Amendt.  948  ;  el,  9, 

1625 
Regulation   of   Railways,   Comm.  cl,  15,  9 ; 

cl,   17,   Amendt.  11 ;   cl,  19,  13  ;  Report; 

cl.  14,  Amendt.  414,  415  ;  add.  cl,  419 
Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  cl,  5,  239 
Slputh  Coast  Railway,  2R.  1460 

Gbet,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.,  Morpeth 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, 429 
Boundary,  Comm.  262,  283,  284 
East  Worcestershire  Election,  1122,  1123 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt   Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  c^  1,679,682  ;  <:2.5^a\&'\ 
Established  Chucch  ^lt<i\wAV  KtkkuAx.  W^R^ 


HAU  (IITS% 


Oan,  Bight  bon.  Sir  Q.—conl. 
IreUnd — Romu  CBthalto  TTniTtnitr,  7ii,  7lS 
RspreHntatioQ  of  Uie  Peopla  (Ireland),  C 

tl.  IS,  IfiSS 
ttopraienUtlon  oF  ths  Peopla  (Soollud),  <kma. 

el.  e,  973,  98S 
Stoa«,  Polioa  SeFgevit,  Otsa  of,  I1S8 

GuniTH,  Mr,  0.  Darby,  Dtvitet 
Abjuinia — R«tum  of  tin  Armj,  IStS 
Bonndarj,  Comm.  S83,  396 
BoDDdirj  CammiuiODen,  Aniitaat,  1835 
Burl^a  (Iralud).  Comm.  cl.  I,  ISSS 
Diplomatio  Sorrioa,  S«b.  B38 
E«tmbIiali«dChnn)li(InIaDd),  Oomni.lIST 
iNiud— Clardiul  GnlleB,  la,  IT 
HMrapolb— BnHiDgtm  Hoqm,  IIU 
Pariiamept— BnriDMs  of  ths  Hon**,  1T81 
Pormi  of  tbe  Houm,  TIB ;  Rm.  lOTT,  1078, 
lore,  1080 
Foblio  Seboola,  Be^wcnn.  1U8 ;  d.  8,  lUl ; 

d.  B,  19(S  ;  et.  IS,  1940 
B«pre«BntatioaoftlM  Paopla(BooUaDd),  Oomm. 

*B8  ;  Olid.  el.  1916 
Ssa  FitbariM  (Ireland),  3R.  301S 
Serria — Kational  Aiaembtj  of,  318S 
6net,  Quarantma  at,  1331 
Sopplf — ProaeoatloDt,  SOI 

baOTB,  Mr,  T.  F.,  WittMn,  8. 
UUropolUan  Polioe,  1851 


GunnrEW,  Sir  A„  Duilin  Ciis 

It^>reaeDtaUaB  of  tbe  People  (Lnlaiid),  OooM. 
add.  et.  1901 


GuBNKT,  Ht.  Hon.  Buuell,  Southampton 
Boondariei  of  Borougha,  Motion  for  a  Codi- 

mittec,  130 
BooDdarr,  Comm.  371, 38C  ;  d.  4,  Ul  T,  1410 ; 

add.  d.  1141 ;  Schedule,  1418 
Cattle— Importation  of  Faratgn,  13 

SisnxLD,  Hr.  Q.,  Sh^ld 
Ireland — Ragium  Donnm,  StB 
Suppljr— Nanoonfonniii  g,ite ,  Miniiten,  Amandt. 
2166,  3168 

HAIJTA2,  'VI  Mount 
Cotton  StatUtioi,  SR.  Amendt.  TIO 


SixwiON,  TiKoant,  Donegal  Co. 

Metrepolii — Park  Lub  ImproTomaDl*,  314 

HimLTOH,    Right  Hon.    lord   C.    (Vict 
ChamberlaiQ     of     the     Hooiehold), 
T^frotu  Co. 
Sea  Flaheriei  {Ireland),  8R.  3017 

Hakiltoh,  Lord  0.  J.,  ZondonAtrry  City 
Eitabliibsd  Ohnreh  (Ireland),  11B4 
RepreienuiioD  of  the  People  (IteUnd),  Oomm. 
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Ministerial  Statement;  687 
Peel  Statue,  The,  lies.  2149 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
el.  8,  874 ;  d,  9,  971 

Harrowbt,  Earl  of 

Courts  of  Jastice,  New,  1844e 
Poor  Relief,  SR.  add,  d.  1910,  1913 
Ritual,  Reports  of  the  Commission  on,  338 

HABTnroTON,  Eight    Hon.   Marquera  of, 

Lancashire,  N. 
Armj — ^W^ar  Department,  1182 

Hastbt,  Mr.  B.  J.  H.^  Thet/ord 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Coum. 
el.  8,  860 

HaTs  Lord  J.,  Eipon 

United  States— Iron-olads,  655 

Eat.  Lord  W.  M.,  Taunton 

GoTemment  of  India  Act  Amendment^  Comm. 
1870, 1891 ;  Amendt.  1892 

Eat,  Rear  Admiral  Sir  J.  C.  D.  (Lord  of 
the  Admiralty),  Stamford 
NaT/  Estimates— Waees,  76,  85,  86,  90 
RepresentaiiCn  of  the  reople  (Scotland),  Comm. 
d.  11, 1000 

Eateeb,  Mr.  A.  D.,  WelU 

Arrnj  Reserve,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  1963 

Judicial  Patronage,  343,  340 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el.  10,  1767 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el,  8,  862 ;  add,  cl.  1246 

• 

Hbadlatj,  Right  Hon.  T.  £.,  Newcastle' 
upon-Tyne 
Election  Petitions  and   Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl.  6,  689 
Manried  Women's  Property,  2R.  1358 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
el.  3,  493 

HxATHCOTB,  SirW.,  Oxford  University 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Uniyersities,  2R.  228 

Hendvbsok,  Mr.  J.,  Durham  City 
Durham  Connty  Courts,  816 

EsHLST,  Lord,  Northampton 
Registration  Lists,  1477 
Supply— Education,  Public,  1141 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  1720 

Eeetlbt,  Right  Hon.  J.  W.,  Oxfordshire 

Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  1, 1382 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el,  5,  692 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  2008 
Libel,  Comm.  el,  3,  616 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland)^  Comm. 

1672 ;  add,  d.  1786 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  1726 


Hebbert^    Right   Hon.    Major  (General 
Percy  E.   (Treasurer  of  the  House- 
hold), Shropshire,  8, 
Army — Defective  Ammunition,  654 
Army — Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commissions,  Res. 

555,  564 
Nary  Estimates^Wages,  84,  86, 88 

Hebbebt,  Mr.  H.  A.,  Kerry  Co. 
Army — Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commissions,  Res. 
547 

Hetoate,  Sir  F.  V.,  Londonderry  Co. 
Coinage— Half-Crowns,  1849 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  758;  3R. 

1697 
Ireland — Bribe,  Alleged,  to  a  Fenian,  1229 

Party  Processions  Act,  814, 1229 
Ireland — Royal  Residence  in,  Motion  for  an 

Address,  356 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

1574  ;  Consid.  add.  el,  1903,  1907 
Supply — Nonconforming,  Ac.  Ministers,  2168 

HiBBEBT,  Mr.  J.  T.y  Oldham 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  fn  a  Com- 
mittee, 428 

Boundary,  Comm.  258;  d,  4,  Amendt.  1405, 
1439 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  PraoUoM  at 
Elections,  Comm.  d,  5,  691,  2181 

Ministerial  Statement,  639 

Parliament,  Dissolution  of,  1057 

Registration,  2R.  1615 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el,  18, 1594 

Representation  of  the  People  (Sootland),  Comm. 
el.  3,  848 

Supply — Police  Courts,  508 
Prosecutions,  500 

HoDOKiNsoN,  Mr.  G.y  Newark-upon'  Trent 
Representation  of  the  People  (Sootland),  Comm. 
d,  3, 847 

Hogg,  Colonel  J.  M.,  Bath 
Metropolis— Park  Lane  Improrements,  244 
Municipal  Corporations  (Metropolis),  2R.  1736 

Holland,  Mr.  E.,  Evesham 
Rule  of  the  Road  at  Sea,  2136 

Hope,  Mr.  A.  J,  B.  Beresford,  CamMdye 

University 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  367 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  PraotioM  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl.  1 ,  674 
India — Church  Services,  1475 
Metropolis— Burlington  House,  1183 
Peel  SUtue,  The,  Res.  2141 
Public  Schools,  Re-oomm.  d,  6, 1929  ;  d.  14, 

1935 


Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

;  c/.  8,  860, 
el.  0,  1241 


467  ;  cl  7.  858 


896;  02.9,964; 


Supply — Science  and  Art,  1163 
*  Weights  and  Measures  (Metric  System),  2R. 
Amendt.  186 
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Fetrolenm,  Comm.  1010 
Railr^ri,  Rojal  CommiuioD  on,  119 

HoBSMAN,  Right  Hon.  E.,  Stroud 

BoDDiUrj,  Comm.  386 

ReprasentetioD  of  the  People  (Sootlud),  Coram, 
rf.  9,973;  ei.  11,898 

HoTHAic,  Lord,  Torithire,  M.R. 
Bonndaij,  Oomm.  3T7 

HouooTOir,  Lord 

NewtbnDdUnd  —  GnnU  of  Land  on   Frenoli 

Gout,  696,  707 
UniTeraitj  Teita,  1016 

How&KD,   Bight   Hon.    Lord  E.  0.  F., 

Lottarj  Act,  3ST 

RepreMD  lotion  of  the  Peopls(SooU*iid),ComiD. 

4fiO  ;  add.  d.  ISfiO 
RioU  at  AibtoD,  dui.  1086 


Edbbaks,  Ur.  J.  G.,  Buckingham 
EletnenUrj  Education,  SR.  1991 
Immoral  Publications  and  Plaji,  lfi98 
Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  CommittM,  1101 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  IlDiTersitiai,  3R.  230 
'Weighti  and  Meaiiini(Hetrie  STitem),  3R.  201 

Hudton  Bay  Ootnpany't  TerriUniet 
Qneation,  Sir  ChaHe*  Lanjron ;  Aniwer,  Mr, 
AaderlejrMiy  11,  IT 

Hdkt,  Bight  Hon.  0.  W,,  KB  Chaitcellob 
of  the  ExcBBQUEB 


Inclosnrc  (So.  i)  Bill 

(Sir  Jamet Ftrgmum,  Jfr.  SelaUr-Soolh) 
t.  Ordered  ;  read  1°>  Jam  10  [Bill  169] 

Read  V*  JwM  IS 
Committee*;  Report /ufM  10 
Read  3"  •  Jvn»  17 
{.  Read  1<*  [Th€  Lord  CKittan)  Jun*  18 

(So.  150} 
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Andait  MmumanO,   Qneitlon,  Ur.   IjijanJ 

Anawer,  Sir  Staflbrd  Northoote  Maj/  13,  11' 
Army—Trataport  of  Tnmpt  to  India,  Qan 

tion.  Sir  George  Stuolej  ;  Anawer,  Sir  John 

Pakington /un<  1,  1111 
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£r^<aid—Mht. 

Mountim  Coraiid  Pritan,  Qneation,  Mr.  Fim  ; 

Aniwer.  Tha  Earl  of  Mafo  JuM  13,  1170 
Party  Prateition*  Act,  Quortlon,  Sir  Frsderlok 

Eejg&tsi  Anawsr,  TheEarlof  HaroifaySS, 

Bli;    Qasatlon,  Lord  Edwin   HlU-TreTor ; 

Aniwgr,  Sir  Fredariok  Hejgitc  .Tuik  8, 1326 
Paumbroking,  Law  of,  Qautlon,   Mr.   Fim  ; 

ADiwer,  The  Eart  otHtjO  /tux  18,  1T68 
Pttl  0§£e—Offuerl'  Salariei,    Qaeition,  Ga- 

iwru  Danne ;    Aniwer,   Mr.   SoUter-Bootb 

/uM  19,  lees 

QuMMfMni,  BiiU  BtpH  at,  QnMtion,  Mr. 
Long ;  Aiurer,  The  £arl  of  M»to  May  31, 
US 

RaHioayf,  Qaeition,  Mr.  Momell ;  Aaiwer, 
Mr.  DiirMll  May  33,  713  —Repart  iff  tie 
CemmUiioneri  an,  QasiUon,  Mr.  Gregorr ; 
Aniwer,  The  Chuteellor  of  the  Exaheqnir 
Jmt  18,  1TJ)3 

Begom  Donum,  The,  Qoettioa,  Mr.  Hkdfleld ; 
Aniwer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  May\6,  Z15 

lUHffian  of  Comiiett,  Qneation,  Mr.  P.  A. 
T>7lor ;  Aniwar,  The  Esrl  of  H^o  May  IS, 
133 

fioman  Catiolio  TTnivertitg,  Qnaation,  Sir 
Coliua  O'Loghlen  ;  Aoiwar,  The  Earl  of 
Majo  May  13,  IIS ;  Qneition,  Sir  George 
Grar ;  Annrer,  The  Earl  ot  May o  May  39, 
711;  Qneition,  Mr.  Harphr;  Aniwer,  The 
Earl  of  Mayo  May  38,  ess  ;  Qneition.  Sir 
John  Gray  ;  Anavar,  The  Earl  of  Majo 
JuHt  12, 1173 

Royal  Rttidenee  in,  Amendt.  on  Oommlttea 
M  Sapplf  Mav  15,  To  laava  out  from 
"That"  and  add  "an  hnmbla  Addreii  be 
preiantad  to  Her  Majeity,  humbly  repre- 
■antlng  to  Her  Majettythat  itwonld  oondnoa 
to  the  adrantkga  oF  the  Grown  and  tlia  good 
G<i<>emmenC  of  Ireland,  and  tend  to  allay 
^aloniy  and  di*«ontent  in  thai  country,  if 
Eer  Majeity  had  a  pernaoeBt  retidenoe  in 
Ireland,  and  that  ttiii  Home,  feeling  deeply 
iti  importanoa,  will  oordially  oo-oparste  with 
Har  Majaity  in  any  itapa  Sba  may  ba  gra- 
oionily  pleaaed  Co  take  to  carry  out  u  da- 
ilrable  an  objeot"  (St'r  CulmaM  ffLngklen), 
9se;  Qneition,  "That  the  words,  te. ;" 
after  ihort  debate,  Amendt,  withdrawn 

Uiavtnity  EdueatiMt,  Trinity  CoUeM,  DuhUn, 
Qaeition,  Mr,  Fawoett;  Aniwer,  Mr.  Diiraeli 
May  2S,  1011 

Vnivtrtity  of  DuUin,  Bttanu,  QaaiUon,  Sir 
Henry  Winitoo-BMTon;  Aniwer,  Mr.  Dinaeli 
May  29, 1011 

Ttnurt  of  Land,  Qneition,  Blr  Colman 
O'Legblen :  Aniwer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
June  33,  ISOD 

Valaation,  Qnaition,  Tbe  OTIonoghue  ;  An. 
■WOT,  Tha  Clianoailar  of  tha  Eiohaqner 
Jimt  30, 21Se 


Jacmow,  Mr.  W.,  Dvhythirt,  N. 
Colliery  Aooldenti,  Motion  for 

Bii,  an 


Jammea,  EecUria*Heal  EttablUhmtnt 
Qneation,  Mr.  W.   E.  Fontar;  Annrer, 
AdderUj  June  38, 1033 


t. 


Japan,  Outragi  on  our  Ambauador 

Qaeition,  Colonel  Sykea  lAniwar,  LordSUnlej 
May  26,  993 

TxsTis,  Colonel  H.  J.  W.,  Banneh 

Army  Raaerre,  Motion  Ibr  a  Commiirion,  1981, 

1965 
Eyre,  Ei-GoTemor,  ProwonUoD  of,  717,  71B, 


TsBToiHE,  Sir  J.  Clatke,  BamptMre,  8. 
Cattle  Plagoe,  lT5tf,  18t8 
^BTP' — Quarantine,  199S 
Infbolioni  Diieaiei.  13S 
SnuU-poi  Ho^tal,  ISfll 
Supply  —  MlHellBDeoiu   Ezpeniei,    Amandt. 
1171 

Jodgmenta  Eztennm  BUI 

{Mr.  Craffiird.  Mr.  HadSteibm,  Mr.  Mmer^f, 

Mr.Dmb)p) 

e.  Nomination  of  Committee :  Uoied,  "  That  Mr. 

Cranfiird  be  one  Member  of  the  Select  Com- 

mlttae  on  the  Jodgmsnti  Eitaniion  Bill " 


Member  of  the  laid  Committee  " 

Morad,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoomed  " 
{Sir  Oearge  Boayer),  pat.  and  negatired ; 
original  Queition  put,  and  agreed  to 

Mr.  Dnnlop,  Mr.  Monoreiff,  Tbe  Lord  Advo- 
cate, Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Mr. 
LawiOD,  Colonel  French,  Sir  Cbarlei  Lanyon, 
Mr.  Grarei.  and  Hr.  Murphy,  nominated 
other  Hemben  of  the  laid  Commitlee 

Be.^mm.  ■ ;  Report  Jmt  IS        [Bill  163] 

Conildered*  June  16 

Read  3°  ■  June  17 
(.  Kni\**{TlML»rdChflm^er^J» 


>.  160) 


(No. 

Judicial   Patronage  —  Court  of  Common 
PUai 
Qneition,  Mr.  Hayter;  Aniwer,  Th*  Attomar 
General  May  IS,  313 

Jurors'  AiBrmatioiis  (Sootlsnd)  BUI 

(Jfr.  Crattfia-d,  Mr.  Duntap) 
I.  Read9°*  JToy  13  [BUI  110] 

Committee  ' ;  Report  Miy  15 
Read  8*  ■  May  18 
I.  Read  1* •  ITU  Lard  Cranworth)  May  19 
Read2'*>uiMl8  (Ho.  101) 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  19 
Read  3>  *  Jane  33 
Royal  Auant  Jane  3B    [31  *  33  Via.  e.  39] 

EiBiuxB,  Ur.  E.  E.,  CoUhetUr 
EiUbliihed  Charoh  (Ireland),  3R.  7SS 
Married  Women'i  Property.  3R.  I3SS 
Nora  Scotia — Britiih  North   Amerioan  Con- 

fbderalion.  Motion  Ibr  an  Addreii,  1691 
Pablic  Sehooli,  Ro^mm.  cl.  3,  16S1,  1657 ; 

d.S,  1031  ;cJ.  6,1930;  ef.  11,  Amandt.  1S33, 

1930  ;  d.  IS,  1010 
Rtjpreiantation  of  tha  People  (SootUnd),  Oonun. 

<t.  10, 990 
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TTfuw-jn,  Sir  }.  B.,  4m  Attom^T  6«iunl, 
The 

Ebudaix,  Ht.  V;  ComwaU,  E. 
UiDliteiial  SUtemtnt,  OiO 
lUgiitntloD,  3R.  iei< 
ReprewDtaUoa  of  ttw  People  {SootUwl),  Comm. 

d.  s,  *n 

Xesszdy,  Mr.  T.,  Zoutk  Co. 

RaprflKDUlionof  tiM  People  (Irtlud),  Comm. 
aibl.  el.  ISOl 


EntBERLBT,  Earl  of 

Alkeli  Aot  CoatiniuilM,  )E^  Bit 
ConiecnitioTi  of  Choralqrudt  Aot  AmsnilmeDt, 

Comm.  cl.  1,  8B8 
EiUbliihed  Chnroh  (IreUod),  SR.  ai;i,  SlIS, 

3117 
Poor  Rvlief,  Comm.  d.  S.  047 ;  d.  Za,  948  ; 

d.  S,  163S;  3(1.  adit  ef.  191!> 
Sale  of  PoiioDi  xnd  PhernuiiiT,  AR.  1718 
Se>  FEtheriei  (InUnd),  Comm.  cL  S,  SlO ;  Re- 

oemm,  91T 
UnlTSnltj  TeiU,  1013 
VagTknar — Guildford  Union,  UoUon  fyt  Cor- 

reapondanoe,  103 

Eiso,  Hon.  P.  J.  Locke,  SMtrtg,  E, 
Boand>r)e«  of  Boronshi,  Uotion  tor  a  Oom< 
mlttee,  Amendt.  13B,  iSO 


EnsBcoTE,  Colond  B.  N.  F.,  OloutnUr- 
tMn,    W. 
Amir— MiUU*  <iatttnmaMt»n,  ITM 

EinRAiBD,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Ptrth 
Diptematio  Seirioe,  Re>.  930 
aoTersment  of  India  Aec  AmendmaBt,  Comnii 

18«f 
India— Ofaarah  Serrlon,  14T4 
I^s  Suparior  and  the  Paolflo,  Ae.  MoUon  fbr 

a  Oommlulon,  1S41 
Minai,  Aocidenti  in,  lfi04 
Publio  Sohoola,  Re^oomm.  1648 
Rapreaentatian  of  the  People  (Sootland),  Oomm. 

el.  8,  484  ;  add.  a.  1344  ;  Sohadnle  A.  ISSS 
Snpptj — Law  Chargei,   Motion    Ibr  Adjonn- 

ment,  494,  400 

KiTATOHBULL-HnaEsam,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Sand- 

Count;  Caiirli(Adii]Iralt7  Jnriadiotion),  Comm. 

161 ;  et.  4,  Amendt.  IT! 
EleotlOD   Petltiona  and  Gorrnpt  Fnstioaa  at 

Electiona,  Comm.  el.  B,  ttS8;  Amendt.  691, 

Be3 


KflnoBT,  Mr.  F.  W.,  WorvnUrthirt,  W. 
Tompika  Troati,  3R.  Aundt.  1717 
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tuti9.  V.T.  S.,  Wid^  j% 

BtprwenUtion  of  (be  People  (SaotUnd),  Oomm. 
ITl;  d.8,88d;  ef.  10,  984,  980;  «I.  11, 
AmuuU.  983 

'Mke  Svptrior  and  tke  Peicific,  Se. 

HoTsd,  "  Thit  «n  bamble  Addnu  Im  pT«Mntad 
to  Ilei-  HaJHtr,  pnfing  that  Sha  will  be 
gnoiooilr  pI«aMd  to  Inu  %  Rofil  Oom- 
HutioD  Eo  iaqair*  IdU  and  raport  upon  tba 
Oapabitilj  for  Mttlemaot  and  tha  but  meani 
«f  lattliu  Har  Mijeatr'i  Torritorr  Ijing 
batmwi  Laka  Snpanor  and  the  PacHIo,  aa- 
peaiallf  m  to  the  proTiiion  for  Talafnphie 
kod  other  Oommunioation  throngta  Her  Ma- 
jaaty'i  DooiinioM  ft«in  the  Atlantle  to  the 
PaoUo  Ocean  "  {Sir  Barry  Vemeg)  Jutu  9, 
18M;  alter  ihort  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

AMOR,  Hr.  J.,  BuUtMrt 


RaprenDtation 


■ltd  Writs  Bflgirtntlao  (Scotluid)  BOl 

'^  Lortl  AArecatt,  Mr.  3tcr«targ  G.  Bardy, 

Jfr.  iroW) 

i  Report  Jfay  11    [BUIiSe-llI] 

Lr.  June  13,  1525 


udi  Clauea  CcnaolUatioii  Art  asu) 

Amendment  Bill 
JK-.  Si^ater-MaeA,  Mr.  AUentty  Ottural,  Lard 

John  Jfiinnart) 
Ordered;  iMd  1°« Am  17  [Bmmi 

uraTov,  Mr.  W.  H.  P.  Qore-,  Somtrut- 

ihire,  W. 
Sapplf — Honsei  of  Farliamant,  8D0 

Airroir,  Sir  C,  BdlfMt 
Oonrti  of  JniUce.  New,  370 
Hsdaon'i  Baj  Companj,  IT 

■roeny  and  Embenlenuoit  Bill 

(Jfr.  JiMMil  ffimwy,  Mr.  CaUrUg*) 
Ordered ;  read  l"  ■  /km  8  [BUI  197} 

Raad3"/iiM3t 

a(jm«r'*  Charitg,  Edmonton 
QnealioD,    Vuconnt   EnAeld ;    Aoiwer,    Lord 
Robert  UoDlagn  May  38,  951 

l-VBno,  Ur.  Aldennaa  W.,  LiMdtm 

CeorU  of  Jaatloe,  New,  387 

Elaotrio  Talegnphi,  SR.  1807 

Lo(b1  Batiof,  Motion  fcr  ■  OoBUkdon,  U94 

llettopolia— Tbamee  EmbaaknwBt,  311 

Stone,  Pollaa  Sarfeant,  Caaa  oT.  1  ISA 

Sappl;— PnUie  BaildiBt*^  305 

Rojal  ParU  3S7 

tJnlranitr  of  Landan  Baildi>f«,  89S 
TOL>  OXOn.  Itaaa  aaaa.'] 


hk-wnyg,  Bight  Hon.  J.  A.,  Poriarlinjftm 

Burials  (Ireland),  Coram,  ei.  1,  1383 

Election  Petition!  and  Corrupt  Fraotioei  at 

Election*,  Comm.  d.  1,  S60 
EiUbliihed  Churoh    (Ireland),  3R.  738,  747. 

748,  746 
Libel,  Comm.  603 
Repreeantntion  of  the  People  (Iraland),  Conin. 

1576;    cl.   S,  Amendt.    15S1,  IB84 ;    el.  18, 

15Se  :  a.  SO,  Ameadt.  1599  ;  add.  O.  1808 
Sea  fliheriea,  Lordi'  Amendls.  I8B1 

Laiabd,  Ut.  a.  H.,  Southwark 
AbrMiikian  Expedition,  T16 

The  Deipatehoi,  15S4,  1S65 
AfKoan  Slara  Trade— The  Aberdeen  Aot,  718 
CoartaofJuatice,  New,  3131 
DUraeli'i,  Mr.,  Speech  at  Herehant  Tafloiv' 

UaU,  315S 
Egjpt— Law  Courta,  1559 
India — Ancient  Monumenta,  114 
Falent  Offloe,  Ubrarj  and  Uoimm  of  tiia,t44 
PeelStalue,  The,  3114 

BurlingtOQ  Hooae,  393 
rational  GaUerj  Eolargement,  39> 
Palmereton  Mooament,  404 


'"'& 


Parliamant,  Houaee  of,  803,311 
Uniraraitf  of  London  Boildinga,  89S 
Welliogtonf"      -     ■    '"" 


LuTKUf,  Ifr.  W.  H.,  WahJUld 

'"-  -    ■     ■'        10,1608 


Ltetiiret  on  lUtigion 
Qoeetlon,  Mr.  Raarden ;  Auwer,  Hr.  Oathome 
Hard;  Jfay  15,  846 

LzKHAX,  Mr.  G.,  Tori  Citt/ 
Elaotrio  Telegrapha,  aa.  Amendt.  1801,  )<19, 

1331,  I80S 
Regietntioo,  3R.  1614 

Lee  Siver  Canaemaey  BQl 

{Mr.  SUphta  Cave,  Mr.  Ayrtm,  Mr,  Brntt) 
c.  Report  of  Select 

Report  •  Mag  3f 

Re-oomm.*;  llaportJun«4 

Oonaiderod  *  /una  8 

Read  3°  *  /mw  S 
1.  Read  1'*  ( Tht  Duke  o/Riehmmd)  Jum  10 

B«td  )••  Junt  19  (No.  140} 

Lkrtu,  Mr.  0.  J.  Sbnw,  Btading 
Fonign  Cattle  Market,  1395 
Harried  Women'a  Property,  3R.  1855,  1374 
Nentralltr  Commlaeion,  1854 
Sea  Fiaheriea,  Lordi'  Amsndta.  1860, 1887 
Sea  Fiiherieg  (IreUtid).  3R.  3031 
Snpplj — Eduoatioa,  Publio,  11S3 

Letbot,  Mr,  A.,  Jhihlin  Uhiventtg 

Bnriali  (Ireland),  Comin.  el.  1,  Ameudt.  1881 ; 

add.  el.  1383 
Establiabcd  Chnmb  (Inland),  Comm.  I9M 

LxNHoz,  Lord  E.  Q.   C.   0.    (Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty),  Chiehntw 


111* 


{INDEX) 


Lewis.  Mr.  Harvey,  Marj/Uhtrnt 

Bound"?,  Comin.  378 
MetropoliUn  PoUae,  9S8, 12S3 
Mucloipkl  Con»nti[>ii)  (MatropolU),  3R.  1T3T 
Tbanie*  Embukment,  ia.   AmeDdmsot,  3R. 
1311 

libel  Bill  {Sir  ColMOH  VLoghlen,  Mr.Baina) 

c.  Ordsr  for  Committes  reftd  ;  MoTed,  "  That  Mr. 
Spraksr  do  now  Imts  tha  Chair"  {Sir 
dolma-n.  ffLoykUn)  May  30.  699 
Aroendl.  to  le»>e  out  from  "  That."  and  add 
"  thia  Bonte  will,  apou  thli  da;  ill  monthi, 
reiolTe  itaclf  into  the  (aid  CommitlM " 
{Mr.  Neuidegatt) ;  after  short  debate,  Quei- 
UoD,  "  That  the  word*,  to.  i"  A.  108,  N.  38; 
M.  TO ;  main  QuaitiOD  agned  to ;  Coid- 
"4  [Bills] 


Jjnvza.,  Hon.  H.  G.,  NorihiMl»rland,  S- 
Armj  Reasrra,  Motion  for  a  Commiuion,  ISSS 
EteotioD  Petitiona   and  Corrupt   Praotioei   at 

Election*,  Comm.tj.  A,  691 
Eleotrio  TeUgnpbM,  3R.  1339 
EataMiahed  Church  (ImUnd),  3R.  7BS,  761 
Local  Chargei  on  Real  PropertT,  Rea.  ti7 
Local  Rating,  Motion  fhr  a  Commiaaion.  1487 
Pnblio  Sohoola,  Ra-somm.  1661;  eJ.6,le3JI; 

et.  6.  1933 
Bapreienlktionortfaa  People  (Sootland),  Comm. 

d.  8, 187 1  tl.  9, 071,  B79 

Ijttokd,  Yiacoant 

CoDtacioua  Diaaaaaa  Act,  331,  326,  saO 
S«a  Fuhariei,  Comm.  el.  6.  338 


Local  GoTemmeut  Snpplonailt; 

Bill    (Sir  JameM  FergtMM,  Mr. 

Qaiham  Harig) 
Ordered  ;  rud  1°  ■  Jfay  18  [I 

Head  3*  *,  and  referred  to  a  Select ' 

JuM  11 
Report  •  Jm»  39  [1 

Local  Ooremmeait  Supplemanti 
Bill    (Sir  Jam4t  FerguMMM,  Xr 
Oaikorne  Rcrdy) 
t.  Ordered  ;  read  1°'  Jimt  S  [ 

Read  S-  •  June  11 
Cooimittee*  ;  Report  Jmm  Iff 
ReadS°*  June  IS 
J.  R«adl>*(7le£erdCIw(M)Aa« 

Local  OoTemment  Sapplement 

Bill    {Sir  Jitmu  Ftr^Mtvn,  Jfr 
a<llkorM  Baidg') 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  I"  •  Jime  8  [ 

Read  30  ■  Jvnt  11 
Committee*  ;  Report  Jtma  IS 
Oommittee*  ;  Report  Jmt  IS 
Coniidered  *  June  13 
Read  3°'  Jme  IB 
I.  Read  1>  ■  ( 7^  Lord  CJnitOK)  Jatu 

Local  QoremmeiLt  SnpplAnunt 
Bill    {Sir  JamM  Ferymtm,  Mr 
GathfOme  Bardy)  ■ 
e.  Ordered;  read  !•'  JuM  15  [ 

Read  3°  ■  June  18 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Jutte  23 
Reads-*  /u>«33 
I.  Raadl**  (The Lord  CUidiim)  Jtim 


XjirDSAT,  Colonel  B-  J.  Loyd,  Strhhire 
Armj^-Sala  and    Porehaie  of  Conuniaalona, 

Rea.  CfiS 
Miniilerial  Sutement,  613 
.  Repnaentatlon  ofthe  People  (SooUa)id),CoiiUD. 
a.  9,  BTO 

Loe<d  Uhargat  on  Real  Prop^ty 
Mored,  "  That,  InaaniQoh  aa  the  Looal  Charg«f 
on  Real  Property  have  of  lata  je«r»  much 
increaaed  and  are  annaallT  inereaaing.  It  la 
neither  juit  nor  politic  that  all  thaie  burdeoa 
ahould  b«  levied  eioluaiTel;  from  thia  de- 
•oriptlOD  of  propertj  "  (Sir  Mniiey  I'Vi) 
May   13,  188  ;   after  debate,  Motion  vltli- 

Local  QoTflnunent  Supplemontal  (ITo.  2) 
Bill    {Sir  Janet  FerpiMon,  Mr.  Setrtlarf 
OaAamt  Bardy) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l"*  May  18  [Bill  110] 

Read  »•  *  May  31 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  33 

Read  3'  *  May  30 
I.  Read  1"  (The  Lord  Clinton)  May 36 

Ee«12'*  JuMlB  (No.  119) 

Committee*;  Rep<)Tt /uim >3 


LocalOffloen'  Superaiumation 

Bill 
( Sir  Caiman  ffLcgtileit,  Sir  Jcim  Gnu 
;.  Ordered;  read  1°'  Jray  30  [: 

Local  Rating 
Amendt.  on  Committae  of  SoppTf  J 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
Committee  be  appoial^  to  ooamd 
aant  Incidenca  and  prinoiple  of  Loi 
and  report  thereon  "  (Jfr.  Cerroi 
after  ihort  debate,   Qaantion,   " 


Locn,  Mr.  J.,  Southwart 
ColUat7  Proaeention,  IHB 
Cnitom*  OfBean,  ffl3 
Election  Patiiiooi  and  Oompt  Fi 

Eleetiona,  Comm.  d.  5,  689 
Honloipal  Oorporatlona  (Uotropoll*) 
Public  School!,  Ra-oomm.  «l.  «,  t93( 
Regiatration,  SR.  I61S 
RepreeentaUon  oftlw  People  (SeotUa 

a.  13,  1007 
Sopplf— Ednoatlon,  PnUlo.  UU 
Oovommant  PrboaM,  1106 
Parllanont.  Hoiuaa  eC  319 
Soieno*  and  Ait,  lift 
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LoKDONy  Bishop  of 

Army  Chaplaina,  2R.  1300 ;  Comm.  1890 
ArtizAns'  and  Labourers*  DwelUngs,  2R.  910 
Estoblished  Charoh  (Ireland),  2R.  2122 
Ritual,  Reports  of  the  Commission  on»  833 
University  Tests,  1025 

IiONo,  Mr.  R.  P.,  Wiltshire,  iT. 

Ireland — Bible  Depot  at  Queenstown,  658 

LoKOFOBDy  Earl  of  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War) 
Army  Chaplains,  2R.  1208,  1300 
Established  Chureh  (Ireland),  1918 

LoPBS,  Sir  M.,  Weathury 
Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  136, 161 
Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  1495 

* 

Lopes,  Mr.  H.  C,  Zauneeston 

Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  Amendt.  1352 

Lottery  Act 
Question,  Lord  Edward  Howard  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney    General;    short    debate    thereon 
May  15,  387 

Lowe,  Eight  Hon.  E.,  Calne 

Boundary,  Comm.  282 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el,  6,  2182 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  1364 
Parliament,  Dissolution,  The,  1129 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  1642  ;   el.  2,  1650  ; 

el.  3,  Amendt.  1652,  1653  ;   el.  16,  1930 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el.  0,  1242,  1243 

LowTHEB,  Mr.  J.,  York  City 

Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  el.  3,  Amendt.  1651, 

1653  :   Amendt.  1656 ;  el,  6,  Amendt.  1926, 

1929 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el.  18,  1595  ;  add,  el,  1788 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland^  Comm. 

el.  6,  857  ;  el,  8,  Amendt.  858, 859,  860, 875, 

879  ;  el.  9,  962 

LowTHEB,  Mr.  "W.,  Westmoreland 
Diplomatic  Service,  Res.  931 

Lunatic  AsylxmiB  (Lreland)  Bill 

( The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr,  Attorney  General  for 

Ireland) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  June  22  [Bill  184] 

LusK,  Mr.  Alderman  A.,  Finsbury 
Alkali  Act  (1863)  Amendment,  2R.  1297 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  290 
Diplomatic  Service,  Res.  939 
Navy  Estimates — Wages,  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 92 
Supply — Chapter  House,  Westminster,  396 

Common  Law  Courts  (Ireland),  1103 

County  Courts,  502 

Education,  Public,  1155 

Foreign  Office,  New,  818 


LusK,  Mr.  Alderman  A. — e<mt. 

Furniture,  Public  Departments,  295 
Government  Prisons,  1106 
Land  Registry  Office,  1104 
Learned  Societies,  Grants  to,  1132 
Metropolitan  Police,  503 
Nonconforming,  &o.  Ministers,  2170 
Parliament,  Houses  of,  306 
Petrie's,  Dr.,  Antiquarian  Collection,  1183 
Prosecutions,  501 
Public  Buildings,  293,  294 
Public  Buildings  (Ireland),  404 
Public  Offices  Site,  392 
Royal  Parks,  <kc.  297,  299 
Science  and  Art,  1167 
Slaves,  Bounties  on,  2170 
Superannuation,  1178 
Supply — Cultivation  of  FUx  (Ireland),  Amendt. 

1175 
Miscellaneous    Expenses,   1174 ;    Report, 

Amendt.  1608 

Ltttelton,  Lord 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  1917, 1919, 1921 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d,  9,  1627 ;  Report,  1744; 

SR.  add,  d,  1912 
Ritual,  Reports  of  the  Commission  on,  835 
Schools,  Public,  Address  for  Papers,  1551 

Ltveden,  Lord 

Abyssinia — Return  of  the  Army,  1814 
Nova  Scotia,  1749 

MacEvot,  Mr.  E.,  Meath  Co, 

Ecclesiastical  Titles,  1181;   2R.  1696,  1856 ; 

Withdrawal  of  Bill,  1982 
Ireland—Irish  Church,  The,  657 

McKenna,  Sir  J.  N.,  Youghal 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  2R.  1697 

MACKINNON,  Captain  L.  B.,  Rye 
l^avy— F.  G.  Captoins'  Reserved  List,  1222 
"  Glatton  "  and  "  Hotspur,"  651 
Iron-clad  Fleet,  19 

McLagan,  Mr.  P.,  Linlithgowshire 
Agriculture,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  587 
Petroleum,  Comm,  Amendt.  1619 

McLahen,  Mr.  D.,  Edinburgh 

Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  2R.  1521 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  el,  1,  676 

Land  Writs .  Registration  (Scotland),  Comm. 
el.  1,  1526  :  el,  28,  Amendt.  1528 

Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  145 

Lottery  Act,  890 

Post  Office,  Sunday  Labour  in,  2165 

Registration  of  Voters  Act,  385 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  18,  1591 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
459  ;  Amendt.  464,  472  ;  d,  3,  848 ;  el,  4, 
853;  Amendt.  855;  el,  8,  892;  el.  9, 
978;  cMO,  985,990;  cMl.  1004,1005; 
el.  25,  Amendt.  1009;  add,  el.  1235,  1286, 
1237, 1238, 1247 ;  Consid.  (uiti  e/.  1445,1446 

Sea  Fisheries,  Lords'  Aoa^^NaA^^'^ 
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HcLuzn,  Mr.  D.— MM. 

Supply— Ed aeitlon,  Poblta,  IMS 

Fl.»,  CullirntiOQ  or(l™Und),  1175 
Nonconforming,  la.  Minilten,  3169 
Publio  Buildinn,  293 

Supply— R<igiiti!rOfIioe(EdtiiburKh),RM.lI7B 

Turnpike  Truiti,  3R.  1720 


MiBuiBB,  Mr.  J.  ¥.,  Cork  City 

Elretrio  Telggnpbt,  SR.  ISOS 
IreUnd — Roman  CMhollo  Dnirenity,  71B 
Npw  Soutli  Walei— Tre»»on  Felonj  Aot,  175* 
RioU  at  Aihton,  Stalejbridge,  *a.  817,818, 
831,  828 


Artii 
Gont 
Edu( 
Ski* 


Xwri 

(Jfr. 


MiLVESBTniT,  Earl  of  (Lord  PriTy  Seal) 
Abfsunian  Eip«dition— DospttoliM,  Tbs,  093 
697, 1221 
Rslam  of  the  Army,  1811 
Cotton  StHtiMio*.  Comm.  918,  919 
EgfptiAn  SliTS  Trade,  331 
E>t.ibliihedCharah{IrelMid).  1909!  3R.90S8, 

SOTO,  207S 
Friendly  Booietle*,  Oomm.  508 
Melropolia— New  N>tiou>l  Gallery,  fll 
Uonelmry    Conferenoe     (P*rw]i    Aildr«H    for 

Pnpera,  110 
'    Patent  Offloe,  Library  and  Matenm  of  the.  Ill 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  g,  1635 
BepreuDtktioD  of  the  Feapla  (SootUnd),  3R. 

1913 
RitQkl,  KaportiorttieOonimiMUHioa,339,8d9, 

310 
Sals  oF  Poiwat  and  PhftrmMy  Act  AiMndnMDt, 

Report,  aid.  ef.  1S30 
Sohools,  Publio,  Addreo  Ibr  Papera,  1551 
Sea  Fiiheriei,  Comm.  et  5,  310,  313 
Whltiaatida  RMeM— State  of  Publio  AflUn, 

1035, 1034 
Windsor,  Voluntair  Bariaw  at*  1951 


UufHESS,    Bight    Hon.    Lord  J.  J. 

(Chief  Contmiesioner  of  Work*,  fto.), 
LeicMteTthire,  N. 
Coarta  of  Jutioe,  New.  371,  lOSl,  3131 
Eait  Woroeateniliire  Eleotion,  11  IS 
Metropolii — Burlington  HouM,  1183 

Burlington  Home,  The  Colonnade,  1335 
Park  Une,  2-137,  213B 
St.  Mary  Someraet  Chureh,  2160 
Thoroughl^rea,  Obatructlon  of,  1018 
Peel  Statuo,  The,  Rea.  2146 
Supply — Bnrltngton  Ilouie,  306, 100 
Chapter  llouae,  Weitminater,  306 
Embasay  Hnusea  Abroad,  313 
ForHgn  Offioe,  New,  313,  311 
Furniture,  Publio  Department*,  395 
National  Gallery  Entarj:eaieat,  393,  995 
New  Palace,  Weatmlnater,  307 
Paluieraton  Monument,  103 
pBrllament,  Houtea  of,  303,  309 
Publio  Building!,  293,  303,  301,  305 
Publio  Offloea  Site,  801 
RojbI  Parka,  Ac.  206,  398,  300 
Univeraity  of  London  Bulldlnga,  895 
welJingion  Monument,  103 
Wellington,  DalLo  ol,  V.wMimiK&Vi^^.&'U 


Eaat 

Bstal 
Irelai 


MAT       MET 


Kaxo,  Earl  of— «oiK. 

Pawnbroking,  Law  of,  1758 
Qaeenstown,  Bible  Depot  at,  656 
Roman  Gatbolic  University,  715. 1473,  U74 
Military  at  Eleotions  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt. 

174, 175,  1981 
Registration,  Leare,  1404 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  922 ; 
Comm.  el.  S,    1582 ;    d.   IS,   1586,   1588  ; 
a,  18,  1593,   1595;   el.  20,  1596;   el.  26, 
1597  ;  d.  2, 1764  ;  el  10,  Amendt.  1765  ; 
add.  el.  1768,  1769, 1770, 1774,  1784, 1790, 
1793  ;  Contid.  add.  el.  1899 
Sea  Fisheries  (IreUnd),  287 ;  2R.  2019 
Supply— Common  Law  Oourts  (Ireland),  1103, 
1104 
Flax,  CultiTation  of  (Ireland),  1175 
Legal  Charges  (IreUnd),  1104 
Petrie's,  Dr.,  Antiquarian  Oolleotion,  1138 

Ibdical  Practitioaers  (Calonies)  Bill  [r.l.] 

e.  Read  !*>•  May  19  [BUI  125] 

Read2**  3f ay  21 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  22 

Read  30*  May  26 
L  Royal  Assent  May  29  [31  ViO.  c.  29] 

MxLLT,  Mr.  G.,  Stoke-upon-Trmi 

Army— Sale  and    Purohase   of  CoBuniisions, 

Res.  533 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  e{.  1,667 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  1360 
Registration,  2R.  1613 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts 
Question,  Mr.  O'Beime ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Cave  May  19,513 ;  Question,  Mr.  Candlish  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Care  June  22,  1652 

Merchant  Taylors'  Hall —Mr.  Disraelfs 
Speech  at 
Question,    Mr.    Grant    Duff;    Answer,    Mr. 
Disraeli ;  debate  thereon  June  25,  2150 

Metropolis 

Burlington  Bouse,  Obserrations,  Mr.  Beresford 
Hope ;  Reply,  Lord  John  Manners  June  5, 
1 183  ;  Question,  Mr.  Bentinck  ;  Answer, 
Lord  John  Manners  June  9,  1335 

Clerkenwell  Explosion  Compensations,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Neate  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  June  23,  1923 

Iron  OaUs  in  Devofishire  Ptaee  and  WimpoU 
Street,  Question,  Mr.  Goldney ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Tite  May  14,  243 

Main  Drainage  —  Petition  of  Inhabitants  of 
Barking,  Question,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  May  28,  954 ; 
June  22,  1853 

Obstruction  of  Tlioroughfares,  Question,  Mr. 
Otway  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  May  29, 
1042 

Park  Lane  Improvements,  Question,  Viscount 
Hamilton  ;  Answer,  Colonel  Hogg  May  14, 
244 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Goddard,  Sir  WiUiam 
Gallwey ;  Answers,  Lord  Jolin  Maimers 
June  25,  2137 

Peel  Statue,  lUSee 


(SESSION     1867-8) 

Metropolis — cent. 


MET       MET 


St.  Mary  Somerset,  Ckur^  of  Question,  Mr. 

Bentinck ;    Answer,    Lord   John    Kwmers 

June  25,  2149 
Thames  Embankment-^Lifs  Chains^  Question, 

Mr.  Alderman  Lawrenoo ;  Answer^  Mr.  Tite 

May  15,  341 


Metropolis  Oas  Bill  Amended  Title-^\ 

(City  of  London)  Gas  Bill  / 

{Mr.  Morrison,  Mr.  Loohe^  Mr.  €hrs^ 
e.  Report  •  May  18  [BiUs  85-1 15] 

Metropolis    Local    Management    Acts 
Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Marquess  Townsihend) 
I.  Presented ;  read  1*  *  June  22        (No.  169) 

Metropolis  Snliwajs  Bill 

{The  Lord  Ebmry) 

I,  Committee  * ;  Report  May  29  (No.  73) 

Read  3**  June  8 
Royal  Assent  Jun625    [31  &  32  Viet.  c.  80] 

Metropolitan  foreign  Cattle  Market  BUI 

{Lord  Robert  Montagu,  Mr.  Eunt) 

c.  Report  of  Select  Committee  May  28  [No.  303J 

Mored,  "  That  it  he  referred  to  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills  to  inquira 
whether  the  Amendments  which  hare  been 
introduced  in  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market  Bill  in- 
▼oWe  any  infraction  of  the  Standing  Orders" 
(ifi*.  MUner  Oibson)  June  6,  1177;  after 
short  debate*  Hotion  agreed  to 

Mored,  "That  Memorials  complaining  of  non- 
compliance with  the  Standing  Orders  bo 
deposited  in  the  Private  Bill  Office  not  later 
than  Tuesday  the  9th  day  of  this  instant 
June,  and  that  the  Examiner  do  give  three 
clear  days'  notice  of  the  sitting  '*  {Mr.  Milnor 
O^son)^  1180  ;  Motion  withdrawn 

Standing  Orders  Committee;  Resolntion  re- 
ported, *'  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Metropolitan 
Foreign  Cattle  Market  BUI,  the  SUnding 
Orders  ought  to  be  dispensed  with  : — ^That 
the  Bill  be  permitted  to  proceed  "  June  12, 
1468  ;  Resolution  read  2« 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution  '* 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  the  further  consideration  of  the  said  Reso- 
lution be  postponed  till  Monday  next  *'  (Mr. 
MUner  Oibson) ;  Qnestion,  '*  That  the  words, 
dsc. ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn ;  main  Question  pat^  and  agreed  to 
(See  Cattle  Plague) 


Metropolitan  Police 
Question,  Mr.  Ayrton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  May  26,  925 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Harvey 
Lewis,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  Answers,  Mr.  Ga- 
thome Hardy  May  28,  953  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Harvey  Lewis ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy 
June  8,  1222 ;  Question,  Mr.  Grove ;  An- 
iwor,  Mr.  Gathome  Haxd^  Jv«ft*)aA^i^^ 


1 


flNDBX) 


igi. 


Mtln>peJitan  PdEim— oont. 

Slont.  Caie  of  PoltM  SetratMt,  Amwidt.  <m 
Comniittes  of  Supply  Ji""  19.  To  !«»• 
out  from  "That,"  >n<l  n^ld  "m  S«lsot  Com- 
mittM  be  ippointed  to  inquira  into  the 
euMi  of  the  ditmiukt  of  Poliu  Sergnnt 
Slona  from  the  Metropolit»n  Polio*  Forca" 
(Jfr.  LafcoueAeM),  1*78  ;  QuMtioo,  "  Th«t 
ths  vordi,  &e.  ■"  KlUr  ihart  dibato,  Anendt, 
withdrkvn 

Ketropolitaa  FoUoe  Fimdi  Bill 
(Jfr.  Steretary  OaAomt  Sardj/,  Sir  Jamtl 
Ferguuen) 
I.  Ordend ;  nwd  1>  •  May  %l  [BUI  133] 

Hetropolitiui  Begnlatioiu  BQI  [h.l.] 

{TItt  Marqaw  ToumiJifitd) 
I.  PnMDted ;  ntA  !•  *  June  15         (No.  119) 

Metropditan  Boada  Bill  [bj.] 

(  The  ifarqueiM  Tounuktnd) 
I  Prtwented  ;  rud  ]■•  Jme  IB         (No.  IflO) 
Bill  withdrawn  *  /uM  33 

Xilitary  &t  Electdom  (Irelftnd)  Bill 
{Mr.  Ser^tant  Barry,  Major  O^n,  Mr.Emumd*) 
e.  MoTGd,  "  That  tha  Bill  be  now  nad  2"'  {Mr 
Serjeant  Barry)  May  13,  ITS 
Ameodt.  to  lesTe  out  "now"  and  add  "  upon 
thii  daf  dx  moDthi"  {TKe  Earl  of  Mayo) ; 
Quealion,  "  That '  now,"  4o.  " 
Moved,  "  That  Ch«  dabate  be  dow  adjoornstl " 
[Mr.  BagwtU):  A.3T,N.ST:  H.SOi  Q^ci- 
tlnn  again  propoud.  "  That  '  now,'  Ao. " 
MoTid,  "That  this  Home   do  now  adjourn" 
{Sir  Patriek  O'Snan) ;  Hntion  withdrawn  ; 
Queitionagtinpropoied, "That 'now,'  Ao.  ;" 
Debate  adjourned  [Bill  es] 

Adjourned  Debate  June  93,  1980  ;  alteT  abort 
debate.  Debate  furthar  adjourned 

Militiamen — Famxlitt  of 

Queition,  Ur.  Dillw^  ;  Annrer,  Sir   Miohaal 
Hioka-Beaoh  Jmu  13,  IITS 

Kn.L,  Kr.  J.  Stnsrt,  WMtmintttr 

Election   Petition!  and  Corrapt  PnotlM*  at 

EIeotioai.Ooinm.cI.0,  Amendt.680,  SBl,  3180 
QoTFmment   of   India  Aot    Amendment  3R. 

1090;  Comm.  I8T6 
Local  Charge!  on  Real  Property,  Rei.  1S3 
Married  Women's  Property,  SR.  1870 
Municipal  Corporationi  (Metropolii),  3R.  1730 
Publioationi,  RegiitrHtion  of,  1014 
Publia  Sobooli.  RB-oomm.  el.  3,  ISSO;  tl.  S, 

16S8  ;  cl.  8,  1B2S,  1931 
Regiitratton,  3R.  1611 
Repreientation  of  the  People  ( Ireland),  Comm. 

el.  18,  1593 
BepreientationoftliePeople(SoatlaDd),Comm. 

el.  9,  966,  DTS  ;    el.  0,  Ameodt.  IS41,  1313, 

1313  :  Sohedule  A,  13e3 
Sea  Fiiherlri  (Ireland),  3a. 3031 

MuxEH,  Mr.  W.,  Leilk,  ^ 


UiLTOv.Viacoimt,  YorUJurt,  W.R. 
LaVe  Superior  and  the  Padfle,  Ao^  II 
a  Comioiiaioa,  1318 

Mines,    Aceidenti    in — Report   of 
Ci»nfflit(M(1867) 
Obeerrationi,  Ur. Braee ;  Reply.Ur.i 
Bardy  ;  abort  debate  tbereon  /mm 
(See  CaUiery  AeadaiU) 


{Ur.  Perey  Wyndiuun,  Mr.  CavemdiA 

Mr.  BtndarMut) 
c.  Oomnuttee*  ;  Report  Jfiiy  30        [B 

MiNTO,  Earl  of 
Salmon  Fiaheriea  (SooUand),  Comm 


IfoFFATT,  Mr.  O.,  SotttMampto» 
"    ■       '    '  Aot  Amendmei  '   *~   -- 
SerTice,1176 

UoKCOEiFF,  Ri|;ht  Hon.  J.,  £cU»b 
Conrt  of  Seaaion  (SeotUnd),  SR.  1611 
Und  Writ!   RegtatratloD    (SooUud 

el.  1,  1827 
Miniaterial  Statement,  BSO 
KepreaenUtion  of  tbe  People  (Scot! 
Comm.  170  ;  el.  3, 183,  ISl,  811, 
el.  1,  SAl,  8fiS  :  el.  S,  837  ;  el.  8. 
889  :  tl  0,  970,  981  ;  d.  10.  98; 
1006;  el.  SI,  1009;  atU.  eL  U 
IS37,  1338,  1239;  cl.  E,  1310;  eC. 

Sohedule  A,  I3S1  :  Couid.  add.  c 

Monetary  Oonferenea  (  Paris) 
MoTad,"  That  an  humble  Addieaabe 
to  Her  Mi^jeity  for,  Proceedinga  i 
tamational  Monetary  Coofemice 
Parii,  June  1837  "  ( 7^  Sari  . 
May  13,  lOTi  after  abort  debet 
agreed  to 

Monk,  Mr.  C.  J.,  GloueesUr 
Boundariee  af  Borongha,  Cmud.  An 
Beondary,  Comm.  370 
EleoCion   Petition*   and  Compt  Pn 

Eleetlont,  Comm.  el.  5,  689 
Revenue   Offloen    Diaabilitiee   Rem 

1333  :  Comm.  1333,  1338,  16S3 
Stone,  Polioe  Sergeant,  Gaee  of,  llTt 
Supply — Burlington  Hooee,  307 

ProBeoutiDQi,  301 
Turkey— New  EmbMaf  Hone^  Thar 

MoiTSELL,  Bight  Hoa.  W.,  Limsr 
Boriali  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  1,  Am* 

1382,  1333:  add.el.l38* 
Ireland— Rail wa ye,  718 
Military  at  Eleotiona  (Inland),  SR.  1 
RepreaentBtlati  of  tbe  People  (b«bM 

el.  SO,  1S97  ;  add.  el.  1709,  1783 

add,ti.lV>l 
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NEV 


IfoNTAGTT,  Right  Hon.  Lord  R.  (Yioe  Pre- 
sident  of  the  Committee   of   Privy 
Council  for  Education),  Muntingdon- 
ihire 
Cattle— Importation  of  Foreign,  18,  110,  424, 
1758 
Plague,  1755 
Edocation,  Reriied  Code.  952 
Elementarj  Edueation,  2R.  1908 
Latymer's  Charity,  Edmonton,  952 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,   1178; 

Res.  1469 
Scientifio   Inatmction  in   Foreign  Conntries, 

1560 
Small  Pox  Hospital,  1561 
Supply— Edaoation,  Publio,  1184, 1189, 1156, 
1160;  Report,  1607 
Science  and  Art,  1161,  1165,  1168, 1169, 
1171,  1172 

H0VT601CERT,    Sir  G.   G.   (Lord  of  the 
Treasury),  Feehleahire 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
€l.  10,  986 

HoEE,  Mr.  R.  J.,  Shropshire,  8. 

Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  1498 

HoBRis,  Mr.  G.»  Qahoay  Bo, 

Ecclesiastical  Titles,  2R.  1696 

Ireland — Customs  Department,  Board  of  Trade, 

426 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

d.  18,   1589,   1590,   1591,  1594;    add.  el 

1778, 1782, 1789 
Supply— Public  Buildings  (Ireland),  404 


IfoBBiBON,  Mr.  W.,  Pfymouth 

Boundary,  Comm.  286 

Blection  Petitions  and  Corrupt  PraotioM  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl,  1,  681.  682 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Houae,  1567*  1570 
Postal— Cape  Mail,  1180 
Weights  and  Measores  (Metric  System),  2R. 

203 

Mowbray,    Right    Hon.    J.    R.    (Judge 
Advocate  General),  Durham  City 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  1687 

Municipal  Corporations  (MetropoliB)  Bill 

(Mr,  Mill,  Mr,  Tkamoi  Bughes,  Mr.  Tomltne, 

Mr.  Buxton,  Mr,  Layard) 

e.  Moved.  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«"  (Mr, 
/.  Stuart  Mill)  June  11,  1780 
Amendt.  to  leare  out  "  now  "  and  add  *'  upon 
this  day  three  months "  (Mr.  BenHnek) ; 
Question,  "That  *  now,'  Ac.;'*  after  short 
debate.  Debate  adjourned  [Bill  105] 

Municipal  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill 

( The  Lofrd  Jdvoeate,  Mr.  Secretary  Oatheme 

Bardy) 

e.  Ordered  *  June  16 

Read  V  •  June  24  [BiU  189] 


Municipal  Bate  (Edinburgh)  Bill 

(Mr,  McLaren,  Mr,  Dunlop,  Mr,  Baxter) 

c.  Read  2*  *  June  10  [Bill  99] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  17 

Read  3»  *  June  18 
;.  Read  1>*  (The  Lord  Sundridge)  June  19 

Read  2*  •  June  28  (No.  167) 

Committee  *  ;   Report  June  25 

MuBPHY,  Mr.  N.  D.,  Cork  City 
EsUblished  Church  (Iceland),  2R.  777 
Ireland — Catholic  UniTcrsity,  955 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  S,  1584  ;  cl,  18, 1589, 1592  ;  el.20,  1596 ; 
Conaid.  a(2(;.e2. 1906 


MusiCy  Boyal  Aead&my  of^  Grant  to  the 
Question,  Mr.  Otway  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
June  18,  1758 

National    Oallery  —  Competition  —  See 
Cowrts  of  Juitice,  The  New 

Navy 
F,  O,  Capiaine*  Reterved  Liet,  Question,  Can- 

tain  Mackinnon ;  Answer,  Mr.  Corry  June  8. 

1222 
«<  GlaUon"  and  '*Botipur,"  Question,  CapUin 

Mackinnon ;  Anawer,  Mr.  Corry  May  21, 

651 
Greenwich  Botpital,  Obsenrations,  Mr.  Baillie 

Cochrane  May  22,  719 ;   Observations,  Mr. 

Baillie  Cochrane ;  Reply,  Mr.  Corry  June  6, 

1184;   Question,  Mr.  Seely;    Answer,  Mr. 

Corry,  1185 
Iron  Clad  Fleet,  The,  Obsenrations,  Captain 

Mackinnon ;  Reply,  Mr.  Corry  May  11, 19 


Neatb,  Mr.  C,  Oxford  City 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  432 
India— Fort  William,  Cholera  at,  714 
Libel,  Comm.  ^6 1  el.  I,  605, 606,  608 
Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  149 
Metropolis — Clerkenwell  Explosion,  1928 
Mines,  Accidents  in,  1504 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  Amendt.  1681, 1649 ; 

eL  2,  Amendt.  1650 ;  cl.  3, 1658  ;  el,  5. 1925; 

cl,  6,  Amendt.  1930,  1931 ;  el,  12,  1933 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Clontid. 

add,  cl,  1444 

NxLsoir,  Earl 

Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  1398 
New  Forest — ^Deer,  Ac.  RemoTal  Act,  Motion 
for  a  Committee,  695 

Neutrality  Commistion 
Question,   Mr.   Shaw-Lefeyre;    Answer,  Lord 
SUnley  June  22, 1854 

NxYiLLB-GBBHyiLLB,   Mr.    B.,    Somenet" 
ehire,  E. 
Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  157 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el.  8, 874, 875 ;  add.  el  1244 
Supply— Praeontioiif,  500 


^ 


m 


'% 
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JTbwdmatb,  Mr.  C.  N.,  JTarwiabAir^  JF.    Ntm  if«i 
Agriraltorr,  lfoUoafcrkCoaBiUB^688  Am  4- 

BModwiM  of  BaroDglu.  Uotioo  fat  *  Cam- 

miitec,  437, 134 
BoiiDdu?,  Cooun.  SeS ;  PnuBbU^  IMS  :  d.  4, 

li>T 
BnrUU  (Inland],  Comm.  1S80 
Cosl  HinM,  1084 
ElMtrlc  Tclcgnpbi,  3B.  1808 
EitJibliahed  Chunsh  (InUnd),  Lote,  339,  SIS, 

830,  331,  333  ;     IR.   823  ;    Comn.    119S  ; 

Anwndt.  nST.  1110, 1311  :  OomM.  1»» 
Ubel,  Camn.  Amindt.  B33,  iW,  DM;   «1.  1, 

•0«,«08:  a.  8,017 
Mtniatorul  SUMment,  MS 
Public  Sohooli.  lU-eomm.  1S38 ;  tl  8,  1058  ; 

d.  B,  Amendt.  1834.  1036  ;  el.  8,  AmandC. 

1936,1937  ;  el.  14,  19S7 
fiaprMMitatioD  of  the  Fm^  (IrelMd),  CohU. 

«U.  «l.  ISM 
EtpreMPlatioD  of  tha  Peo^«  (SootlandX  Oomm. 

cl.  a.  879  ;  el.  9,  968 
BioU  at  AihtOD.  SUlejbridga,  Ab.  Bltt,  889  ; 

ExpUnatioa,  037 
Snpply — NonooniornilD);,  Ao.  tEoMtn,  3169 
TnonibatuitutiDD,   DcelantioD   ■gminit,  Mi>> 

tiODf<)r*?ap«r,  1101 

ifeu  Forett—Deer  BtmowU,  §^.  Aet,  1851 
HotmI,  -Tlnl  B  9a)«)t  Comniittn  b* appof atod 
to  Inqilre  Into  the  Opentioo  of  tb*  14th 
and  Ifth  Tict.  Cap.  76.,  intltDled  "  An 
Act  to  eitiagaiib  the  right  of  the  Oa*n 
to  Dmt  In  Uw  New  FonM,  and  to  giro 
CompetiialioD  Id  liea  thereof;  and  (brother 
ParpoM*  reiating  to  the  Kid  Foreat "  (  Fw- 
eetait  BvtrtUy)  May  33,  6*4  ;  afto-  abort 
debate,  Motion  agreed  to  ;   Lij(  of  the  Oi 


Newfoundland— OrmtMof  Land  on  "ITl* 
Frenoh  CoatI  " 
Petition  preeented  (Lent  Sou^ian) ;  abort  de- 
bato  tharaon  Mag  13,  6H  « 

yew  Peer*  Introduced 

Sir  John  Bens  Walth,  Baronet,  BaroD  Ormath- 

vaiia  of  Onnathmlte  la  the  County  of  Oom- 

barland  May  IS 
WUIiam    O'NeUl,    Olerk,    Baron    O'N^    of 

Shansa  Caatla  in  the    Conntj    of  Aotrim 

/•»#  16,  1631 


Jfew  SouA  WaUt—Treaton   Felony  Ati 
(bieatioii,  Mr.  Mignire  ;  Anairer,  Mr.  Addsrie* 
June  18,  17B4 

JKno   Writt  Ittwtd 

Map  18— For  Woroeiter  Coantr  ( Eaatam  Din- 
■ioD),  V.  Bon.  Frederiok  Heorr 
William  Oongfa  CalthoriM,  bow 
Baron  Catthorpe 

Mof  K—For  DeUin   Ciif,  ¥.  Sir   Benjanis 


NOR 


OLO        (SBSSION    1867-8] 


OLO        OVB 


Norwood,  Mr.  0.  M.,  JSingstanupanSull 

Coanty  Ooarts  ( Admiridtj  Jttrifdiotion),  Comm. 

168,  169  ;  el  4,  171 
SiMtrio  Telegrmphi,  2R.  1808 

Nodd  Scotia — Briiiih   North  American 

Confederation 

Mov«d,  "That  this  House  is  informed,  by  a 
Petition  presented  on  tl^e  15th  day  of  May 
last,  signed  by  89  out  of  38  Members  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  of  Nora  Sootia,  and  by 
16  out  of  19  Members  elected  by  that 
Colony  to  the  House  of  Commons  at  Ottawa, 
that  great  dissatisfaction  prerails  in  NoTa 
Sootia  with  the  Act  passed  in  the  last  See- 
siou  of  Parliament,  intituled  '  An  Act  for 
the  Union  of  Canada,  Nora  Sootia,  and  New 
Brunswick : '  And  that  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She 
will  be  graciously  pleased  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mission or  Commissioners  to  proceed  to 
Nova  Scotia  for  the  purpose  of  examining 
into  the  causes  of  the  alleged  discontent, 
with  a  view  to  their  consideration  and  re- 
moval "  {Mr.  Bright)  Juns  16,  16A8  ;  after 
debate.  Question  put ;  A.  8T,  N.  188  ;  M.  96 

Petition,  Postponement  of  Motion  {Lord 
Campbell) ;  short  debat«  thereon  June  18, 
1749 

O'Bbibkx,  Mr.  J,  L.,  Caehel 
Army— Fortifications,  112,  113 
Cattle,  Importation  of  Foreign,  414 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts,  518 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el,  8,  1585 ;  el,  18,  1591 ;  Conftid.  1898 
Riots  at  Ashton,  dra.  1096 

O'Bbibv,  Sir  P.,  ITing'i  Co. 

Militory  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  175 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Consid. 

add.  el,  1904 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el.  3,  491 
Supply— Royal  Parks,  Ac.  297 
Science  and  Art,  1 166 

O'CoNOB  Don,  The,  Boecommon  Co. 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
add.  el.  1780 

O'DoNOGHTjE,  The,  IValee 

Ecclesiastical  Titles,  2R.  1697 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
add.  d.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1804, 1805 
Valuation  (Ireland),  2136 

Ogutt,  Sir  J.,  Dundee 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el.  28, 1529 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland)^  Comm. 

el.  8,  484  ;  Consid.  add.  el.  1446 

O'LooHLBir,  Sir  CM.,  Chre  Co, 
Ireland— Catholio  University,  112 

Land,  Tenure  of,  1850 
Ireland— RoyU  Residence  in,  Motion  tot  an 
Address,  846,  358 

VOL.  GXGIL     fZHZBD  BEBOM.}  i^vnL 


CLoGHLiv,  Sir  C.  M.— conf. 
Knights  of  )¥in4«or,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

1973, 1977 
Libel,  Comm.  592,  604 ;  ehl,  605,  606  ;  el,  3, 

610,  617 
Marriage  Law  Commission,  1757 
Representation  of  the  People  ( Ireland),  922  ; 
add.  el,  1779, 1780  ;  Consid.  1895  ;  add,  el. 
1903 
Supply — Chapter  House,  Westminster,  396 
County  Courts,  502  ;  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 503,  504 
<New  Palace,  Westminster,  397 
Konoonforming,  Ac.  Ministers,  2167 
Public  Buildings,  292 
Royal  Parks,  Ac.  296  ;  Motion  for  Aiyoam* 

ment,  311 
Sheriff  Court  Houses  (Scotland),  400 
Ulster  Canal,  404 
UniTcrsity  of  Glasgow,  Motion  for  Adjonm** 

ment,  401 
University  of  London  Buildings,  396 
Transubstantiation,  Declaration  against.  Mo- 
tion for  a  Paper,  1098,  1100,  1103 

O'Reillt,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Longford  Co. 
Army — Military  Uniform,  712 
Army — Bale  and  Purchase    of  Commissions, 

Res.  540 
India— Religious  Worship,  Faoilitiei  for,  1757 
Public  Accounts,  Res.  181 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el.  18,  1595 ;  add.  U,  1796 

OsBOBirs,  Mr.  B.  B.,  Nottingham 
Boundary,  Comm.  276  ;  Preamble,  1290  ;  el.  4, 

1430,  1435,  1436 
Ministerial  Statement,  648  . 
Peel  SUtue.  The,  Res.  2148 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add.  el.  1795,  1796 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el,  9.  964  ;  add.  el,  1803 
Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  801,  304,  395, 

809;  Amende.  811,312 

Otwat,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Chatham 
Abyssinia— TelMraphio  Commnnieation  with. 

718 
Army — Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commiaeions, 

Res.  562 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el.  5,  2192 
Metropolis  —  Obstruction    of  Thoroogh&res, 

1042 
Music,  Royal  Academy  of,  1753 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1570 

Dissolution  of,  1064 
Rerenue    Officers  Disabilities  RemOTal,  2R. 

1352 :  Comm.  1537 
Turkey — Embassy  House,  Constantinople,  1758 

Oyebstoive,  Lord 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  1848 
Metropolis —National  Gallery,  95 
Monetary    Conference    (Paris),    AddreM   for 

Papers,  100 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el,  22,  049 
Ritual,  Reports  of  the  Commission  o^^^W;^^ 
yagrano7---Q^dfot4  \^d^u«  \&s)»N^^  Vst  ^^st» 

x«ipon.4«n!Q5|  ^ 

4Q 


{IHDBZ) 


Ozfbrd  and  Cambridge  noiTenttiei  Bill 

(3fr.  CeUndgt,  Mr.  BrntveHt,  Jfr.  D>^) 
t.  Moiwl, "  That  ths  Bill  be  now  ra^  S*"  {Mr. 
CeUridgt)  May  13.  309 
Anmdt.  to  Icars  out  "now"  and  add  "  apoD 

thudaTiix  month*"  (ifr.  Walpole);  Quai 
tion,  "  That  '  no*,'  Ae, ;"  after  (bort  dabatt 
Dabate  adjoumad  [BlU  30] 


OzioBS,  Bishop  of 

Arm;  CbapUIni,  Comin.  ISSS,  IMS,  14S7 
CiM)«Mration  of  ObuTohyarda  Aot  AmaDdmont, 

SR.  SOT.  S09  ;  Comm.  tt.  1,  BSB 
EatablUbad  Churah  (IraUnd),  1S21 


PtasT,  Hr.  T.  T.,  LtteuUrtkirt,  I 
Turnpike  Tnuti,  3R.  1723 


PAKiHOTOir,  Right   Hon.  Sir  J.   S.  (Se- 
cretary of  State  for   War),   Droii- 
v)ich 
Amv—Brooka,  Captain,  Caw  of,  18»,  18SB, 

aisi 

Caraliy  Unifbrmi,  1111 
DefcallTa  Ammanltion,  004 
Dapeu,  OfBcen  In  Command  of,  1180 
Enginaar  Department.  Clark*  in  the,  113B 
Floating  Obatructlon  Committee,  1SS3 
Fortifications,  113 
Gnnner;  Eiperioienti.  147T 
India,  Traniport  of  Troop*  to,  llll 
Military  Uniform,  713 
Militia  Quartermutera,  13SS,  17S6,  1757 
Muiketrj  In>truatora,Pajinant  of,  817 
NDn-puraha*e  Corpi,  ISSS 
Bified  Ordnanoe— Studded  Shot,  SM 
War    Department,    1 IS9  ;  — Subordinate 
Offloar*  In  tbe,  OSO.  SSI 

Army  —  Sale  and  Purohaae  of  Commiaaiona, 
R«i.  610 

Anaj  Kaeerre,  to.  DIS;  Motion  for  •  Com- 
miaaion,  1063,  ISflO 

Ireland— Arbour  Bill  aarriaon  Gbapel,  Ul 

R«pr«*entatlon  ofthe  People  (Sootland),  Comm. 
add.  el  13*9 

Sootlud— Militia,  17 


Patj.  Sir  L.,  Ihvotuhirt,  S. 
Boandariei  of  Borougbi,  Comm.  tSi 
Repreiontation  of  the  People  (Sootlud),  Comm. 

tl.  3,  490;   tl.  B,  B60,  878:  AmendtSM; 

add.  cl.  1348 
RIota  at  AtbtOD.  Stalarbridf  a,  Ae.  831 


Pauieb,  Sir  B.,  Richmond 
Bonndaij,  Comm.  Preamble,  1389 
Election   Petition*  and   Cermpt  PnotioH  at 

Election*,  Conun.  el.  6,  31B5 
Violoria— Deapatobei  from,  92ff 


Parker.  Majot  ■W'wi4bot,  Swffolik,  "W. 
EleneatarT  E4uM%ton,%ft~\%%V 


PAR        PET         {SESSION    1867-8) 


Fartitioii Bill ["■!<-]    {The Lord C/umeeUor) 
c.  Rami  3"  Mat/ li  [61111073 

Committoa*!  Report  Jfay  30 

Coniidered  *  Mat/  33 

Rekd  3°  ■  May  3S 

Bo7»l  AsMDt  Juitt  3S      [31  i  33  Via.  a.  <0] 

Pattbk,    Eight    Hod.    Colonel     J,    W. 
(Chancellor  of  the  Duohy  of  Lan- 
caster), Lanea»hir»,  N. 
Jumj  Renrrs,  Uotion  for  ft  GommUtlOD,  I960 

Patill,  Mr.  H.,  St.  Ivet 
Bonndirr.  Coram.  Preunble,  13SS,  1293 
EImUoo  Fetitioni   and   Ooimpt  Prutioai  at 

ElaotioDi,  Camm.  cl.  6,  688,  3183,  2190 
Farliftmant,  Diuolutiou  of,  I0T3 
RioM  At  AihtOD,  SUlBjbridgs,  Ao.  833 

Pr*he,  Mr.  3.  W.,  Durham,  S. 

BounduT,  Comm.  3TT,  38* 

Court*  of  Jaatioe,  Deaigni  for  tha,  US 

RepmeotalioD  oftbs  People  (SootUnd),Ooii]iii. 


Petroleiun  Act  Amendnuiit  (rv-wmmOM) 
Bill 

{Sir  Janui  Fergmton,  Mr.  Seerttary  QaOwm« 

Bardi) 

e.  CommittM  * ;  Report  May  3S      [Bill*  93-141] 

Order  for  Cemmittea  rud ;  MotwI,  ■•  Tlut  Hr. 

Speaker  do  noir  leare  the  Oludr"  Jane  15, 

1618 

Amendt.  to  learo  out  from  "Tbat,"  and  add 

"  tha  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Selaot  CoDl- 

aittaa  "  [Mr.  M'Lagan) ;  after  abort  debate, 

Qaaation,  "  Tbat  tha  vonU,  dw.,"  agreed  to ; 


Itaport 


33 


[BlU  Ul] 


Re-comm. . 
Ooniidered*  Jui 
Read  3°  •  /uM  36 

Petty  SesiionB  and  Lock-ap  Hosaei,  fto. 

Bill    {SirJantt  Fergatioa,  Mr.  Stentary 

Oathome  Hardy) 
I,  Rojal  AiwDt  May  39  [31  Viet.  a.  39] 


PxBL,  Right  Hon.  Lient.-Gen.  J.,  Simt- 
ingdon 
Armj  RaMrre,  Uotion  (br  a  Commiuion,  19B4 
Annj — Sale   and   Purobaae  of  Commiiiiou, 
Re*.  518 

Peel,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Waneiei  Bo. 

Boondiiiei  of  Borongba,  Motion  for  a  Oom- 

iniUea,  430 
Boaadarr,  Comn.  el.  1,  1136  ;  Amendt.  lUO 

Fetl  SuUue,  Tht 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Jtmt  26, 
To  leave  out  from  "Tbat,"  and  add  "in 
the  opinion  of  tbii  Honia,  the  Peel  Statue 
ought  to  be  removed  from  iu  preMDt 
site  io  New  Pdaoe  Tard"  {Lord  Eklto), 
213B:  after  abort  debate,  Qneation,  "That 
the  word*  rto.  ; "  A.  Tl,  N.  182 ;  U.  HI ; 
words  added  ;  main  QaesUon,  a*  amended, 
pot,  and  agreed  to 

TsusBJS,  Lord 

Establiihed  Cbnroh  (Ireland),  IBOV 

Perth  and  Brechin  Fiorlfioiial  Orderi 
Conflrmatioa  Bill     ( 7^  L«r4  cunttm) 

I.  Read  3"  •  Jfay  U  (No.  «*) 

Bojal  Assent  May  39 

Petit  Juries  {Ireland}  BUI 

{Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral  for  irtland.  The  £arl  ef  < 

Mayo)  I 

e.  Read  3'  >,  and  refaired  to  a  Seleet  CommittM 

May  28  ^^iU  TO] 

Committee  nominated  ;  Lltt  of  the  OonudttM 

/WW  aa,  1989 


(Jfr.  SlepSen  Cave,  Sfr.  Sclattr-BiMh) 
Resolution  in  Committee;  Bill  ordered '^iw  15 
Resd  I"  May  IB  [BiU  118] 

Read  3°  *  May  31 
Committee  *  ;  Report  May  33 
Read  3°  ■  Mmi  3S 
1.  Read  !••  {1%«  DukeofBiehmond)  May  39 
Read  2>*  June  8  (Mo.  130) 

Committee*:  Report  Jime  23 
Read  3*"  JuM  33 
Rojal  Assent  June  35      [31  A  S3  Vict.  o.  IB] 

Pier  and  Harbonr  Orders  Con£niiatio& 
(JSo.  2)  fim     {Mr.  Dodton,  Mr.  iSMpW 
Cave,  Mr.  SdaUr-Booth) 
ReeolDtion  in  Committee ;  Resolution  reported ; 
Bill  ordered ;  read  1°  •  May  39      [BiU  ItS] 
Head2o»  June* 
Committee';  Report /un«  8 
Read  8°  •  Jim*  9 
I.  Read  1'*  (The  Date  of  Bi^anond)  June  U 
Read  3**  /mu  13  (No.  139) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  19 
Read  3*  *  Jutie  2S 
Royal  Assent  June  95        [SI  A  82  Viet. «.  it} 

P™,  Mr.  J.,  IhiiliH  City 
Ireland — Uonotjor  CooTiot  Priaon,  1470 

PawubrohiDg,  Law  of,  1T58 
Ireland — Rojal  Residenoa  in.  Motion  for  an 

Address.  3B1 

Eepreasntation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

lfl3T ;    tl.   18,   1590,    159S  ;    <i.    10,    1765 ; 

oM.  el,  1784 ;  Consid.  add.  el.  ISOI,  1907 

Representation  of  Iha  People  (Sootland),  Comm. 

I  409  ;  cL  10,  990 

PoLUBS-TTKauxAST,  Mr,  W,,    Weitvuath 
I  Co. 

Ireland—Arbour  HUl  Garrison  Chapel,  S51 

Married  Woman's  Propert;,  9R.  1360 

Fnblio  Aoooanu,  Res.  123 

Pnbllo  Sobooli,  Re-oomm.  el.  11,  1938 

WrigfaU  and  MMmtM  (>&«xa  Mikani^A'%-^ 


-^ 


{INDBK  ) 


Law  far  Relitfof  1A«  Poor,  Mared,  "  Th*t 
bumble  Addraa  ba  prswDted  to  5«r  XiJMtr, 
to  request  that  Her  MijeitT  will  ba  gmnonAj 
p1«iaM  to  lnaa  t.  RoftX  Cotnini*>ion  to  in- 
qalre  Into  the  OpvrKtioa  und  AdmJniitratioo 
Df  the  L&m  for  tha  RalnT  of  tb«  Poor  In 
Ens>Bnd  >nd  Wklei "  (  Tht  ManpK*»  TWni- 
hend)  June  12,  li62  ;  after  ihort  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrkWD 

Poor  ReUtf  AtttttiKtii*  lUtvrnt,  QaeHion,  Mr. 
0>ndl»h ;  Aniirar,  Sir  Miahwl  Hlokt-BeHh 
Jwu  13.  14T0 

Sectland.  Queatioa,  Sir  Andreir  Aguew ;  Ao- 
■wer,  Tbs  Lord  AdTooata/witf  16,  KSl 

VagranU  —  The  OuiUlford  Omfn,  MoT»d, 
"  That  there  be  laid  berore  Ihie  Honie,  Copr 
of  CorreapoD deuce  which  hsi  rseenllT  puied 
between  the  Poor  L*w  Board  and  the  Onild- 
ford  Board  of  Gaardianl  in  nhrenea  to  the 
Mief  otVagnaU"  {Tilt  Karl  *f  Carnarvon) 
May  IB,  9S :  after  ihoit  debate,  M  ' 
amended,  and  agreed  to 
Ordered,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  thii  UonM, 
Cop7  of  Oorrcapondenoe  wbleh  hsi  reoentlf 
takep  plaoe  with  the  Poor  Law  fitiard  in  r«- 
Ibrmo*  to  the  Relief  of  VagrknU  in  the 
Oaildlbrd  Dnloa  "  ( Tin  Btarl  of  Carnmvm) 


Foot  Law  and  Xedieal  InqtecterB  {Ire- 
land}  Bill       {3^  Arl  •/  JIayo,  Mr. 
Attemeji  Oeittmlfor  ZrHMd) 
t.  Ordered  ■  Jvne  10 

Read  1°  •  /une  23  [BUI  ISIT] 

Poor  S«lisf  Bill  [H.L.]    (TlMEarlafDtM*) 

I  Report  of  Seleol  CommlttM  Xa^  29 


immittee  May  33,  946 
Oommitlee  Ju»t  IB,  1631 
Report  June  IS,  1713 
Read  3*  June  33,  1910 
:.  Read  1°»  Junrt  33 


(No.  Ill) 
(No.  183) 
(No.  \W) 
{No,  182) 
fBUlISflj 


FoBTVAtr,  Lord 

Artiian*'  and  Labouren*  Dvallinjiii  IB-  HT, 
911;    Motion  for  a  CoBmlltae,  016;  E>^ 
nation,  916 
P«ar  ReU«f,Gi>am.  «I.  S,  Auindt.  1B31,  lUT 

Pott  Ofice 
Amerioan  ifail  SnbMUt,  QaMlfon,  Hr.  Bai- 
ter ;   Answer,   Hr.   Solater.Booth  Mag  B, 

313 
AimHal  Reportt,  (^eitioni,  Hr.  HoOlatt,  Mr. 

Crawlord  ;    AniKeri,    llr.    SeUter  •  Booth 

Jtme  13,  HTe 
Atatratia—PoiUd  Cormmmieatien  w&A,  Qaee- 

tion,  Mr.  Childen  ;    AdeWeT,  Ur.   SolatM- 

Booth  June  13,  11T3 
Cape  Mail  Cantraet,  Queition,  Mr.  Candliah  ; 

Anawer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth    M^  36,    933  ; 

ftneatioQ,     Mr.     MorriaoD  ;      Anawer,    Mr. 

Solater-Boolh  JuM  B,  1130 
Eail  Indiei,  Pottal  Comr/nmieaHon  viith  (A* — 

The  Brindiri  Route,  Queation,  Mr.  Goldemld; 

Anawer.  Mr.  SoUtor-Booth  June  15.  1531 
EUetrio    Telegraphi,  QbontYmi,  Ur.  Mt\ii»i.-,\b 

Aniwer,  Ur.  ^w^uok  Cm«  Jwm  U^Ut^    \ 


Wtit  J 
Quel 


Eleman 
Snpplj- 


POWELL, 
Bouoda 
Collierj 

Oil 

Oxford  I 

Fublio  ! 

el  16 

Supplj- 


(SirJ 

«.  Ordered 

Read  V 

Probate 
(Jfr.  Am 
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Promiflflory  Oaths  Bill  [h j..] 

c.  Read  1«  *  May  12 
Read  2''*  May  29 


[BiU  113] 


Public  Aecounti 

Moved,  **  That  those  who  conduct  the  audit  of 
Public  Accounts  on  behalf  of  the  House  of 
Commons  ought  to  be  independent  of  the 
EzeoutiTO  Government  and  directly  respon- 
sible to  this  House  ;  and  that,  inasmuch  as 
the  appointment,  salaries,  and  pensions  of 
the  officers  entrusted  with  the  conduct  of 
such  audit  are  more  or  less  under  the  control 
of  the  Treasury*  the  present  system  is  one 
which  imperatirely  calls  for  revisioii"  (Mr. 
JHUwyn)  May  12,  116 ;  after  debate,  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 

PuhUetUions,  Registration  of 

Observations,  Mr.  Ayrton ;  Reply,  The  Attor- 
ney Oeneral ;  short  debate  thereon  June  12, 
1009 


PublieaHons-^Sale   of   Illegal    PMiea- 
tions 
Question,  Mr.  Percy  Wyndham  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Gathorne  Hardy  May  19,  512 
Immoral  FuhUcationt   and   Play$,  Question, 
Mr.  Hubbard  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
June  15, 1558 

Puhlie   Schooli 

Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for.  Copies  of  any  Petitions 
or  Memorials  on  the  Subject  of  Publio  Schools 
which  have  been  received  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  since  the  1st  of  July,  1866  " 
( The  Earl  Stanhope)  June  15,  1538 ;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Public  Schools  (re-eommitted)  BUI 

(Mr,  Wdlpole,  Sir  Stafard  NortheaU,  Mr, 

Secretary  Oathome  Hardy) 

e.  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved, "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  JiMe  16, 
1631 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  ^  That,"  and  add 
*'  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  Select 
Committee,  in  order  that  Claosei  may  be  in- 
serted in  it  ifiving  power  to  the  new  govern- 
ing bodies  and  the  Commissioners  to  be 
appointed  by  the  Bill  to  deal  with  the  consti- 
tution and  revenues  of  Eton  and  Winchester 
Colleges"  {Mr.  Neate);  Question,  "That 
the  words,  Ao, ; "  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn  ;  main  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to ;   Committee— B.P.  [Bill  185] 

Committee — b.p.  Jttne  23,  1924 

FuoH.  Mr.  D.,  Oannartksnehire 
Registration,  2R.  1611 

Queen  Anne*B  Bounty  Board 
Select  Committee  appointed  "to  inquire  into 
the  management  and  oonstitutioQ  of  Queen 
Anne's    Bounty   Board"    (Mr,    Bouverie) 
May  19,  591 ;  List  of  the  Oomniktee 


\ 


Queensland -^Polyneeian  Labourers 
Question,  Mr.  Taylor  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley 
May  25,  816 

Railway  Compaaies  (Ireland)  AdTances 

Bill  {Mr,  Sclater-Bobth, 

Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  June  17  tBiU  177] 

Read  2<' • /ufitf  25 

Railways  and  Joint  Stock  Companies 
Accounts  Bill 

{Sir  WiUiam  BuU,  Mr.  BlHee) 
c.  Bill  withdrawn  •  June  24  [Bill  6B] 

Railways  (Gkiards'  and  Passengers'  Com- 
munication) Kll 

{Mr.  Henry  B.  Sheridan,  Sir  Fairiek  O'Brien) 

c.  Read  2o  *  May  20  [Bill  66] 

Bill  withdrawn  •  June  17 

Railways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Serjeant  Barry,  Mr,  Sullivan) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  May  18  [Bill  123] 

Read  2»  *  June  23 
Committee*;  Report /une  24 
Read3»*/ttittf25 

Railways,   Boyal    Commission  on — Be* 
port  of 
Question,  Mr.  Hors&U ;  Anewer,  Mr*  Stephen 
aftTeirayl2, 115 
(See  Ireland) 

RivsAT,  Mr.  J,,  StirUng,  ^e. 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  2011 

Rayenbwobth,  Lord 
Capital    Punishment    within    Prisons,    3R. 
add,  ci.  14 

Rawliksow,  Sir  H.  C,  lyome 
GoTcmment  of  India  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

1878 ;  el.  1, 1889 
Russia  and  Bokhara,  955 

Read,  Mr.  C.  8.,  Norfolk,  JB. 
Agriculture,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  584 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  1726 

RsAfiDEN,  Mr.  D.  J.,  Athlone 
Canada — Alleged  Flogging  in  a  Ptlion,  1698, 

1699 
EsUbllsbed  Chnroh  (Irelaod),  Comm«  ISOf^ 

1204 
Her  Majesty  The  Queen,  Notice,  711 
Lectures  on  Religion,  346 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

Amendt.  1571,  1572 ;  cl  4,  Amendt.  1585  ; 

el.  7,  Amendt.  1586 ;  add.  cl.  1778 ;  Consid. 

add,  cl,  1898 
Representation  of  thAP%^^VbV^^(:i^daA>.^^^^!^3=^ 


(IKDBXl 


Bkdudale,    liord    (Chunoan    of  Com- 
mittees) 
Arm;  ChkptaiD*,  Comm.  1393 
Conwontion  or  ChsrohjanU  Aet  AmendmeDt, 

2R.  SOe  ;  Comm.  <l.  1, 698 
CoDTti  of  Juttioa,  New,  1643 
EdDotion,  Withdnml  of  Bill,  411 
EilaUiibed  ChnTob  (IraUnd),  1919 
Foor  ReliBf,  Comm.  91fl ;  Baport,  1744 
BvgaUtioD  of  RulwB7>,  13  ;   Report,  d.   11, 

416 :  add,  of.  119, 131  ;  3R.  AnuDdL  TOT, 

708 
Sale  of  Poiioni  and  Pharmae;,  Oomm.  lSfi6  ; 

RtfoH,  add.  et.  1639,  1630;   9R.  add.  d. 

ITll.  ITM,  1T46,  1718 
South  Coait  Railwaj,  3R.  1457 
Vagranoj — GaildloM  UdIod,  Hotion  fbr  Cor- 

rofpcnideDoe,  99 

RefbrmAtory  Schools  (Ireluid)  Bill 

{7%t  Earl  of  Mayo.  Mr.  AOomey  QtiMTalfvr 
Inland) 
e.  CommiflM  * ;  Raport  Miy  31         [[Bill  M] 
Contidered*  Man  S3 
VjoAVMayiS 
I.  R«adl"»CI»«£orIo/iJ*iK>fi)J%a9 

(No.  133) 

Bagiitxatioii  Bill 

(Ifr.  Sterttary  O,  Sardy,  Sir  Jamei  F«rgtuton) 
e.  Motion    fbr    Laava    {Mr.    GiOhoTru    Sardy) 
June  11,  1308 
After  debate,  Bill  ordend ;  read  1°   [Bill  107] 
Mo>m),  '•  That  the  Bill  be  nor  read  S""  (ifr. 
&alliome  Bardy)  Jmu  IS,  1600 ;  after  •borC 
debate,  Bill  read  3",  and  oommittad   M  • 
Select  Committee 
And,   on  Jane  33,  Select   Committee  Domi- 
nated; Li«t  of  the  Committee,  1618 
Report /km  3fi  [Bill  190] 

Begistratioii  of  Writa  (Scotluid)  Bill 

[bj.,]      ( Th*  Lord  Colmttay) 
c.  Committee*  ;  Report  Jfiiy  16  [Bill  S3] 

Contidered*  May  38 
Read  3°  •  May  39 
Rojal  Auent  June  9S        \Zl  b  S3  Vict.  e.  81] 


B«g:iiUtioii  of  Bailwayi  Bill 

( The  Duit  of  Richmond) 
L  CommittBe(oim-«omm.)lfay  11,0     (No.  88) 
Report  May  13,  119  (No.  95) 

Read  8*  May  33,  707 ;  after  abort  debate,  BiU 
paHed  {No.  101) 

t.  Bead  1°*  May  38  [Bill  113) 

Hond,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  re^  V"  {Mr. 
SUphtn  Cave)  June  8,  1391 ;  aflar  abort  de- 
bate, BIU  Tfd  3° 

Beligiooi,  fto.  Bnildingi  (Sites)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Craitworth) 
/.  HoTtd,  "That  the  611Ibenownad3*"(7'A< 
Lord  Craitworth)  May  11,  383;  after  abort 
debate.  Bill  read  3'  (No.  77) 

Committee  ■  ;  Report  May  36 
Re^Mmrn.  JunelB,  1711  (No,  138) 

Report  •  Jum  19  (No.  161) 

RMd  8>*  June  K  .     u«nu 
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SepresentaHon  of  the  People  (Scotland)-^ 

Foot  Bate 
Mored,  **  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Honae, 
Copy  of  any  Letter  or  Inttraotions  ad- 
dressed bj  the  Crown  Agent  to  the  Inspec- 
tors of  Poor  in  reference  to  a  Return  made  to 
an  Order  of  this  House,  dated  27th  March, 
showing  the  Deductions  allowed  to  Occupiers 
before  assessing  for  Poor  Rate  in  varioas 
Scotch  Parishes,  and  the  Amount  of  gross 
Rental  required  to  giye  a  rateable  Value  of 
£12  in  those  Parishes  respectirely  "( The  Earl 
of  Airlie)  ifay  26, 910  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland) 
BiU 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  ChaneeUor  of  the  Escche- 

quer,  Sir  James  Ferguteon) 

e.  Questions,  Sir  Andrew  Agnew,  Mr.  Monoreiff ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  11, 18  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Baxter  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  15, 
340 

Order  for  Committee  read  May  18, 485 

Moved,  *'  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  that,  instead  of  adding  to  the 
numbers  of  the  House,  thej  hare  power  to 
disfranchise  Boroughs  in  England  haWng, 
bjr  the  Census  returns  of  1861,  less  than 
5,000  inhabitanU"  (Mr,  Baxter) 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *'  Power,"  and  add 
'*  to  take  one  seat  from  Boroughs  in  England 
returning  two  Members,  and  having,  by  the 
Census  returns  of  1861,  less  than  12,000 
inhabitants"  {Sir Rainald  KnigJuley) ;  after 
short  debate,  Question,  "That  the  words, 
<bc.  ;"  A.  217.  N.  196;  M.  21;  Division 
List,  Ajres  and  Noes,  461 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Spieaker  do  now  leare  the 
Chair  *' 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  *'no 
arrangement  respecting  additional  Men^rs 
can  be  just  or  satisfactory  which  does  not 
treat  Scotland,  as  respects  the  number  of 
its  representatives  in  Parliament,  as  an  in- 
tegral portion  of  the  United  Kingdom,  en- 
titled to  be  placed  on  a  footing  of  perfect 
equality  with  England  and  Ireland,  in  pro- 
portion to  its  present  population  and  the 
Revenue  which  it  yields  to  the  National 
Exchequer,  as  compared  with  the  present 
population  and  Revenue  of  England  and 
Ireland  ;  and  that  to  establish  this  equality 
at  least  fifteen  additional  Members  should 
now  be  provided  for  Scotland "  {Mr, 
MLaren),  466  ;  Question,  '*  That  the  words, 
&c.  ;  "  after  short  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  main  Question  agreed  to 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  473 ;  after  long 
debate— >B.p.  [Bill  29] 

Question,  Mr.  Dalglish  ;  Answer,  Mir.  Disraeli 
Jfay  19,518 

Ministerial  Statement  {Mr,  Disraeli)  May  21, 
619 

Moved,  "That  this  House  do  now  adjourn" 
{Mr,  Percy  Wyndham);  after  long  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 

After  long  debate,  Committee  b.p.  May  26, 840 

Questions,  Mr.  Torke,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Disraeli  May  28,  954 

Committee  May  28, 956 ;  after  long  debate— b.p. 

Committee  June  8,  1281  ;  after  long  debate, 
BiU  reported  [BUi  154] 


BepreserUaUon  of  the  Feople  {Seotland)  Bil^ 
oont. 

c.  Considered  June  11, 1444 
Considered  *  June  18 

Read  d<>*  June  18  [Bill  166] 

I,  Read  l^* {The  Lord  J^vy  Seal)  June  19 
Moved,  <*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^"  {The 
Lord  Privy  Seal)  June  23, 1913 ;  after  short 
debate,  BiU  read  2>  (No.  164) 

Berenue  Officers  Disabilities  Bemoval 

Bill  {Mr,  Monk,  Sir  H,  Vemey,  Mr,  Otufay) 

e.  Moved,  **  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2o"  (Jfr. 

Monk)  June  10,  1352 ;  after  short  debate, 

BUI  read  2«>  [BUI  76] 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 

Speaker    do  now  leave   the  Chair"  {Mr, 

Monk)  June  12, 1533 
After  short  debate.  Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate 

be  now  adjourned"    {Mr,    Selater*Booth) ; 

A.  36,  N.  52;  M.  16 
Question  again  proposed 
Moved,  '*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn " 

{Lord  Edvjin  HiU'Trevor) ;  Question  nega- 
tived 
Question  again  proposed 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 

{Mr,  Powell) ;  A.  83  ;  N.  42  :  M.  9  ;    Main 

Question  negatived 
Question,  Mr.  Monk  ;  Answer,  Mr.  DisraeU 

June  15,  1565 

BiOHHOiTD,  Duke  of  (President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade) 

AlkaU  Act  Continuance,  2R.  509,  510 

Capital  Punishment  within  Prisoni,  3R. 
add,  el,  14 

Cotton  SUtistics,  2B.  710 

Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  1823,  1824, 
1830 

Regulation  of  RaUways,  Comm.  el,  14,  8 ; 
el.  15,  9  ;  el,  16, 10,  11 ;  d.  17, 12  ;  el.  23, 
18;  Report,  el.  14,  412,  414,  416;  el,  15, 
Amendt.  418  ;  add,  cl,  420,  422 ;  3R.  709 

Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  2R.  1628 ;  Comm. 
1916 

Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  d.  5,  237,  238,  239 

Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  Re-eomm.  916,  917 

South  Coast  RaUways,  2R.  1452 

Biote  at  AehUm,  Staleyhridge,  Binning^ 
ham,  Sre, 
Question,  Mr.  Maguire ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  May  25,  817 ;  Personal  ExpUnation, 
Mr.  Newdegate  May  26,  927 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Whalley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
May  29,  1042 ;  Question,  Mr.  WhaUey ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gathome  Hardy ;  debate  thereon 
May  29, 1085 

BoBXBTSoir,  Mr.  P.  F.,  JBiastinge 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
471 

BoEBVCX,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Sheffield 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, 429,  432,  434 
Boundary,  Comm.  271,  284 
Libel.  Goima.  b^^>lS^^\  A,\>^^^^^^^  >  ^•'^* 
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f  INDEX) 


BoKiLLT,  Lord 

Foreibon  mi  B«d  of  tlie  S««,  1S39 
RcgaUtioD  of  lUilwar)'  Oomm.  el.  6,  8 
Rgligious,  Ac.  ButUinn  (SIIm),   SB.    lU ; 
Oonun.  cl-  3i  Ameodt.  ITU 

BoTBioK,  Biglit   Hon-  Tiwoiut   (Comp- 
troUer  of  the  Houfebold),  C»wiirtdg»- 

Ert^bliihed  ObnMk  (Ir«laDd>— Bapljr  t«  Ad< 


Alia  tf  lti«  So<td  <t  Sta 

QfmOoa,  Mr.  HolUDd;  Annnr,  Hr.  Staphaa 
a»a  Jms  95,  818S 

BuHKLL,  Earl 

EiUbllilMd  Chnrah  (Inland),  SE.  SOTO,  910S 
Wbitiantide  Receis— State  of  Pablla  Afbln, 
1026,1033,1034 


Jbuna  ani  Boihara 

Q,aMtloii,  SirUeDrTEUwUuoni  Aoiww.Lord 
SUiile7ifiiv88,gfi8 

RuTUKD,  Duke  of 
Ugtropidla-Naw  Natloud  OaU«7,  fi* 


St.  Albiits,  Dake  of 
EUptl&n  SUta  Trade,  330 

Sale  of  Liquors  oa  Bitaixj  (InlutdJ  BUI 

(JA-.  ffRMs,  Lord  Ormonu,  Xt.  Am) 
e.  RapoH  of  Salecit  OMunittM  1^  SS 

(No.  leo) 

Sale  of  FoUoni   and  VbMmMij   Aet 
Ammdment  Bill  [h.i..j 

{ Tht  Sari  OranvilUi 
I,  Prauntml ;  read  !•  ■  May  IS  (No.  103) 

MoTod,  •■  Tbat  tbo  Eodh  do  now  reiDlTe  Itwlf 
into  CoomittM  "  (fori  OraiwiUt)  Jiats  1G, 
ISIH  :  aft«r  abort  debat«,  CommittM 

Beport  June  16,  1939  (No.  118) 

Boad  3*  Jam  18.  nu 
«.  Read  1°  •  JuM  22  £BiU  161] 

Sausbust,  Haraneu  of 
Cotton  SUtlatloi,  3R.  709,  TIO :  Oomm.  918 
Court,  of  JoiliiM,  Now,  183*,  IBiT 
Poor  Rflliaf,  Coram,  el.  23,  948 
Regulation  of  Rsilmji,  Comm.  «I.  5,  Ammdt. 

6,  8,1^.  Id,  9,  10;  Report,  of.  1«,  413  ;  add. 

cl.  42(1 ;  3R.  707 
Ritual,  Report!  ofthe  OommlMiDS  on,  334 
Sftle  of  Poiaoiu  nnl  Vbumn^   tiA^   kmKtt^r 

iiuibt,IUpoT(,(uld.a.'VaV)  -,«B..Vltt,WVt^ 


Salnun  Viiliariei  (Sootlvti)  K. 

( tht  Dvtt  of  Bidimtad) 

I.  FmenM;  raadl**  Aim  II         C 

Uorad.  "Tliat  tbo  BiU  bo  now  mi 

Dvkt  of  mekmonOi  Jum  IS,  H 


OomioiUM  /uM  33,  ISiS 


f 


SAmTKLSOH,  Kr.  B.,  Baiibmv 

Elemeatarj  Edooation.  3  B.  19S3 
SaientiBa  InitniotloB   In    Fonlfa 

laei 

Sakdfobd,  Mr.  Q,  H.  W.,  SlaJdi 
Elaotlon  PMitlou  and   Oompt  I 

Eleotiooa,  Comm.  e(.  S,  3174 
Ubol,  Comm.  tl.  1,  Amendt.  604 
FarlLuneBt — Gaaeral  Eleotion.  flS4 
RapreMnUtioii  ^  the  Faopla  (Irela 

15TB 
aepreimtation    of    (te     Pm^ 

Comm.  el.  8, 867 


Sat  Firit 

JuM  8— Th*  Lwd  Oaltboip*,  •Am 

of  hiiFatlMr 
Jim*  II— Tb»  Eari  of  Onvn,  aAa 

of  bl*  Fuhar 
/wM  IS— TIm  Ewl  of  Shtwmboi] 

DMthorhii  PstW 

SoBBBiBsx,  Mr.  C,  CMUnJum 

Corropt  Prsotioea  at  Eleotion*,  1041 

EoalwlaiUoal  Tltlei,  1181 ;  8R.  16f 

Eijaotion  Patitlooe  and  Compt  F 

Blaotiosi,   Comm.    el,   I,   MB,  I 

Uotion  for  Adjoominatit.  891 

RoprMeDtatioD    of    the    FoopU    i 

Comm.  469;  «J.  9,  9«3 

SoLATEB-BooxH,  Ut.  Q.  {Secnti 
TraaiBrj),  Sampthin,  JV. 
Armr — SnpmnnuatMW  AUowaMN, 
Anitralla— Foftal  CoumaaiosUoa,  I 
OommiMlooaiiM,  Cor|K  of,  148 
DoarU  of  Jnitloe,  Nav,  13B7. 1M3,: 
OoatoiBi  Offloan,  813,  3186 ;—  £xl 

713 
Dnrham  Ooantf  Ooorta,  BIB 
Eleotrio  Talegn^  ISSI 
lndi» — Cnitomt  Dapartmant,  Boait 

isa 

Pottal  CommmiiaUioB  wjtb  Pel 
Ireland — Qoeationi,  4«. 

Onilom*  OBoen,  S4T 

Port  Offloe,  18B9 

Rafiam  DMnn.  348 
Loo«l  ChargM  on  Raal  Prmttf ,  B* 
Mono;  Orders  and  Stamped  BoMipt 
Portal— QoaalioBB,  *«. 
■■■■,341 
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Briadiai  Eoate,  1861 
CuaUail.B9S.llM 
\imtbm.  l«UM  OniMa,  Mit 

'««k>ite.'>t«>a<«A 
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SEE        SHO 


Sonm^BoofB  Mr.  G.^eatU. 

Poftal  Serfioe,  Bil,  Uf^ 

Pott  Otf6e»  Sunday  Labour  in  thQ^9l66 

HeTenue  OAoers  I^iabititles  ReihOTaly  Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjonmment,  1530 
Slaye  Bounties,  1131 
Snp^— Civil  Sonrioe  EitimHiM,  1010 

Conyiot  Establishments  (Coloniat),  504 

County  Courts,  502 

Embassy  Houses  Abroad,  312 

OoTemment  Prisons,  1107 

Land  Registry  OflBce,  1105 

Learned  Sooieties,  Grants  to,  1182, 1133 

Miscellaneous    Expenses,    ll7i;    l^p^, 
1600 

National  Galleij,  11^2 

Prosecutions,  497>  501 

Publio  BuUdingsareland),  iOi 
■  Registry  House,  Edinburgh^  Report,  ll76 

Sheriff  Court  Houses  (Scotland),  400 

Slaves,  Bounties  on«  2170 

Ulster  Canal.  404 

University  of  Glasgow,  401 
Turkey— Embassy  House,  Conttatilnople,  1753 

Embassy  House,  Therapla*  1752 
United  States— Posts!  Convention,  2132 

Scotland 

Judicial  Sytiem^Royal  CamnHiii(m',  QneHlon, 
Mr.  Baxter ;  An^er,  The  Lord  Advocate 
June  25,  2137 

Legiilationfor—Progttti  cfScoUh  BiUs,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Robert  Anstrnther/  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  May  14,  245 

BUlitiat  Question,  Sir  Robert  Anstruther ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  May  11, 17 

Poor  Law,  Question,  Sir  Andrew  Agnew; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Juns  16, 1631 


SooTT,  Lord  H.  J.  M.  B.,  MhirhhWi 

Representation    of    the    People    (Scotli 
Comm.  el.  10,  986;  cU  11,  1004 


ScoTrnFTELi),  Mr.  i,  H.,  Hav^rforiwui 

Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  160 
Ministerial  Statement,  650 
Supply— Education,  Publio,  1147 
Sci< 


Icienceand  Art,  1167 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  1722 

Sea  Fiflheries  Bill  [a^O 

(The  Duk$  of  Bichmfmd) 

U  Committee  * ;  Report  May  11  (No.  46) 

Committee  (on  re-eomm,)  May  14,  237 — ^b.p. 

(No.  96) 
Committee  (on  re-eomm.)  May  26,  916 
Report  *  May  29  (No.  125) 

Reads**  June  II 

e.  Lords  Amendts.  June  22, 1857      [BiU  170] 

Sea  nHheridib  (Itelttfid)  Bill 

(Mr,  BtaACj  Colonel  AnnesUy,  Lard  Claud  John 

Hamilton^  Mr,  Kmanagh) 

e.  Question,  General  Dunne ;  Antfwer,  The  Ea^l 
of  Mayo  May  14,  287 
Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2*"(lfr. 
Slake)  June  24,  2012 ;   after  short  debate, 
BiU  read  2*  [BiU  101] 

VOL.  OXOU.  [IHZBD  8BBIB3.] 


S£BLT,  Mr.  C,  £ineoln 

Navy— Greenwich  Hospital,  1185 

Sblwik-Ibbetsok,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Essex,  8. 

Boundary,  Comm.  cl,  4,  Amendt.  1441 

Servia,  National  Aesmbly  of 
Question,  Mr.  Darby  Qrifflth ;  Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  June  25,  2135 

Setkoxtb,  Mr.  A.,  Totnee 

Supply — Science  and  Art,  1167 

SHArrMbuBT,  Earl  of 

Artisans'  and  Labourert'  DweUfaigs,  SB.  907 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el,  22,  948 ;  d,  9,  1625, 

1626 
Ritual,  Reports  of  the  Commlsiion  on,  332, 

333 

BsttBibhXf  Mr.  H.  B.,  Dudley 

Houndariei  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, 428 
Compound  Householder,  The,  245 
Customs'  Extra  Clerks,  713 
Sierra  Leone-* Assistant  Judge  of,  654),  657 

Sierra  Leone,  AeeistafU  Judge  of 

Question,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan ;  Answer,  BIr. 
Adderley  May  21,  656 

SnteON,  Sir  J.,  Isle  of  Wtaht 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  A  Com- 
mittee, 428 
Boundary,  Comm.  279 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  1727 

SJave  BounUes 
Observations,  Question,  Colonel  Sykea;  An- 
swer, Mr.  So!ater-]Booth  June  4, 1130 

SmalUpow  Hospital  Report 

Question,  Sir  J.  Clarke  Jervoise ;   Answer, 
Lord  Robert  Montagu  June  15, 1561 

SxTTH,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Ohiehestor 
Mauritine^Condition  of,  713 
Fever  in,  1856 


SviTH,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Stociport 
Government  of  India  Act  AmendmA^i,  Comm, 

ct,  1,  1891 
Representation    of    the    People    (Scotland), 

Comm.  et,  3, 843 
Weights  and  Measures   (Metric  System),  9R. 

199 

Smollett,  Mr.  P.  B.,  Dumhartonshire 
India  —  Bank  of  ^mbay  — Bengal  Agency, 
1471 
East  India  Irrigation  and  Canal  Company, 
425 
Representation    of    the    People    (SeotIand)| 

Comm.  el,  8,  862  ;  d,  9,  960 
Spain— Caee  of  the  *'  Tornado;'  U^ 

411 


SOL 


8TA 


(INDliX 


,)lj|l 


191. 


SoLKHToa  Gbhsru,  The  {Sir  "W.  B.  Bairr) 

ffehtoH 
Boiiii<l>i7,  Oomm.  add.  el.  Iil3 
Coontj  CoQrM(Admii>ltj  JarUdiotloii],Coinin. 

167,  168 
£lMtiDn  Petition*  utA  Comipt  PnotlcM   mt 

Eleotioai,  Comm.  el.  S,  6S0,  ^176 
Libsl,  Comm.  603  ;  el.  3,  613 
Regiatntion,  an.  1613 
RegiitntioD  of  Voten  Ast,  3TT,  3T> 
Il«pn*intikCioD  of  tbs  Feople  (IreUnd),  Oomm. 

el.  30,  lfl96  ;  add.  el.  ITSB 
Set  FUhariel,  Lordi'  Amondti.  1869 


S0ICKB8ET,  Duke  of  Dip 

ArtiuQi'  »Dd  Laboaren'  DwaUltig),  ZR.  909  "^- 

CoDUsioai  Diseaiet  AoC,  333 
Foreahors  Knd  Bed  of  the  Sea,  1834 
Ifaw  Foreat — Deer  RemoTBl,  to.  Aot,  H 
for  a  Committee,  694 


Btui: 


8tu» 


Cat 


South  EaiUrn  <md  London,  Srighlcn,  and 
South  Coatt  RaiUoay  Companut  Bill 

I.  Hored,  "Thkt  tha  Bill  be  now  read  S*" 
June  13, 1148 
Ameodt.  to  leare  oot  ("  no*,")  mad  laMrt 
("tbU  Da;  Three  Month*  ")(7'A<  Mtarquai 
of  CUanicarde) ;  after  abort  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn  ;  original  Uotion  agreed  to  r  Bill 
read  3*,  and  oommitt«d :  the  Committee  to 
bo  proposed  bj  the  Committee  of  Saleotjon 


Spam—Caie  ^  the  "  To 
4nailion,Mr.  Smollett:  Ani 


itado" 


Auwer,  Lord  Stanley 


Spxarb,  The  (Eight  Hon.  J.  E.  Denison] 
Noitif^hanuhirt,  If. 
Bonndariei  of  BoroDghj,  Uotion   for  a  Com- 
mittee, *3T 
Bonndarr,  Comm,  376 
Eatabliabed  Churob  (Ireland],  Leave,  338,317. 

330,  331,  333;    IK.  323,  333;   9R.  719; 

Comm.  1193,  1201.  1308 
E;ra,  Ei-Qo'emor,  Proteontlon  of,  717,  83B, 

839,  ISBO,  I89I 
fier  Majeaty  the  Queen,  Ifotioa,  Til 
Harried  Wo  men'i  Property,  an.  1ST8 
Pariiomant— Diuolntion  of,  1071 

Point  of  Order,  Ifl 
ParliameDt — Rnlei  of  the  Hoaie,  Bea.  1078 
ftepraieatation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

1571 
Repreientation    of    the     Feople    (Sootland), 

Oomm.  168, 171,  173 
BioU  at  Aihton,  Stalejbrldge,  ha.  639,  1086, 

1068 
Trenaabitantlation,   Deelaratlon  agalnit,  Mo> 

Uon  for  a  Paper,  1069, 1108 

Stacpooix,  Mr,  W.,  Ennii 

AnD7— Brooke,  Captain,  Caie  of,  ISM 
Sapptjr— Hdhm*  of  Parliament,  809 

Stamp  Duty  on  tht  Traauftr  ofDebrntttre 
Stock 
Qneation,   Ttr.  Childera  ;   Answer,  The  Chan- 
oallor  of  tha  Eioheqaer  Ju»«  8, 1337 
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SUP 


StN 


SioKZ,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Porttmouth 

Boondaiy,  Comm.  27ff 

Stopfobd,  Mr.  S.  G.,  Northamptonshire,  ^, 
Boundary,  Comm.  Preamble,  1271 
Boundary  GommiBsion,  Report,  1181 

Stbadbboke,  Earl  of 

Courts  of  Justice,  New,  1842 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cl  9, 1624 
Vagrancy— Guildford  Union,  Motion  for  Cor- 
respondence, 102 

Steongb,  Sir  J.  M.,  Armagh  Co. 

EsUblished  Church,  1210 
Stttajlt,  Colonel  V.,  Bedford 

DunsUble  Road.  1396 

Ecclesiastical  Titles,  2R.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 1697 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
add,  d.  1804 

Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  811 

Stucley,  Sir  G.  S.,  Barnstaple 
Army — Cayalry  Uniforms,  1111 

Transport  of  Troops  to  India,  1111 

SuLLiYAK,  Mr.  £.,  Mallow 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el  3, 1685  ;  add.  cl.  1760, 1785 

SUPPLY 

Considered  in  Committee  May  11,  34 — Nayt 
Estimates — Resolutions  reported  May  12 

Considered  in  Committee  Miy  14,  290 — Nbw 
Courts  of  Justice — AsTSsiinAir  Ezpkdition 
— Class  I. —  Public  Works  and  Buildings 
— Resolutions  reported  May  15 

Considered  in  Committee  May  15 — Civil  Sxb- 
viCB  Estimates  —  Class  I. — Public  Works 
and  Buildings,  391  —  Resolutions  reported 
May  18 

Considered  in  Committee  May  18 — Ciyil  Sbb- 
TicB  Estimates — Class  111. — Law  and  Jus- 
tice, 494 — Resolutions  reported  MaVy  19 

Vote  on  Account  of  Civil  Service  Estimatett 
Obseryations,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  May  28, 
1010 

Considered  in  Committee  May  28  —  CnriL 
Sbbviox  Ebtimatxs — Resolutions  reported 
May  2^ 

Considered  in  Committee  Mau  29  —  Citil 
Sertigb  Estimates — Class  III. — Law  and 
Justice,  1103 

Resolutions  [May  29]  reported  Tune  4 

Resolution  7  (Register  House,  Edinburgh) ; 
short  debate  thereon  June  4,  1175 
Resolution    11   (Goyemment  Prisons  and 
Expenses  of  Transportation) ;  short  debate 
thereon  June  4,  1176 

Resolutions  amed  to 

The  Approaching  DisaoluUon,  Questions,  Mr. 
Childers,  Mr.  Lowe;  Answers^  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  June  4, 1126 

Considered  in  Committee  June  4 — CitHi  Sbb- 
TioB  Estimates  —  Class  IV. —  Education, 
Science,  and  Art — Class  VII.  Milcellaneoiif 
Estimates,  1182 

[cant. 


Supply^eoat. 

Resolutions  [June  4]  reported;  short  debate 
thereon  June  15,  1602 
Vote  8  (£511,324,  Public  Education  in  Great 
Britain);    after  short  debate.  Resolution 
agreed  to  June  15,  1607 
Vote    25    (£19,377,     Miscellaneous    Ex- 
penses) ;  Resolution  read  a  second  time 
June  15, 1608 

Amendt.  to  leaTe  out  <*  £19,337,"  and  in- 
sert "  £14,877  "(Jfr.  Lusk);   after  short 
debate,  Question,  "  That  <  £19,377,'  sUnd* 
part  of  the  Resolution,"  put,  and  agreed  to 
Resolution  agreed  to 

The  Dietolutiont  Question,  Mr;  Childers ;  An* 
swer.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
June  8, 1223 
Considered  in  Committee  June  25  —  Citil 
Sebtice  Estimates  —  Class  VI.  —  Super- 
annuation  and  Retired  Allowances — Class  V* 
— Colonial,  Consular,  and  Foreign  Serrioes 
— Post  Office  Packet  Sxbtioe — Resolu- 
tions reported  June  26 


SuBTKEs,  Mr.  C.  Freviixb-,  Durham,  8. 

Boundary,  Comm.  Schedule,  1443 
Egypt — Claims  on  the  Viceroy,  924 

SxTBTEES,  Mr.  H.  E.,  Hertfordshire 
East  Worcestershire  Election,  1123 


STKBSy  Colonel  W.  H.,  Aberdeen  City 

Army  —  Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commissions, 

Res.  546,  547 
Elementary  Education,  2  R.  2011 
Government  of  India  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

1599 ;  Comm.  1877 ;  el.  1.  1887.  1891 
GoTcmor  General  of  India,  2R.  1602 
India — Municipal  Commissioners  of  Bombay, 

1754 
Japan — Outrages  in,  922 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  Comm. 

d.  1,  1528 
Nayy  Estimates— Wages,  Amendt.  88,  92 
Parliament— Dissolution  of,  1076 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  cl.  13, 1933 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
470  :  cl  3,  849  ;  el.  8,  874, 890, 892  ;  el.  10, 
986,  987  ;  add.  el.  1247,  1250 
Slave  Bounties,  1130 

Supply — Common  Law  Courts  (Ireland),  1104 
Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  2171*  2172 
Education,  Public,  1154 
Goyemment  Prisons,  1106 
Learned  Societies,  Grants  to,  1133 
Parliament,  Houses  of,  306,  310 
Science  and  Art,  1167, 1170 
Slaves,  Bounties  on,  2170 


Stnan,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Limerick  Co. 

Burials  (Irehind),  Comm.  1880 
EsUblUhed  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  757,  761 
MiliUry  at  Elections  (IreUnd),  2R.  1981 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

1579  ;  el.  18,  1589,  1594  ;  add.  cL  1769  ^ 

1779, 1794 


1 


(INDEX) 


lixjwtos,  lord 

Ritual,  Report*  of  tbs  Cammiiiioii  on,  33S 
Sm  Fiihenea,  Ooma.  d.  6,  S40 
South  Cout  Rulrafi,  IE.  lua 

Tatmb,  Mr.  P.  A.,  ZtieeiUr 

Burial  Societlei,  Fnvii  opoo,  930 
Bfra,  Ei-OoTernor,  and  liit  Eipenie*,  11T1 
Ireland— Religion  oF  Coniicti,  433 
^eeailand — FolTaeaian  Labonran,  BIB 

JTeicflsidwh,  ViBcount 
CoDtagioui  Dbsaaei  Act,  336 

Tenore  (IrelULd)  Bill  [b-l.] 

( Th«  Marqueu  of  CtiMriearde) 
I.  Report*  May  2S  (No*.  33-150) 

Thamea  Smbankment  and  ICetropolis 
Improremeiit  (Loaiu)  Act  Amend- 
ment BOX       (ifr.  Selattr-Bcoth,  Mr. 

ChaneeUor  of  the  Exduquer^ 
e.  Otdtnd  ;  mad  \'*Mag2l  [BiU  133] 

UoTed,  '■  That  the  BUI  be  qo«  read  3<>  "  (Jfr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exeheguer)  June  6,  1313  ; 
alter  short  dehat«,  [HOUM  Mimted  out] 
Read  2°  *  June  9 
Committea  •  ;  Roport  June  11 
Con  lidered  ■  June  13 
Read  3°  "  Junn  IS 
I.  Read  1*  *  ( The  Lard  Climm)  June  U 

MoTed,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3>" 
<n«  Lord  CUnton)  Juat  33,  191T  ;  BiU 
read  3*  (No.  Id3) 

I7te  Quern,  Her  Majnty 
Notioe,  Mr.   Baarden  ;    Beplf,  Mr.   Speaker 
J%  33, 711 

Ththfe,  Lord  H.  F.,  WiUthire,  8. 
EtUbtiahed  ChDroh  (Ireland),  IR.  333 

TiTB,  Mr.  W.,  Bath 

Idetropoli* — Iron  Galea  in  Daronahire  Flaoe, 
Ao.  2i3 
Tbamei  Embankment,  311 
Thamei   Embaokment,  Ac.  Amendmeat,   3B, 
1317 

Titles  to  land  Consolidation  [Scotland) 
Bill   (  Tht  Lord  Advoeait,  Jfr.  SecrOary 
OaUum*  Hardy,  Sir  QrtAam  Montgomery) 
e.  Committee' ;  Report  June  i  [Bill  ISl] 

ToBEBHs,  Kr.  W.  T.  UcCullagh,  Fituhiry 
Parliament — Publio  Boalnefi,  1130 

ToTTBiTHAii,  Colonel  C.  G.,  2ftur  Bom 
Repreaentation  of  (ha  People  (Ireland),  Conun. 
el.  18.  1JJ80 

TowsBRBSD,  Marquess  of 
Poor.Belierofthe,  Addretafora  OonuaUnon, 
liSS 


TramubttanUation — Dechmitia 
Amendt.  on  CommUtse  of  Snpplj 
l«a<a  oat  from  "  That "  and  add 
•  laid  before  this  Hooae,  a  Copy  ol 
ration  against  Tranauhatantiatioi 
hj  the  SoTsreign  of  tfaia  BeaJm 
Parliament  or  at  hia  Corooatiaa 
shall  first  happen  after  hii  Aooc 
Colman  VLoghien),  1008 ;  Qan 
the  wordi,  Ao. ;"  after  short  debi 
withdrawn 

Trktbltas,  Mr.  G.  O.,  TVmsmi 

Armj  —  Sale  and  Pnrohaaa  of  C 

Bm.  ell.  54S,  (78 
Cattle,  Importatioo  of  Foreign,  434 

Tbetok,  lord  A.  E.  Hill-,  Do* 

Part;  Processions  Aot  (Ireland),  IS 

Revenue  OScen  Diiabilitiea  Heme 

Motion  for  Adjoamment,  153S 


TurJxy 
Srigandage  near  Smyrna,  QnestisD 

Aniwer,  Lord  Staiiler  May  26, 1 
Embauy  Hoiue  at  ComtaMamipU 

Mr.    Otwaj  ;     Answer,    Mr.    S< 

June  18,  17^3;  Qjieatioa,  Hr. 

iwer,  Mr.  S  slater- Booth,  A. 

Xnnpike  Acta  Contintiaiica,  k 

(Sir  Jamei  FeryuiioH,  Mr.  Seeretari 

e.  Question,  Mr.  EDatobbnll-HnEesssi 

Mr.  Gathorne  Hardj  Ma^  38,  M 

Ordered  ;  read  1°  ■  JW^  29  [ 

Read  3°  *  June  8 

Tumpii*  TVwla  Aet — DwuUhk 

Question,  Coioosl  W.  Stuart  :    A 

Oathome  Bard^  Jim«  11,  ISM 

Tnmpika  Tmsta  Bin 

(Jfr.  KnaUUndUHugeiten,  ifr.  Aoff 

(JeUney,  JK-.  A^rten) 
t.  Mored,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  reai 
Snatehbidl-BuffeiieH)  Jtmt  17,  I' 
Amendt.  to  leaTe  out  "now,"  and 
tbis  da7  three  months'*  (Jfr. 
Question,  "That  now,  Ac.;"  af 
bats,  Amendt.  and  Motion  withi 
withdrawn 

Unclaimed  Prin  Kon^r  (Indii 

(Sir  Su^ord  NorOiaoU.  Sir  Jam**  J 


Bead  1°*  May  18  I 

Bead  3*  •  Jfoy  31 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Mom  23 
Read  so'  JToy  3S 
L  Bead  1>'  { Tke  Lord  CUalMt}  Jfoy 
Bead  3**  JvM  IS  \ 

Committee  ■  ;  Bepoit  Jim*  IB 
Reads'*  /tnw  » 
Boral Asssot Jmm  10    [llASSFi 


UNI        VBR 
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19s. 


TER        TJT^L 


XJnilbnnity  of  PnUic  Wonhip  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Earl  of  Shaftetlniry) 
I,  PreMnted  ;  read  1»  •  June  23        (No.  173) 

United  FarislieB  (ScotUad)  Bill 

(The  Lord  Cohmay) 

L  Read  2»  •  May  12  (No.  Si) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Miy  19 
Read3»*  May  22 
Royal  Assent  May  29  [31  Viet,  0.  80] 

United  States 
Iran  Cladt,  Question,  Lord  John  Haj  ;  Answer, 

Lord  StAulej  May  21,  655 
Postal    Convention^    Question,    Mr.   Baxter  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  June  25,  2132 

University  Elections  (Voting  Papers)  Bill 

{Sir  James  Fergiuson,  Mr,  Attorney  Cfeneralfor 

Ireland) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  June  2i  [Bill  187] 

Read  2<'  *  June  26 

Uniwrsity  Tests 

Petitions  presented  ( The  Earl  of  Kimberley) ; 
debate  thereon  May  29,  1012 

Vagrant  Act  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Pease,  Mr.  Akroyd,  Mr,  Liddell) 

c.  Committee  •—b.p.  May  19  [Bill  102J 

Committee  *  ;   Report  May  21 

Considered  *  May  28 

Read  30*  May  29 
I.  Read  1^*  (The  Duke  of  Clevekmd)  June  9 

(No.  138) 

Yance,  ITr.  J.,  Armagh  City 

Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  1,  Amendt.  1381, 

1382,  1383 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  2R.  1696 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el,  5,  2180 
Established    Church    (Ireland),  Leaye,    319  ; 

Consid.  Amendt.  1529 
Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  172,  175 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

cL  3,  1584  ;  el  18, 1591, 1594 ;  add,  d,  1779, 

1781,  1789  ;   Consid.  add,  el,  1899,   1901, 

1902,  1904 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

cl,  8,  882 
Supply — Nonconforming,  ho,  Miniaters,  2169 

Vatjx  op  Haebowdew,  Lord 

Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy,  Comm.  1555 

Vehneb,  Mr.  E,  W.,  Liebum 

Edinburgh,  Duke  of.  Attempted  Affaasination 

of,  1230 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  764 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Conaid. 

add,  cl,  1901 

Yeknet,  Sir  H.,  Buckingham 

Army — Sale  and  Purohaae  of  CommiwioDa,  Rea. 
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VxBMZT,  Sir  H.— «on<. 

Lake  Superior  and  the  PaoiftOy  Ao.  Motion  Ibr 

a  Commission,  1336, 1350 
Ministerial  Statement,  645 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  ef.  12,  Amendt.  1933 
Supply — Prosecutions,  499 

Victoria,  Despatches  from  Oovemor 
Question,  Sir  RoundeU  Palmer ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Adderley  Mw  26,  925 
VoU  to  Sir  Charles  Darling,  Qoettion,  Sir 

Robert    Collier ;     Answer,    Mr.    Adderley 

7tmell,1397 

YiviAiT,  Hon.  Captain  J.  C.  W,,  lyuro 

Abyssinian-  Expedition,  716 

Army — Brooke,  Captain,  Case  of,  1855 

Army— Sale  and  Purchase   of   Commisaions, 

Res.  Amendt.  533 
Public  Sohooli,  Re^omm.  el,  16, 1940 

YiYiAN,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Olamorganehir^ 

Mines,  Aooidents  in,  1506 

Volunteer  Review  at  Windeor 
Question,  Lord  Truro ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Malmesbury  June  15,  1557 ;  Question,  Lord 
Elcho ;  Answer,  Mr.  Diaraeli  June  lUp  1566 

Voters  in  Disfranchised  Boroughs  Bill 

(Mr,  Kekewieh,  Mr,  Jardine,  Mr,  AyredJSeymour) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1^  •  May  20  [BiU  128] 

Read2«*ifay25 

Committee  * ;  Report  Jums  10 

Considered  *  June  11 

Read  3«*  June  15 
I,  Read  1»  *  ( The  Lord  Chancellor)  June  16 

Read  2^^  June  23  (No.  113) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  25 

Waldeosate-Leslie,  Hon.  G.,  Hastings 
Boundary,  Comm.  284 ;— Amended  Plana,  1230 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  1563 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el,  1, 1525 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

add,  el,  Amendt.  1238 
Ritual  Question,  The,  112 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords'  Amendta.  1861 
Supply— Register  Ilouse  (Edinburgh),  Report, 
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Walkeb,  Major  G.  G.,  Lumfrieuhre 
Army  Reserre  and  Militia  ReserfO,  512 

Walpole,  Right  Hon.  8.  H.,  Oambridge 
University 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Report,  1044 
Boundary,  Comm.  284  ;  Preamble,  1263 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioaf  at 

Elections,  Comm.  d,  5,  691 
Oxford    and    Cambridge    Unireraities,    2R. 

Amendt.  220 
Public  SchooU,  Re-comm.  1648  ',  el.  1, 1649 ; 

el  2,  1650:   elZ,  1654;  el  6,  1657;   el  6, 

1926,  1927,  1930,  1931,  1932  ;  el  12, 1933  ; 

el,  15, 1939  ;  et,  16,  1940 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el  8, 878, 884 


f  INDEX  I 


WiiBMiB,  Mr.  J.  'W.,  IWwto* 

RnnKnUUon  oftlw  FMplfl  (Sootbnd),  Comn. 

el.  8,  879 
Stone,  PoUoa  Sngeaot,  Cua  of,  1483 

Warren,   Right  Hon,   R.    R.    (Attorney 
Genetul   for    Ireland),    Dublin    Unt- 

Eitabti*bad  Choreb  (Ireluid),  30.  775 
Libel,  Comm.  601 

BepraMPtatioD  of  the  People  (IraUnd),  Comm. 
el.  3,  less  :  add.  tt.  ITTe,  1779 

Water  Supply  BiU 

{Mr.  CliM,  36:   OeUiuy,  Mr.  Htm,  Mr.  ITyld) 

e.  Ordarad  i  n»d  1°  *  Jtfoy  31  [BUI  131] 

■Watxjit,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Stoekporl 

BouDiUrj',  Comm.  cl.  6,  1441  :  Sobednle,  1413 
CejIoQ— Crape  in,  171ifi 

UnaDthoriiad  Poblioation  of  *  Daepetob, 
lOlS 
Supplf — Uetropolitui  Polioe,  Motion  fiir  Ad- 


WuixiT,  Ur.  G.  H^-nmf. 

RloU  &t  Aihton,  Stklefbridge,  Ac. 

S30,  1043,  tOSe,  1066.  I0«,  1093, 

Snpplj — Common  Lkw  Coort*  (Irdu 


WHiRifCLiTTX,  Lord 
South  Gout  lUlliraji,  3R.  14S1 

WHiTBEEiD,  Mr.  S.,  BfifvrA 
Bonndarj,  Comm.  PraunUe,  1391,  V. 
Pnblio  Sobooli,  Beniomm.  c(.  6, 1931 
BepTeeeiitotioDofthePM>ple(SootlM 
440 

WmrE.  Mr.  J.,  Brighton 
Pablio  AooooDte,  Re>.  134 
RepreeenUtion  oftbo  People  (Sootlkn 
add.  cl.  1445 

Whitworth,  Mr.  B.,   DrogMa 
Bopreeentuion  of  the  People  (Iidini 

el.  18,  1891 


WeightB  uLd  MeaguTM  (Metric  Syatem) 
Bill  (ifr-  Ewari,  Mr.  Banlet/,  Mr.  Bainti, 
Mr.  Jtiin  Benjamin  Svulh,  Mr.  Oraiiet) 

t.  MOTed,  '•  That  the  BiU  be  now  rand  9°"  (i6-. 
Evimt)  May  13, 178 
Amendt.  to  leaTe  out  "  noT,"  end  add  "  upon 
thii  day  aix  monthi"  {Mr.  BtrMJord  B^pt) ; 
after  debate,  Qoeitioa,  "  That  ■  now,'  Ac. ; " 
A.ai7,N.65;  M.153;  BiUread3<-  [Bill44] 
Bill  withdrawn*  7un«  18 

Waiington,  Uonwmmt  to  tU  Bvit  of 
Qneetlon,  Ur.  Ooldamid;  Aoiwer,  Lord  John 
Manner!  May  19,  512 

West  Indies  BiU 

(Mr.  Addtrtey,  Mr.  SelaUr-Boolh) 
c.  Ontered  ;  read  I'*  May  19  [BIU  lit] 

Read  2'  ■  May  31 
Cammitlee  *  ;  Report  May  33 
Cocsidered"  May  2B 
Read  3°  ■  May  28 
I.  Read   !••  {The  Dukt  of  Backiyigluim  and 
Chandol)  May  39  (No.  135) 

WESTUBATa,  Uarquess  of 
Poor  Relief,  Report,  1743,  1744 

Whalim,  Mr.  G.  H.,  PetM-horough 
Agrioaltore,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  560 
Coal  Mmet,  1035 

EiUbliihed  ChBroh  (Ireland),  3R.  706 
Libel.  Comm,  S9S:  el.  t,  605,  607  ;  cl.  3,  Stl, 


Parliament,  Diuolntion  of,  1065 


[ewi*. 


WiLLiiMB.  Colonel  T.  P.,  Marh 
Annjt  Reaerrs,  Motion  for  »  Commii 

WnxiAUBOK.  Sir  H.,  Durham,  2i 
Bonndary,  Comia.  cL  4,  1434 

WllfTEBBOTKAif,  Mr.  H.  8.  P.,   -S 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  UniTeraitiei, 

Wild,  Mr.  J.,  Bodmin 
Turke; — Brigandage  near  Smyrna,  I 

Wtsdham,  Hon.  P.  S.,  Camberla 
Boundary,  Comm.  Preamble,  1381 
Illegal  Publieatioita,  613 
Minieterial  SUtflment,  623 
Repreaentation  ofthe  People  (Scotlal 
d.  10,  gSfi  ;  Schedule  A,  1354 

YoKK,  Archbisbop  of 

Army  Chaplaini,  Comm.  1387,  1389 

YoBKE,  Mr.  1.  R.,  Tnokeibiirg 
Bonndariea  of  Borong hi,  Comm.  481 

433 
BeprwentatioD  of  the  People  (Sootb 
458,  954  ;  tl.  10,  Amendt.  089 : 
tion  for  Adjonniment,  1009 

ToDsa,  Mr.  G.,  Wigton,  ^. 
Repreaentationof  the  People  (Sootlai 
^.3,480,481,  493,847,  851.  61 


EaRATUM: 
Page  508,  line  29  from  bottom, /or  nnoppoud  Vote,  rtad  oppoeed  Vote. 
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